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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 2:25-¢cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFF’S EMERGENCY MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER
On May 12, 2026, plaintiff Liana Davis voluntarily provided her iPhone to fo-
rensics expert George Vasiliou so that Mr. Vasiliou could make a mirror image of the
device. Ms. Davis provided her phone to Mr. Vasiliou because the Court had recom-
mended at the hearing of April 15, 2026, that Ms. Davis provide her iPhone to a
neutral forensics expert who could serve as custodian of her data while this litigation
progressed. The Court recommended that Ms. Davis provide her iPhone for this pur-
pose because Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys have been falsely accusing Ms. Davis of spo-
liating evidence. The Court has never found that Ms. Davis spoliated evidence, but
the Court nonetheless recommended that Ms. Davis provide her iPhone for mirror
imaging to eliminate any possibility of accidental or intentional evidence loss.

Mr. Vasiliou promised Ms. Davis that he would not provide the contents of her
iPhone to Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys. And Ms. Davis’s attorney attempted to memo-
rialize this promise by entering into a stipulated agreement with Mr. Cooprider’s law-
yers that would compel Mr. Vasiliou to “secure and securely hold the data, and to
refrain from examining or perusing the data, until further direction or order from the

Court.” Exhibit 5. The lawyers were unable to agree on the language of a stipulation,

PLAINTIFF’S EMERGENCY MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER Page 1 of 25



Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD  Page 2 of 25

but this Court entered an order on May 14, 2026, that forbids Mr. Vasiliou “to ex-
amine or search the data evidence until he is provided with either a stipulation signed
by both parties or an order of the Court.” ECF No. 66-1 (] 9). The Court’s order
also instructs Mr. Vasiliou to “secure and securely hold the data evidence as a custo-
dian for the duration of the case,” which precludes him from sharing the data of Ms.
Davis’s iPhone with Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys. Id. (4 8).

In violation of this Court’s order, Mr. Vasiliou prepared a “forensic examination
report” of Ms. Davis’s iPhone and provided it to Mr. Cooprider’s legal team.! Mr.
Vasiliou’s report contains content from the Notes app on Ms. Davis’s iPhone, which
he is not permitted to search or share absent an order of the Court or a stipulation of
the parties. ECF No. 66-1 (1 9). It is not yet known whether Mr. Vasiliou prepared
this report at the instruction of Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys or whether he did this on
his own initiative. We also do not know the extent to which Mr. Vasiliou has provided
other data on Ms. Davis’s iPhone to Mr. Cooprider’s legal team, as Mr. Vasiliou is
refusing to respond to repeated e-mails from Ms. Davis’s attorney requesting this in-
formation. See Exhibits 20-22.

Ms. Davis respectfully asks that the Court issue an immediate order prohibiting
Mr. Vasiliou and Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys from accessing, searching, or using any
data obtained from the forensic image of Ms. Davis’s iPhone until further order of
this Court. Ms. Davis also requests that the Court schedule a hearing and order Mr.
Vasiliou and Ms. Klein to appear and explain why they accessed the contents of Ms.
Davis’s iPhone in violation of the Court’s order.

BACKGROUND
For the last two months, Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys have falsely accused Ms. Davis

of destroying evidence in this case. The Court has never found that Ms. Davis has

1. A copy of this report will be filed separately as a sealed exhibit.
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spoliated evidence, and Ms. Davis has faithfully complied with her preservation obli-
gations since retaining Mr. Mitchell as her attorney in May 2025. But Mr. Cooprider’s
attorneys have incessantly hurled baseless accusation of evidence spoliation as part of
their attempt to smear Ms. Davis’s character, both in their correspondence with Mr.
Mitchell and in their filings with this Court.

Although the Court has never found that Ms. Davis spoliated evidence, it has
sought to resolve the parties’ dispute over these accusations by suggesting that Ms.
Davis provide her iPhone to a neutral third-party forensics expert, who would secure
and hold the data until the conclusion of the lawsuit and eliminate any possible basis
for Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys to accuse Ms. Davis of spoliation going forward. The
Court first proposed this idea at the hearing of March 11,2026, where it “suggest|ed |
the parties agree on a third-party vendor who can pick up the phone and have it back
to the plaintiff the same day.” ECF No. 35. The Court again recommended that Ms.
Davis provide her iPhone for mirror imaging at the hearing of April 15, 2026, and
Mr. Mitchell indicated that Ms. Davis would do so as long as appropriate precautions
were put in place to secure her data and prevent Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys from ac-
cessing the contents of her iPhone absent authorization of this Court. Mr. Mitchell
was willing to persuade Ms. Davis’s to voluntarily produce her iPhone for these pur-
poses, even though Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys had never served a discovery request
for Ms. Davis’s iPhone, because the Court had made clear at the hearing of April 15,
2026, that the forensics expert would merely preserve the data on Ms. Davis’s iPhone
and would not provide that data to Mr. Cooprider’s lawyers absent an order of the
Court.

The parties also agreed that Mr. Cooprider would produce his computers and cell
phones to the same forensics expert because Mr. Mitchell had served requests for

production for those devices. Mr. Cooprider’s lawyers were willing to provide their
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client’s devices to a third-party forensics expert for mirror imaging to obviate the need

for a motion to compel.

I. THE PARTIES FAIL TO REACH AGREEMENT ON A STIPULATION
On April 27, 2026, Beth Klein, an attorney for Mr. Cooprider, e-mailed Mr.

Mitchell and wrote:

Good morning Jonathan,

We have asked George Vasiliou to do the joint extractions and hold the
evidence until further Court orders. He needs the make and model of
both Parties’ phones to make sure that he has the correct software to
complete the process. He wants to make sure that he shows up on May
1 with the right tools. He is copied on this communication if you have
any questions. Please let us know the make and model of Liana Davis’s
phone. I think that she may have several phones since there are different
device labels in her texts, but they use the same number.

He charges $250 an hour for exam and $125 an hour for travel plus
expenses. He has had larger iPhones go for over 17 hours so he has
offered to cut it off the billing at 15008 per phone if it goes over 6
hours.

Exhibit 3. In this e-mail, Ms. Klein represents that Mr. Vasiliou will “hold the evidence
until further Court orders.” Id. Ms. Klein also requests production of only Ms. Davis’s
iPhone and not Ms. Davis’s computer or other electronic devices, which Mr.
Cooprider’s lawyers never mentioned in their previous court filings or at the hearing
of April 15, 2026.

On May 4, 2026, at 5:57 p.M., Mr. Mitchell drafted and circulated a proposed
stipulation and proposed court order to memorialize the parties’ agreement. He e-

mailed Ms. Klein on May 4, 2026, and wrote:

Beth:

Attached is a draft stipulation and proposed order. Please let me know
if you have any comments or proposed edits.
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I have not yet shown this to my client. I want to wait until I have your
edits before asking her to approve.

Exhibit 4. The proposed stipulation that Mr. Mitchell drafted and sent to Ms. Klein

read as follows:

The parties agree and stipulate as follows:

1. Defendant Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell
phones and computers that he used between November 1, 2024,
and the present, to George Vasiliou.

2. Plaintift Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones that she
used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Va-
siliou.

3. Mr. Vasiliou will extract and preserve the data on these devices.

4. Mr. Vasiliou will be under a court order to secure and securely hold
the data, and to refrain from examining or perusing the data, until
further direction or order from the Court.

5. Mr. Vasiliou will be under a court order to destroy the extracted
data at the conclusion of this litigation.

6. A proposed order is attached to this stipulation.
Exhibit 5. The proposed order of the Court that Mr. Mitchell drafted and circulated
to Ms. Klein said:

It is ORDERED that:

1. Defendant Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell
phones and computers that he used between November 1, 2024,
and the present, to George Vasiliou.

2. Plaintift Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones that she
used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Va-
siliou.

3. Mr. Vasiliou shall extract and preserve the data on these devices.

4. Mr. Vasiliou shall secure and securely hold the data, and refrain from
examining or perusing the data, until further direction or order
from this Court.

5. Mr. Vasiliou shall destroy the extracted data at the conclusion of this
litigation.
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Exhibit 6. In response to Mr. Mitchell’s e-mail of May 4, 2026, Ms. Klein wrote back
and said: “Everyone has left for the day. I will get back to you tomorrow.” Exhibit 7.
Ms. Klein, however, did not respond to Mr. Mitchell’s draft stipulation until May

9, 2026, when she e-mailed Mr. Mitchell and wrote:

George can be in CC on Tuesday, May 12.

He is going to tell me the name of his hotel, and it will be close to
where Davis lives. Both parties will drop oft and pick up devices and
difference times to avoid problems.

Exhibit 8. Ms. Klein attached to this e-mail a revised copy of the stipulation that Mr.
Mitchell had circulated on May 4, 2026. Ms. Klein did not track her edits in redline,
but she added to the draft stipulation a requirement that Ms. Davis surrender not
only her iPhone but also her computer—even though Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys had
never served a discovery request for Ms. Davis’s computer and never requested its
production at any hearing before this Court, and even though the Court had never
proposed or suggested that Ms. Davis surrender her computer for imaging at any of

the hearings. The draft stipulation, as altered by Ms. Klein, says, in relevant part:

2. Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones, tablets and personal
computers that she used between November 1, 2024, and the pre-
sent, to George Vasiliou on Tuesday, May 12, 2026 at 8:30 am.

Exhibit 9 (emphasis added). Mr. Mitchell was unwilling to agree to a stipulation that
requires Ms. Davis to surrender her computer, and he regarded Ms. Klein’s last-minute
demand for Ms. Davis computer as a dishonorable bait-and-switch tactic and an im-
proper means to obtain discovery. Ms. Davis was equally unwilling to authorize her
attorney to agree to Ms. Klein’s proposed stipulation, and she was unable to fathom
how Ms. Klein could now be demanding production of her computer only three days
before Mr. Vasiliou’s scheduled visit to Corpus Christi when no discovery request had
been served for the computer and no one had previously mentioned the computer in

any court filing or hearing.
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On May 10, 2026, one day after Ms. Klein circulated her revisions to the draft
stipulation, she e-mailed Mr. Mitchell again and threatened to file an “emergency”
motion and ask the Court to adopt her revised stipulation as a court order if Mr.

Mitchell would not assent to its terms:

Mr. Vasiliou will be in Corpus Cristi starting on Monday. My client will
bring his devices to Mr. Vasiliou on Monday. Ms. Davis must bring her
devices on Tuesday, May 12, 2026.

The updated Stip is attached with the addresses. The Stip is bilateral
and addresses all concerns raised.

I have been emailing, texting and calling to get this resolved. If I don’t
hear from you tonight, I will file this as an emergency motion Monday
AM and ask that my version be made a Court order.

Exhibit 10. The draft stipulation that Ms. Klein attached to her e-mail of May 10,
2026, was identical to the draft stipulation that she circulated on May 9, 2026, and
includes the demand for Ms. Davis’s computer in addition to her iPhone. See Exhibit
11. On May 11, 2026, Ms. Klein again threatened to file an emergency motion with

the Court. See Exhibit 12. At 1:50 P.M., Mr. Mitchell e-mailed back and wrote:

Beth:

I explained in the text that I sent you at 8:03 p.m. MT last night that I
am scheduled to talk with Ms. Davis this afternoon about this. I will let
you know the status as soon as our discussion concludes.

Exhibit 13. Later that day, at 5:23 r.M. central time, Ms. Klein e-mailed Mr. Mitchell
an “updated” version of the revised stipulation, which continued to demand that Ms.
Davis turn over her computer as well as her iPhone. See Exhibits 14-15.

Ms. Davis was understandably reluctant to turn over her iPhone in the absence
of a stipulation or court order protecting her data, and neither she nor Mr. Mitchell
was willing to agree to Ms. Klein’s last-minute demand for Ms. Davis’s computer in

the revised draft stipulation. Mr. Mitchell therefore arranged a three-way call with
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himself, Ms. Davis, and George Vasiliou on the evening of May 11, 2026, to provide
his client with assurances that Mr. Vasiliou would protect her iPhone data and would
not turn it over to Mr. Cooprider’s legal team. During that call, Mr. Vasiliou promised
Ms. Davis that he would protect the integrity of her iPhone data, and that he would
not be examining the contents of her phone or providing it to Cooprider’s lawyers
unless the Court ordered him to do so. Based on these assurances, Ms. Davis agreed
to voluntarily produce her phone to Mr. Vasiliou despite the absence of a court order
or stipulated agreement, and Mr. Vasiliou imaged Ms. Davis’s iPhone on May 12,
2026. Ms. Davis would not, however, produce her computer to Mr. Vasiliou, because
Cooprider’s attorneys had never mentioned a desire to obtain Ms. Davis’s computer
in any court filing or discovery request or in any hearing before the Court. Their
sudden demand for Ms. Davis’s computer on May 9, 2026, after their repeated rep-
resentations that they were seeking an image only of Ms. Davis’s iPhone, was nothing
more than an attempt to move the goalposts three days before Mr. Vasiliou’s arrival
in Corpus Christi, in the hopes of inducing a conflict that would allow Ms. Klein to

run to the Court with an “emergency” motion.

II1. Ms. KLEIN FiLEs AN EMERGENCY MotTtioN WitTH THE COURT
AFTER MR. VAsiLIOU COMPLETES His IMAGING OF Ms. Davis’s
IPHONE

Despite Ms. Davis’s voluntary production of her iPhone, and despite Mr. Vasil-
iou’s imaging of the iPhone on May 12, 2026, Ms. Klein e-mailed Mr. Mitchell at

9:14 A.M. central time on May 13, 2026, and wrote:

We are filing our Motion for sanctions, to compel, for immediate esi
inspection and limited response time later today. As we have discussed
you will probably oppose.

I am so sorry that you could not sign oft on any draft stip and that
Davis’s computers were not preserved. Please tell your client not to alter
the computers or phones—not that she hasn’t been aware of that since
May 2025 when you were retained.
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I honestly wish we didn’t have to do this.

Exhibit 16. Ms. Klein did not tell Mr. Mitchell what she was seeking to “compel” or
what “immediate esi inspection” she was seeking, and she made no attempt to confer
with Mr. Mitchell beyond this e-mail.

Later that day, at 2:54 p.M. central time, Ms. Klein served a litany of ESI requests
for production on Mr. Mitchell. See Exhibit 17 (e-mail serving discovery); Exhibit 18
(ESI requests for production). These ESI requests seek the production of Ms. Davis’s
“devices” for purposes of “retrieval,” “extraction,” or “analysis” of data and commu-
nications. See 7d. But many of the communications and data that the ESI requests seek
to retrieve, extract, or analyze are not discoverable under Rule 26(b)(1) because they
have no relevance to any party’s claim or defense. Many others are non-discoverable
because their compelled production would not be proportional to the needs of the
case. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1). And privileged material is certain to be encountered
given the breadth of material that the ESI requests seek to retrieve or extract.

Under the rules of civil procedure, Mr. Mitchell had 30 days to review and assert
his objections to the ESI discovery requests that Ms. Klein served on May 13, 2026.
See Fed. R. Civ. P. 34(b)(2). But Ms. Klein filed her “emergency” motion on at 6:22
A.M. on May 14, 2026, which demanded that the Court immediately order Ms. Davis
to comply with the ESI discovery requests that Ms. Klein had served on Mr. Mitchell
less than 24 hours earlier, without allowing Mr. Mitchell any opportunity to object to
the ESI requests for production. See ECF No. 66.

The emergency motion that Ms. Klein filed with the Court on May 14, 2026, is
rife with outright falsehoods and unsupported smears on Ms. Davis. To provide just

a few examples:

1. Ms. Klein’s motion claims that on April 28, 2026, “[a] status report
indicating that that Liana Davis was uncooperative was filed with
the Court.” ECF No. 66, at p. 2.
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The status report that Ms. Klein is referring to was e-mailed to Ms.
Arlene Clancy on April 28, 2026, and it is attached to this motion
as Exhibit 19. It and does not in any way indicate that Ms. Davis
was “uncooperative.”

2. Ms. Klein’s motion claims that between May 4, 2026, and May 11,
2026, “DAVIS will not cooperate with producing her phone or
other devices claiming that there is not a written Court Order.” ECF
No. 66, at 2.

That statement is highly misleading. Ms. Davis’s reluctance to turn
over her iPhone before May 12, 2026, stemmed from the lack of a
written court order or stipulated agreement to protect the integrity
of her iPhone data. Ms. Davis was not demanding a court order
instructing her to turn over her iPhone, because she allowed her
attorney to propose a stipulation to Ms. Klein on May 4, 2026, that
would require Ms. Davis to turn over her iPhone to Mr. Vasiliou.

3. Ms. Klein’s motion claims that on May 11-12, 2026, “DAVIS con-
tinues delay tactics and refuses to produce her computer. Next
DAVIS demands that a phone be purchased for her to use while her
I-phone is copied despite the fact that she has a phone available at
her home with her live in boyfriend. DAVIS insists that the Expert
go to her house to pick up her phone and deliver it to her. DAVIS
demands that the Expert return the phone in in the middle of the
night if it is complete. Davis refuses to produce her computer
against recommendation of her attorney.”

Every sentence in this passage is false. Ms. Davis never “demanded”
a replacement phone; Mr. Vasiliou generously offered to provide
Ms. Davis with a replacement while he imaged her iPhone. Ms. Da-
vis does not have a “live-in” boyfriend, nor is Ms. Davis’s boyfriend’s
phone available to Ms. Davis. Ms. Davis did not “insist” that Mr.
Vasiliou drive to her house to pick up and drop of her iPhone; Mr.
Vasiliou offered to do so. Ms. Davis never “demanded” that Mr.
Vasiliou return her phone in the middle of the night. Nor did Ms.
Davis go against the advice of her attorney when refusing to provide
her computer, and Ms. Klein has no way of knowing hos Mr. Mitch-
ell advised his client.

4. Ms. Klein’s motion claims that on May 12, 2026, “In checking to
make sure all data was copied; Expert notes that 54 GB of I Mes-
sages TEXT message data is on DAVIS’s iCloud and DAVIS’s not

on iPhone and cannot be accessed. Expert notes that that unusually
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large chunks of data have been moved and becomes concerned
about the preservation of the evidence.” ECF No. 66, at 2.

This statement is unsupported by affidavit or declaration, or any
other type of evidence. It is the baldest hearsay, and Ms. Klein failed
to produce a simple affidavit or declaration from Mr. Vasiliou to
substantiate this claim.

5. Ms. Klein’s motion claims that: “Critical texts between DAVIS and
Ami Amoroso, her sister on April 3, 2025, two days before the event
at issue, when DAVIS was experiencing severe front and back
cramping indicative of a miscarriage and urged to go to the ER are
claimed to be ‘gone.”” ECF No. 66, at 6.

This supposed quotation is unsupported by any citation. No text
messages on Ms. Davis’s phone are “gone” because all of them can
be recovered with Decipher, and Ms. Davis has successfully used
Decipher to recover text messages that had been deleted before this
litigation began. Neither Ms. Davis nor Mr. Mitchell has ever
claimed that any text messages on Ms. Davis’s iPhone are “gone.”

There is more that can be said about the false and unsupported statements that Ms.
Klein has made in her court filings throughout this litigation, but these errors are too
numerous to be chalked up as innocent mistakes or good-faith misunderstandings of

the facts.

ITII. THE COURT QUICKLY GRANTS Ms. KLEIN’S EMERGENCY MOTION
BuTr PROHIBITS MR. VASILIOU OR MR. COOPRIDER’S LAWYERS
FroM EXAMINING OR SEARCHING THE DATA ON Ms. DAvis’
IPHONE ABSENT A COURT ORDER OR STIPULATION OF THE
PARTIES

At 2:39 p.M. central time on May 14, 2026, the Court granted Ms. Klein’s emer-

gency motion and issued the following order:

Before the Court is Defendant Christopher Cooprider’s emergency dis-
covery motion. (D.E. 66). After review, the Court GRANTS the mo-
tion. (D.E. 66). The Court ORDERS Plaintift to produce and/or pro-
vide access to her phone, computer(s), iCloud account, and any other
personal device or account that may contain text messages or emails
(e.g., an iPad, any external hard drives containing backups) no later
than May 15, 2026, at 3 p.m. CST. The devices and access shall be
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provided as defined in the ESI requests, and subject to the process de-
scribed in the proposed stipulation provided by Defendant Cooprider,
(D.E. 66-1). The purpose of this Order is to allow for merits discovery
as well as discovery regarding spoliation of evidence. The Court
ORDERS the Parties to file a joint status report on or before May 18,
2026, updating the Court regarding the status of compliance with this
Order. The Court will then determine whether a hearing is necessary.

ECF No. 67. This order required Ms. Davis to “produce and/or provide access to
her phone, computer(s), iCloud account, and any other personal device or account
that may contain text messages or emails.” Id. But the Court’s order also adopted and
incorporated the proposed stipulation that Ms. Klein had drafted and circulated to
Mr. Mitchell on May 11, 2026, and which Ms. Klein had attached to her emergency
motion of May 14, 2026. See id. (“The devices and access shall be provided as defined
in the ESI requests, and subject to the process described in the proposed stipulation
provided by Defendant Cooprider, (D.E. 66-1).”).

The proposed stipulation, which is now part of the Court’s order of May 14,
2026, prohibits Mr. Vasiliou and Mr. Cooprider’s legal team from searching or access-
ing the data on Ms. Davis’s phone without a court order or a stipulation of the parties.

Paragraph 8 of the proposed stipulation states:

Mr. Vasiliou . . . will secure and securely hold the data evidence as a
custodian for the duration of the case.

ECF No. 66-1, q 8. And paragraph 9 of the proposed stipulation states:

Mr. Vasiliou will not examine or search the data evidence until he is
provided with either a stipulation signed by both parties or an order of
the Court.

ECF No. 66-1, 1 9. The Court’s order therefore compels Mr. Vasiliou to “secure”
the data and keep it from Mr. Cooprider’s legal team, and it prevents Mr. Vasiliou
from examining or searching the data on Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices absent

a court order or stipulation of the parties.
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IV. MR. VASILIOU AND MS. KLEIN EXAMINE AND AccEss THE DATA
ON Ms. DAvis’s IPHONE IN VIOLATION OF THE COURT’S ORDER

Ms. Davis’s deposition was held on May 28, 2026, approximately two weeks after
she provided her iPhone to Mr. Vasiliou on May 12, 2026. Near the end of the dep-
osition, Ms. Klein produced a document labeled Exhibit 40 and showed it to Ms.
Davis and Mr. Mitchell.?

Exhibit 40 is a “forensic examination report” of Ms. Davis’s iPhone produced by
Mr. Vasiliou on May 16, 2026, which he prepared and provided to Mr. Cooprider’s
legal team without notifying Ms. Davis’s counsel or the Court. This report contains
content from the Notes app on Ms. Davis’s iPhone, including verbatim quotes of
notes that Ms. Davis had written and kept on that app. But neither Mr. Vasiliou nor
Ms. Klein is permitted to examine or access these data from Ms. Davis’s iPhone absent
an order of the court or a stipulation of the parties. ECF No. 66-1, 1Y 8-9. Mr.
Vasiliou’s preparation of this report violated the Court’s order of May 14, 2026. And
Mr. Vasiliou’s decision to share this report with Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys while leav-
ing the Court and Ms. Davis’s counsel in the dark is an egregious breach not only of
the Court’s order but also the promises that Mr. Vasiliou made to persuade Ms. Davis
to turn over her iPhone to him on May 12, 2026.

When Ms. Klein began questioning Ms. Davis about Exhibit 40 during the dep-
osition, Mr. Mitchell objected and demanded to know how Ms. Klein had obtained
this material from Ms. Davis’s iPhone. Mr. Mitchell also reminded Mr. Cooprider’s
attorneys that they were not permitted to access data from Ms. Davis’s iPhone absent
an order of the Court or a stipulation of the parties. The discussion among the attor-
neys became heated, and Mr. Mitchell told Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys that would seek

a protective order to stop them from accessing the data on Ms. Davis’s phone. Ms.

2. A copy of Exhibit 40 will be filed separately and under seal.
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Klein then began reading into the deposition record the notes from Ms. Davis’s iPh-
one that appear in Mr. Vasiliou’s report. After Mr. Klein finished reading these notes

into the record, she adjourned the deposition.

V. MR. VaASILIOU REFUSES To ANSWER MR. MITCHELL’S E-MAILS
ABouT THE EXTENT To WHICH HE HAS SHARED DATA FROM MS.
DAvis’s IPHONE WiTH MR. COOPRIDER’S LEGAL TEAM

As soon as the deposition ended, Mr. Mitchell returned to his hotel and promptly
e-mailed Mr. Vasiliou. His first e-mail to Mr. Vasiliou was sent at 4:50 p.M. central

time on May 28, 2026, and it reads as follows:

George:
Thank you for all of your work on my client’s devices.

I have a question about the attached forensic examination report. It
appears that you prepared and sent this report to Ms. Klein, and it con-
tains several verbatim excerpts from my client’s “Notes” app that you
extracted from her iPhone. Ms. Klein introduced this document as an
exhibit at my client’s deposition earlier today.

My understanding was that you would not be producing any of the data
from my client’s devices absent a court order or stipulation of the par-
ties, and that you would secure the data and serve as custodian of the
data until a court order or stipulation authorized disclosure of the data.

Perhaps I misunderstood the arrangement, but could you please explain
why you disclosed these notes to Ms. Klein? Is it your understanding
that I am also authorized to obtain some or all of the data that you
extracted from Mr. Cooprider’s devices? Both my client and I thought
that counsel would be unable to access the contents of any of these
devices absent a stipulation or order of the court. It is also not clear to
me why those particular notes were shared with Ms. Klein and not oth-
ers.

Thank you considering this, and my apologies if there was a misunder-

standing on my part about how the data would be shared with opposing
counsel post-extraction.
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Exhibit 20. Mr. Mitchell attached a copy of Exhibit 40 to the e-mail that he sent to
Mr. Vasiliou. Mr. Vasiliou has not responded to Mr. Mitchell e-mail.

On May 29, 2026, at 9:58 p.M. central time, Mr. Mitchell e-mailed Mr. Vasiliou
again and asked him to send copies of anything regarding Ms. Davis’s iPhone that he

has shared with Mr. Cooprider’s legal team:

Hi George:

I’'m following up on the e-mail below. Please answer because I have to
make sure that the sensitive and privileged data on my client’s iPhone
are protected. I have a responsibility to my client to ensure this.

Also, could you please forward to me all reports, searches, analyses, or
other documents regarding the data on my client’s phone that you have
provided to Ms. Klein or other members of Mr. Cooprider’s legal team?

Thank you for considering this. I hope you are enjoying your time in
Portugal.

Exhibit 21. Mr. Vasiliou has not responded to this e-mail either. But Mr. Vasiliou has
read and received Mr. Mitchell’s e-mails, even though he is refusing to respond to
them, because Mr. Vasiliou forwarded Mr. Mitchell’s e-mail of May 28, 2026, to Beth
Klein, which appears in an e-mail that Ms. Klein sent to Mr. Mitchell on May 30,
2026. See Exhibit 30.

On May 30, 2026, Mr. Mitchell e-mailed Mr. Vasiliou for a third time and wrote:

George:

You have not responded to the either of the e-mails that I sent to you
on May 28, 2026, and May 29, 2026. I know that you have read at
least the e-mail of May 28 because you forwarded it to Ms. Klein, and
Ms. Klein informed me of that in the e-mail that she sent to me this
morning.

I strongly recommend that you respond to these e-mails. As you can

see from my e-mail to Ms. Klein from earlier today, I believe that you
and Ms. Klein violated Judge Morales’s order of May 14, 2026, by ac-
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cessing and sharing the contents of my client’s iPhone. We will be seek-
ing relief from the Court to stop you from conducting searches of Ms.
Davis’s devices and providing data from her devices to Ms. Klein or
anyone else.

I will be including our correspondence as an exhibit to this soon-to-be-
filed motion. It will not look good if you are ignoring my e-mails and
leaving Ms. Davis and me in the dark about the extent to which you
have shared the contents of my client’s iPhone with the opposing law-
yers.

Please respond to the e-mails by 8:00 p.m. Portugal time on Sunday,
May 31, 2026. We will be filing our motion with the Court shortly
thereafter.

Exhibit 22. Mr. Vasiliou still has not responded to Mr. Mitchell, despite the warning
in Mr. Mitchell’s most recent e-mail that he intended to seek relief from the Court.
Instead, Mr. Vasiliou forwarded Mr. Mitchell’s e-mail of May 30, 2026, to Beth Klein,
which Ms. Klein then forwarded to Mr. Mitchell in an e-mail sent on May 31, 2026.
See Exhibit 23.

VI. Ms. KLEIN INs1sTS THAT THE COURT’S ORDER OF MAY 14, 2026,
ArrLows HER To DIREcTLY AccESS THE CONTENTS OF Ms.
Davis’s IPHONE THROUGH MR. VASILIOU

As soon as Ms. Davis’s deposition ended, Mr. Mitchell began the meet-and-confer
process with Ms. Klein. Upon returning to his hotel room, he e-mailed Ms. Klein at

5:25 p.M. central time and wrote:

Counsel:

The Court’s order of May 14, 2026 (ECF No. 67) prohibits Mr. Vasil-
iou from providing or allowing you to access data extracted from Ms.
Davis’s devices absent a court order or stipulation of the parties.

It says that the provision of these devices “shall be . . . subject to the

process described in the proposed stipulation provided by Defendant
Cooprider, (D.E. 66-1).”
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That proposed stipulation, which is incorporated into the Court’s order
of May 14, 2026, says: "Mr. Vasiliou . . . will secure and securely hold
the data evidence as a custodian for the duration of the case.”

It also says: “Mr. Vasiliou will not examine or search the data evidence
until he is provided with either a stipulation signed by both parties or
an order of the Court.”

No reasonable lawyer could believe that this order allows them to re-
quest or obtain a “forensic examination report” from Mr. Vasiliou that

b 14

includes verbatim copies of the entries on Ms. Davis’s “notes” app.

The document that you presented as Exhibit 40 at Ms. Davis’s deposi-
tion earlier today was obtained in violation of the Court’s order of May
14, 2026, and we will take immediate steps to remedy this situation.

We are making the following requests:

(1) Please immediately agree to treat any data or materials that you have
obtained from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices, as well as any data
or materials from Ms. Davis’s devices that Mr. Vasiliou has shared with
you, as “Highly Confidential —Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court
resolves whether you lawfully obtained the notes that appear in Exhibit
40. Please also agree not to file any of these data or materials with the
Court unless the filing is under seal.

If you are unwilling to agree to this temporary measure, please let us
know immediately.

(2) Please let us know whether you have already shared any parts of the
notes in Exhibit 40, or any other data or materials on Ms. Davis’s iPh-
one or devices, with any person other than the attorneys in this case.

(3) Please tell us the extent to which you have access to the content in
Ms. Davis’s “notes” app. Some of Ms. Davis’s notes contain privileged
information. Has Mr. Vasiliou sent you all of Ms. Davis’s notes or just
some of them? If not all of them, then why Mr. Vasilou did send you
only some of the notes and how were those notes chosen?

(4) Please explain to us, as part of the meet-and-confer process, how
you obtained the content in Exhibit 40 and how Mr. Vasiliou could
have prepared or sent you that document without violating the Court’s
order of May 14, 2026. If you think that we are misinterpreting the
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Court’s order of May 14, 2026, please tell us and explain how you could
have lawfully obtained this information.

We intend to file a Rule 37 motion and ask the Court to prohibit you
from using or relying in any way on the content that appears in Exhibit
40 or any other content that you obtained from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or
other devices absent a court order or stipulation the parties. We may
seck additional remedies if needed. This e-mail is our attempt to satisfy
our meet-and-confer obligations under Rule 37.

Thank you for considering this.
Exhibit 24. On May 29, 2026, Ms. Klein responded to Mr. Mitchell’s e-mail and

wrote:

I’m traveling today and have reached out to all counsel to discuss your
concerns. We will be formulating our response as we are able to confer
on our side.

Please specifically identity what you believe is privileged in exhibit 40
that was disclosed and proved. As a marked exhibit prior to the depo.

Exhibit 25. Shortly after receiving this e-mail, Mr. Mitchell responded and said:

Beth:
I did not say that the material in Exhibit 40 is privileged.

The problem with Exhibit 40 is that it shows that you obtained access
to the “notes” on Ms. Davis’s iPhone in violation of the Court’s order
of May 14, 2026, which incorporates the proposed stipulation in ECF
No. 66-1.

We did not produce those notes in discovery and you never served a
discovery request for them. Nor did you request those notes from any
third party in any of the subpoenas that you noticed in this case. Exhibit
40 shows that you obtained them from Mr. Vasiliou.

Please immediately tell us whether you will agree to temporarily treat
any data or materials that you have obtained from Ms. Davis’s iPhone
or other devices, as well as any data or materials from Ms. Davis’s de-
vices that Mr. Vasiliou has shared with you, as “Highly Confidential —
Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court resolves whether you lawfully
obtained these data and materials.
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We have not shared or provided the link with others and will not do so
until the Court resolves this. Please let us know if you will agree to do
the same.

Exhibit 26. Ms. Klein responded to this e-mail by claiming that this Court’s order of
May 14, 2026, allows Mr. Vasiliou to obtain and provide to Mr. Cooprider’s legal
team any and all of the data or contents from Ms. Davis’s iPhone that are described
or mentioned in the ESI request for production that Ms. Klein served on May 13,

2026:

If you would please read Defendant’s motion it requests in paragraph
8:

Plaintiff requests that DAVIS be ordered to immediately produce all
DEVICES and access to her iCloud as defined in the ESI requests.
Plaintiff further requests that the forensic expert be immediately
permitted to conduct the ESI searches on the limited data ex-
tracted from DAVIS’s iPhone and analyze the movement of chunks
of data.

The ESI was attached to the Motion. The Court granted the motion
and ordered that the forensic expert could immediately conduct the
ESI search on the limited data extracted from DAVIS’S IPhone and
analyze the movement of chunks of data. The Court says that the pur-
pose of allowing this is to deal with spoliation and merits discovery.

Exhibit 27 (emphasis in original). Mr. Mitchell then responded to Ms. Klein’s e-mail

and wrote:

Beth:

Thank you for explaining your position. I think this enough to satisty
our meet-and-confer obligations under the rules. If you disagree and
think we need to continue conferring, please let me know. But I am
satisfied that I understand your position and why you acted as you did.

You are misrepresenting my client’s deposition testimony, but the tran-
script will speak for itself.
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I am asking you for the third time whether you will agree to treat the
data that you obtained from my client’s phone as “Highly Confiden-
tial—Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court resolves our dispute.
Please answer this question with a “yes” or a “no” so I can know
whether I need to seek emergency relief from the Court.

Also, please send me a copy of the “request" that you sent to Mr. Va-
siliou, as well as any other requests that you have sent to him for data
from my client’s iPhone. Please also send us any other “analysis” that
Mr. Vasiliou has provided to you regarding my client’s iPhone or other
devices.

Finally, please promise that you will cc: me (and Tal) on all of your
future correspondence with Mr. Vasiliou about this case.

Exhibit 28. When Ms. Klein did not provide answers questions or requests that Mr.
Mitchell propounded in this e-mail, Mr. Mitchell made one last effort to obtain the

requested information and e-mailed Ms. Klein as follows:

Beth:

I have repeatedly asked you for answers to each the following questions.
Please provide “yes” or “no” answers to each by 9:00 p.M. central time
tonight so I can know whether I need to seek emergency relief from
the Court:

(1) Will you agree to treat any data or materials that Mr. Vasiliou has
extracted from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices as “Highly Confi-
dential —Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court resolves whether you
lawtully obtained the notes that appear in Exhibit 40?

Yes / No

(2) Will you agree to file with the Court any data or materials that Mr.
Vasiliou has extracted from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices unless
the filing is under seal until the Court resolves whether you lawfully
obtained the notes that appear in Exhibit 40?

Yes / No
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(3) Have already shared any parts of the notes in Exhibit 40, or any
other data or materials that Mr. Vasiliou has extracted from Ms. Davis’s
iPhone or other devices, with any person other than the attorneys in
this case?

Yes / No

(4) Will you forward to us all of your communications with Mr. Vasiliou
about Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices, as well as all of the data,
reports or analysis that Mr. Vasiliou has provided to you regarding Ms.
Davis’s iPhone or other devices?

Yes / No

(5) Will you agree to treat the deposition transcript and video as
“Highly Confidential — Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court resolves
whether you lawfully obtained the notes that appear in Exhibit 40?
Yes / No
Exhibit 29. Ms. Klein still would not answer Mr. Mitchell’s questions, but she sent
another e-mail on May 30, 2026, that reiterated her stance that the Court’s order of
May 14, 2026, allows her to access the contents of Ms. Davis’s cell phone through
Mr. Vasiliou, without any opportunity for Mr. Mitchell to review or object to Mr.

Vasiliou’s productions of the requested data:

I sought and received the ESI order which incorporates the processes 1
provided in the stipulation. This is now the governing order of the case.

The Defense has followed the ESI order and all provisions. You seem
to believe that the ESI is supposed to be held in limbo under some
informal agreement that is now superseded by court order. You told
your client that you were “double crossed.” You accused me of engag-
ing in “illegal” activities and have personally threatened me. You told
Ms. Davis that I had invaded her privacy and looked all attorney client
notes. You never told her about the Order of the court or how the ESI
process works.

Exhibit 30. Mr. Mitchell responded to this e-mail and wrote:
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Beth:

Judge Morales will decide what his order means and whether you vio-
lated it. You have explained to us why you believe Judge Morales’s order
allowed you to access the contents of my client’s iPhone. We do not
believe that any reasonable lawyer could interpret the order that way,
so we will be seeking appropriate relief from the Court.

We have done more than enough to satisty our meet-and-confer obli-
gations with respect to our soon-to-be-filed motion. We will include
your correspondence in our motion and inform the Court of your po-
sition, and you are of course welcome to explain to Judge Morales why
you believe his order allowed you to access the contents of Ms. Davis’s
iPhone.

Exhibit 31.
ARGUMENT
Ms. Klein and Mr. Vasiliou violated the Court’s order of May 14, 2026, when

they accessed the contents of Ms. Davis’s iPhone without a court order or stipulation
of the parties. And they intend to continue accessing the data on Ms. Davis’s phone
unless this Court takes action to stop them. The Court should immediately order Mr.
Vasiliou and the members of Mr. Cooprider’s legal team to refrain from accessing,
examining, searching, sharing, or using any of the data on Ms. Davis’s iPhone. And it
should order Ms. Klein and Mr. Vasiliou to appear for a hearing to explain why they

obtained data from Ms. Davis’s iPhone in violation of the Court’s order.

I. Ms. KrLEIN’S INTERPRETATION OF THE CoOURT’sS ORDER IS
UNTENABLE

The Court’s order of May 14, 2024, requires Mr. Vasiliou to “secure and securely
hold the data evidence as a custodian for the duration of the case.” ECF No. 66-1,
9 8. It also states that “Mr. Vasiliou will not examine or search the data evidence until
he is provided with either a stipulation signed by both parties or an order of the
Court.” ECF No. 66-1, 9. Mr. Vasiliou and Ms. Klein were therefore required to

obtain a court order or stipulation of the parties before accessing the data on Ms.
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Davis’s iPhone, and they are violating the Court’s order by obtaining and examining
Ms. Davis’s iPhone data without the necessary authorization.

Ms. Klein claims that the Court’s order of May 14, 2026, allows her to access any
of the data or content on Ms. Davis’s iPhone that are mentioned or referred to in the
ESI requests for production. Ms. Klein also contends that the Court’s order allows
Mr. Vasiliou to rummage through Ms. Davis’s phone and produce material directly to
Mr. Cooprider’s lawyers without allowing Mr. Mitchell an opportunity to review Mr.
Vasiliou’s productions for responsiveness, relevance, or privilege. No reasonable law-
yer could interpret this Court’s order in that fashion. The order requires Ms. Davis to
“produce and/or provide access to” her cell phones and computers, and it states that
the “devices and access shall be provided as defined in the ESI requests.” ECF No.
67. That does not remotely suggest that Mr. Cooprider’s lawyers will be allowed to
access the content on Ms. Davis’s devices, or that Mr. Vasiliou will be authorized to
provide them with that content. The Court’s order simply requires Ms. Davis to turn
over her devices so that the data can be copied and stored; it is not ruling on the
discovery that Mr. Cooprider’s lawyers are entitled to collect from Ms. Davis’s devices.
There is also nothing in the emergency motion that Ms. Klein filed on May 13, 2026,
that asks the Court to allow Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys to obtain any of the data on
Ms. Davis’s iPhone, nor does it ask the Court to instruct or authorize Mr. Vasiliou to

turn over that data to Ms. Klein or anyone else.

II. THE CouRT SHOULD TAKE IMMEDIATE AcTiION To STOP MR.
VASILIOU AND MR. COOPRIDER’S LAWYERS FROM ACCESSING
DATA ON Ms. DAvis’s DEVvices UNTIL A HEARING CAN BE HELD

Ms. Klein has made clear that she intends to continue accessing and obtaining
data from Ms. Davis’s iPhone and other devices, and Mr. Vasiliou refuses to respond
to any of Mr. Mitchell’s e-mails. Ms. Davis therefore respectfully asks the Court to

enter an immediate order that prohibits Mr. Vasiliou, Ms. Klein, and the remaining
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members of Mr. Cooprider’s legal team from accessing, examining, searching, sharing,
or using any of the data on Ms. Davis’s iPhone until a hearing can be held. Ms. Davis
also asks the Court to order Mr. Vasiliou and Ms. Klein to appear for a hearing to
determine why they accessed Ms. Davis’s iPhone data in violation of the Court’s order.
Ms. Davis reserves her right to pursue additional remedies, which may include an
order prohibiting Mr. Cooprider’s attorneys from using or relying on the evidence
that they obtained from Ms. Davis’s iPhone; an order removing Mr. Vasiliou as cus-
todian of the data and replacing him with a court-appointed forensics expert; or an
order dismissing Cooprider’s counterclaims against Ms. Davis or compelling
Cooprider to pay the attorneys’ fees incurred in the preparation of this motion. A
proposed order is attached to this motion as Exhibit 1.
CONCLUSION

The Court should grant the emergency motion and schedule this matter for hear-

ing.
Respectfully submitted.

s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell
JONATHAN F. MITCHELL
Attorney-in-Charge
Texas Bar No. 24075463
S.D. Tex. Bar No. 1133287
Mitchell Law PLLC
111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400
Austin, Texas 78701
(512) 686-3940 (phone)
(512) 686-3941 (fax)
jonathan@mitchell.law

Dated: June 2, 2026 Counsel for Plaintiff

PLAINTIFF’S EMERGENCY MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER Page 24 of 25



Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD  Page 25 of 25

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on June 2, 2026, I served this document through CM /ECF upon:

MikAL C. WATTS
Watts Law Firm LLP
811 Barton Springs #725
Austin, Texas 78704
(512) 479-0500 (phone)
(512) 479-0501 (fax)
mikal@wattsllp.com

BETH KLEIN

Beth Klein, P.C.

350 Market Street, Suite 310
Basalt, Colorado 81621
(303) 448-8884 (phone)
beth@bethklein.com

Counsel for Defendant Christopher Cooprider
s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell

JONATHAN F. MITCHELL
Counsel for Plaintiff
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 2:25-¢cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF L1ANA DAVIS’S EMERGENCY MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER

The Court GRANTS plaintift Liana Davis’s emergency motion and ORDERS as

follows:

1. George Vasiliou, Beth Klein, and all members of Mr. Cooprider’s
legal team are prohibited from accessing, examining, searching,
sharing, or using any of the data or content on Ms. Davis’s iPhone
until further order of this Court.

2. The parties shall treat any data or materials that Mr. Vasiliou has
extracted from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices as “Highly Con-
fidential —Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until further order of this Court.

3. The parties shall treat the transcript and video of Ms. Davis’s depo-
sition of May 28, 2026, as “Highly Confidential —Attorneys’ Eyes
Only” until further order of this Court.

4. Mr. Vasilou shall produce all of his communications with Mr.
Cooprider’s legal team about Ms. Davis’s iPhone and its contents
no later than 14 days from the entry of this order.

5. Each member of Mr. Cooprider’s legal team shall produce all of his
or her communications with Mr. Vasilou about Ms. Davis’s iPhone
and its contents no later than 14 days from the entry of this order.
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6. Mr. Vasilou and each member of Mr. Cooprider’s legal team shall
disclose, no later than 14 days from the entry of this order, whether
they have shared or disclosed any data or materials from Ms. Davis’s
iPhone or other devices with any person other than the attorneys in
this case.

7. Mr. Vasilou and Ms. Klein are ordered to appear before this Court
over Zoom on ,2026,at ___:__ A.M./P.M., to ex-
plain why they accessed the content of Ms. Davis’s iPhone.

DaviDp S. MORALES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V- Case No. 2:25-cv-00220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

DECLARATION OF JONATHAN F. MITCHELL

1. My name is Jonathan F. Mitchell. I am over the age of 18 and fully compe-
tent in all respects to make this declaration.

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this declaration, and all of
these facts are true and correct.

3. I represent plaintiff Liana Davis in this litigation, and I submit this declara-
tion in support of the plaintiff’s emergency motion for protective order.

4. The documents attached as Exhibits 3 through 31 to this motion are au-
thentic copies of e-mails that I sent or received between April 27, 2026, and May 20,
2026.

5. The factual assertions made in the emergency motion for protective order

are truthful and within my personal knowledge.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury that the facts

stated in this declaration are true and correct.

) ontm F. Miklelf

Dated: June 2, 2026 JONATHAN F. MITCHELL

MITCHELL DECLARATION Page 1 of 1
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: Phone Extractions
Date: April 27, 2026 at 9:02 AM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law, Moscowitz, Barry BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me, George Vasiliou george.digitalfs@gmail.com

Good morning Jonathan,

We have asked George Vasiliou to do the joint extractions and hold the evidence until further Court orders. He needs the make and model of both Parties’ phones to make sure
tools. He is copied on this communication if you have any questions. Please let us know the make and model of Liana Davis’s phone. | think that she may have several phone

He charges $250 an hour for exam and $125 an hour for travel plus expenses. He has had larger iPhones go for over 17 hours so he has offered to cut it off the billing at 1500¢

Beth Klein

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary, Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Sent: Monday, April 27, 2026 9:19 AM

To: Moscowitz, Barry <BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>

Cc: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>; Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>

Subject: Re: Plaintiff Liana Davis's Third Set of Written Discovery Requests for Defendant Christopher Cooprider [IMAN-TCLAW.FID2728850]

Do we have an expert lined up?

On Apr 27, 2026, at 10:12 AM, Moscowitz, Barry <BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com> wrote:

Jonathan:

I hope you enjoyed your weekend. Presently, we are looking at May 1t for our respective clients to turn over their cell phones/devices to the expert. The data collection ¢
make/model of your client’s cell phone so that the expert can determine if he has the proper software to do the data collection.

Take care and please let me know if you have any questions.

Barry Moscowitz « Partner
700 North Pearl Street, 25th Floor, Dallas, TX 75201
. 0:214-871-8275 » m: 214-909-7236
<image001.png> bio - vCard - web

From: Moscowitz, Barry

Sent: Friday, April 17, 2026 9:44 AM

To: 'Jonathan Mitchell' <jonathan @mitchell.law>

Cc: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>; Mikal Watts <mikal @wattslip.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>

Subject: RE: Plaintiff Liana Davis's Third Set of Written Discovery Requests for Defendant Christopher Cooprider [IMAN-TCLAW.FID2728850]

That works. | will send you a Zoom invite.

Barry Moscowitz « Partner
700 North Pearl Street, 25th Floor, Dallas, TX 75201
i O Z214-6/7T-0Z2795 * . £14-9UY9-7230
<image001.png> bio - vCard - web

To: Moscowitz, Barry <BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>
Cc: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>; Mikal Watts <mikal @wattsllp.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>
Subiject: Re: Plaintiff Liana Davis's Third Set of Written Discovery Requests for Defendant Christopher Cooprider

Barry:

| am available throughout the day on Monday. Could we talk at 2:00 p.m. central time?

—Jonathan

On Apr 16, 2026, at 7:04 AM, Moscowitz, Barry <BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com> wrote:
Jonathan:
Can we schedule some time on Monday to discuss the forensic examination that the Court ordered? Let me know when you are free and | can send you a Zoom in\

Take care.

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2026 4:18:44 AM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal @wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry <BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>
i Damiin n - e in

Cuilimnts DInindiff | inmn Mavdnla Thivd Oad ~f Weitian Ninn. DA it far

~fmmdant Ahvictanhar Aannvidar


https://www.thompsoncoe.com/barry-a-moscowitz
https://www.thompsoncoe.com/barry-a-moscowitz.vcf
https://www.thompsoncoe.com/
https://www.thompsoncoe.com/barry-a-moscowitz
https://www.thompsoncoe.com/barry-a-moscowitz.vcf
https://www.thompsoncoe.com/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
mailto:BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
mailto:beth@bethklein.com
mailto:mikal@wattsllp.com
mailto:tal@tfpc.me
mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
mailto:BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
mailto:beth@bethklein.com
mailto:mikal@wattsllp.com
mailto:tal@tfpc.me
mailto:BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
mailto:beth@bethklein.com
mailto:mikal@wattsllp.com
mailto:BMoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
mailto:tal@tfpc.me

Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70-3  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 2 of 3

DuUUTLL. Fialliul Lidiia Uavis > 111U OTL UL VWIHLETT UISLUVETY MEYUTDLD 1U1 UEISTUAHL UTHTIDWUPIIST WUUPIIUGI

Counsel:

Attached is plaintiff Liana Davis’s third set of written discovery requests for defendant Christopher Cooprider.
—Jonathan

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law

papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf _dev/AbsByAuth.cim?per id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and legally privileged. This information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it was sent as
on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immedia

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY—-CLIENT COMMUNICATION / ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and legally privileged. This information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it was sent as indic:
contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY—-CLIENT COMMUNICATION / ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information th
disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have receivec

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION / ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT


mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842
mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842
mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law

Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70-3  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 3 of 3



Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70-4  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 1 of 2

From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law &
Subject: draft stipulation and proposed order
Date: May 4, 2026 at 2:37 PM
To: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com

Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Beth:

Attached is a draft stipulation and proposed order. Please let me know if you have any

comments or proposed edits.

©

I have not yet shown this to my client. I want to wait until I have your edits before asking her

to approve.

—TJonathan

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

\£ Case No. 2:25-cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

[PROPOSED] ORDER

It is ORDERED that:

1. Defendant Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell phones and
computers that he used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Va-
siliou.

2. Plaintiff Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones that she used be-
tween November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou.

3. Mr. Vasiliou shall extract and preserve the data on these devices.

4. Mr. Vasiliou shall secure and securely hold the data, and refrain from exam-
ining or perusing the data, until further direction or order from this Court.

5.  Mr. Vasiliou shall destroy the extracted data at the conclusion of this litiga-

tion.
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Dated:

DAvVID S. MORALES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Davis v. Cooprider @
Stipulation and ...

Davis v. Cooprider

Stipulation and ... (]
68 KB

Davis v. Cooprider

Proposed Order ... (]
65 KB

On May 4, 2026, at 5:11 AM, Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com> wrote:

Good morning Jonathan

Can you get me your edits to the protective order and proposed stip this
morning? [ must get an order signed asap and she must turn over her
phone and laptops no later than Wednesday.

We will have our esi searches to you later today or tomorrow in a formal
production request. So that we can execute them immediately to have
them for her deposition.

[ was advised by Verizon that all meta data dated prior to May 1, 2025
has been destroyed. Ms. Davis' phone and computers are the only
source to obtain her emails. phone messages. texts and web searches.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 2:25-cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER

The parties agree and stipulate as follows:

1. Defendant Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell phones and
computers that he used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Va-
siliou.

2. Plaintiff Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones that she used be-
tween November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou.

3. Mr. Vasiliou will extract and preserve the data on these devices.

4. Mr. Vasiliou will be under a court order to secure and securely hold the data,
and to refrain from examining or perusing the data, until further direction or order
from the Court.

5.  Mr. Vasiliou will be under a court order to destroy the extracted data at the
conclusion of this litigation.

6. A proposed order is attached to this stipulation.

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER Page 1 of 3
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Dated: May 4, 2026

s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell
JONATHAN F. MITCHELL
Attorney-in-Charge
Texas Bar No. 24075463
S.D. Tex. Bar No. 1133287
Mitchell Law PLLC
111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400
Austin, Texas 78701
(512) 686-3940 (phone)
(512) 686-3941 (fax)
jonathan@mitchell.law

Counsel for Plaintiff

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER

Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 2 of 3

Respectfully submitted.

s/ Mikal C. Watts
MikAL C. WATTS

Attorney-in-Charge
Texas Bar No. 20981820
Watts Law Firm LLP
811 Barton Springs #725
Austin, Texas 78704
(512) 479-0500 (phone)
(512) 479-0501 (fax)
mikal@wattsllp.com

Counsel for Defendant
Christopher Cooprider

Page 2 of 3
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certity that on May 4, 2026, I served this document through CM /ECF upon:

MikAL C. WATTS
Watts Law Firm LLP
811 Barton Springs #725
Austin, Texas 78704
(512) 479-0500 (phone)
(512) 479-0501 (fax)
mikal@wattsllp.com

BETH KLEIN

Beth Klein, P.C.

350 Market Street, Suite 310
Basalt, Colorado 81621
(303) 448-8884 (phone)
beth@bethklein.com

Counsel for Defendant
Christopher Cooprider

s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell
JONATHAN F. MITCHELL
Counsel for Plaintiff

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER Page 3 of 3
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 2:25-¢cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

[PROPOSED] ORDER
It is ORDERED that:

1. Defendant Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell phones and
computers that he used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Va-
siliou.

2. Plaintift Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones that she used be-
tween November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou.

3. Mr. Vasiliou shall extract and preserve the data on these devices.

4. Mr. Vasiliou shall secure and securely hold the data, and refrain from exam-
ining or perusing the data, until further direction or order from this Court.

5.  Mr. Vasiliou shall destroy the extracted data at the conclusion of this litiga-

tion.

Dated:

DaviDp S. MORALES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order
Date: May 4, 2026 at 3:40 PM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Everyone has left for the day. I will get back to you tomorrow.

Beth Klein
303-448-8884
beth@bethklein.com
Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 3:37 PM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>
Subject: draft stipulation and proposed order

Beth:

Attached is a draft stipulation and proposed order. Please let me know if you have any
comments or proposed edits.

| have not yet shown this to my client. | want to wait until | have your edits before

asking her to approve.

—Jonathan

On May 4, 2026, at 5:11 AM, Beth Klein <beth @bethklein.com> wrote:

Good morning Jonathan


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
mailto:beth@bethklein.com
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Can you get me your edits to the protective order and proposed stip
this morning? I must get an order signed asap and she must turn
over her phone and laptops no later than Wednesday.

We will have our esi searches to you later today or tomorrow in a
formal production request. So that we can execute them
immediately to have them for her deposition.

[ was advised by Verizon that all meta data dated prior to May 1,
2025 has been destroyed. Ms. Davis' phone and computers are
the only source to obtain her emails, phone messages, texts and
web searches.

This is urgent and I can no longer delay. If she intends to dismiss
her case, please advise.

Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan @ mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain
information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in
this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message
in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to let me know that you
received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT


mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order
Date: May 9, 2026 at 3:17 PM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

George can ben in CC on Tuesday, May 12.

He is going to tell me the name of his hotel, and it will be close to where Davis lives.
Both parties will drop off and pick up devices and difference times to avoid problems.

Beth Klein

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 3:37 PM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>
Subject: draft stipulation and proposed order

Beth:

Attached is a draft stipulation and proposed order. Please let me know if you have any
comments or proposed edits.

| have not yet shown this to my client. | want to wait until | have your edits before

asking her to approve.

—Jonathan

Nn Mav 4 202AR at K11 AM Reth Klain «<heath @ hethklein coms wrnte-


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
mailto:beth@bethklein.com
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Good morning Jonathan

Can you get me your edits to the protective order and proposed stip
this morning? I must get an order signed asap and she must turn
over her phone and laptops no later than Wednesday.

We will have our esi searches to you later today or tomorrow in a
formal production request. So that we can execute them
immediately to have them for her deposition.

I was advised by Verizon that all meta data dated prior to May 1,
2025 has been destroyed. Ms. Davis' phone and computers are
the only source to obtain her emails, phone messages, texts and
web searches.

This is urgent and I can no longer delay. If she intends to dismiss
her case, please advise.

Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain
information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in
this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message
in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to let me know that you
received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMIUINICATION /
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mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law

Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70-8  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 3 of 3

ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

Davis v. Cooprider &
Stipulation and...
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 2:25-¢cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER

The parties agree and stipulate as follows:

1. Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell phones, tablets, and personal comput-
ers that he used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou on Tuesday, May
12,2026 at 8:00 am . Cooprider designates all data recovered from these devices as "Confidential"
under the Protective Order entered in this matter.

2. Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones, tablets and personal computers that she
used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou on Tuesday, May 12, 2026
at 8:30 am. Davis designates all data recovered from these devices as "Confidential" under the
Protective Order entered in this matter.

3. Both parties will provide all passwords and pins, including passwords to any cloud storage
and/or back-up systems such as Google to Mr. Vasiliou when they produce their devices. Both
parties will be available by phone on May 12, 2026, if Mr. Vasiliou needs additional codes to recover
any data.

4. Both parties will permit Mr. Vasiliou all of the time that he requires to prepare the mirror

images.
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5. Both parties will retrieve their devices, examine them, and certify that they have received
all of their devices in good working order when the process is complete. Mr. Vasiliou will contact
each party and provide a specific time to retrieve their devices so that the parties will not encounter
each other.

6. Mr. Vasiliou will extract and preserve the data on these devices for future searches and ESI
examinations.

7.  Mr. Vasiliou has signed Exhibit A to the Protective Order.

8. Mr. Vasiliou will make mirror images of the drives of the devices. He will secure and se-
curely hold the data evidence as a custodian for the duration of the case. At the conclusion of the
case, Mr. Vasiliou will destroy all of the data evidence and passwords and will provide a certification
of destruction.

9. Mr. Vasiliou will not examine or search the data evidence until he is provided with either a
stipulation signed by both parties or an order of the Court..

10. Mr. Vasiliou will provide a statement for his time and travel expenses, and these costs will
be shared equally.

A proposed order is attached to this stipulation.

s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell /s/ Beth Klein
Jonathan F. Mitchell Beth Klein

Attorney-in-Charge Attorney for Defendant
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- AND -
Mikel C. Watts
Attorney-in-Charge
Texas State Bar No. 20981820
Federal Bar ID: #12419
Mikel@wattsllp.com
WATTS LAW FIRM, LLP
811 Barton Springs #725
Austin, Texas 78704
Telephone: (512) 479-0500
Facsimile: (512) 479-0501

AND -

Barry A. Moscowitz
Texas State Bar No. 24004830
Federal Bar ID No. 31054
bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
THOMPSON, COE, COUSINS &
IRONS, LLP
700 North Pearl Street, 25 Floor
Dallas, Texas 75201
Telephone: (214) 871-8200
Facsimile: (214) 871-8209

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on May 11, 2026, a copy of the foregoing pleading was
filed electronically with the Clerk of Court using the CM /ECF system and served on
all counsel.

s/ Beth Klein
Beth Klein

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER Page 1 of 1



Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70-10  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 1 of 3

From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order
Date: May 10, 2026 at 2:29 PM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Mr. Vasiliou will be in Corpus Cristi starting on Monday. My client will bring his
devices to Mr. Vasiliou on Monday. Ms. Davis must bring her devices on Tuesday,
May 12, 2026.

The updated Stip is attached with the addresses. The Stip is bilateral and addresses
all concerns raised.

I have been emailing, texting and calling to get this resolved. If I don’t hear from you
tonight, I will file this as an emergency motion Monday AM and ask that my version
be made a Court order.

Thank you.

Beth Klein

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Beth Klein

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2026 4:18 PM

To: 'Jonathan Mitchell' <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order

George can ben in CC on Tuesday, May 12.

He is going to tell me the name of his hotel, and it will be close to where Davis lives.
Both parties will drop off and pick up devices and difference times to avoid problems.

Beth Klein
303-448-8884
beth@bethklein.com



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
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Documentary Website
350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan @ mitchell.law>

Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 3:37 PM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal @wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal @tfpc.me>
Subject: draft stipulation and proposed order

Beth:

Attached is a draft stipulation and proposed order. Please let me know if you have any
comments or proposed edits.

| have not yet shown this to my client. | want to wait until | have your edits before
asking her to approve.

—Jonathan

On May 4, 2026, at 5:11 AM, Beth Klein <beth @bethklein.com> wrote:

Good morning Jonathan

Can you get me your edits to the protective order and proposed stip
this morning? I must get an order signed asap and she must turn
over her phone and laptops no later than Wednesday.

We will have our esi searches to you later today or tomorrow in a
formal production request. So that we can execute them

immediately to have them for her deposition.

I was advised by Verizon that all meta data dated prior to May 1,


mailto:beth@bethklein.com
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
mailto:beth@bethklein.com
mailto:mikal@wattsllp.com
mailto:bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
mailto:tal@tfpc.me
mailto:beth@bethklein.com

Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70-10  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 3 of 3

2025 has been destroyed. Ms. Davis' phone and _computers are
the only source to obtain her emails, phone messages, texts and
web searches.

This is urgent and I can no longer delay. If she intends to dismiss
her case, please advise.

Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan @ mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain
information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in
this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message
in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to let me know that you
received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

Signed_attachment_A Davis v. Cooprider

.pdf [} Stipulation and... (]
652 KB 68 KB
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 2:25-¢cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER
The parties agree and stipulate as follows:

1. Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell phones, tablets, and personal comput-
ers that he used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou on Tuesday, May
11, 2026 at 4:00 pm at the Hyatt Place, 6773 S Padre Island Dr, Corpus Christi, TX 78412.
Cooprider designates all data recovered from these devices as "Confidential" under the Protective
Order entered in this matter.

2. Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones, tablets and personal computers that she
used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou on Tuesday, May 12, 2026
at noon at the Hyatt Place, 6773 S Padre Island Dr, Corpus Christi, TX 78412 . Davis designates
all data recovered from these devices as "Confidential" under the Protective Order entered in this
matter.

3. Both parties will provide all passwords and pins, including passwords to any cloud storage
and/or back-up systems such as Google to Mr. Vasiliou when they produce their devices. Both
parties will be available by phone on May 12, 2026, if Mr. Vasiliou needs additional codes to recover

any data.
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4. Both parties will permit Mr. Vasiliou all of the time that he requires to prepare the mirror
images.

5. Both parties will retrieve their devices, examine them, and certify that they have received
all of their devices in good working order when the process is complete. Mr. Vasiliou will contact
each party and provide a specific time to retrieve their devices so that the parties will not encounter
each other.

6. Mr. Vasiliou will extract and preserve the data on these devices for future searches and ESI
examinations.

7.  Mr. Vasiliou has signed Exhibit A to the Protective Order.

8. Mr. Vasiliou will make mirror images of the drives of the devices. He will secure and se-
curely hold the data evidence as a custodian for the duration of the case. At the conclusion of the
case, Mr. Vasiliou will destroy all of the data evidence and passwords and will provide a certification
of destruction.

9. Mr. Vasiliou will not examine or search the data evidence until he is provided with either a
stipulation signed by both parties or an order of the Court..

10. Mr. Vasiliou will provide a statement for his time and travel expenses, and these costs will
be shared equally.

A proposed order is attached to this stipulation.

s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell /s/ Beth Klein
Jonathan F. Mitchell Beth Klein

Attorney-in-Charge Attorney for Defendant
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- AND -
Mikel C. Watts
Attorney-in-Charge
Texas State Bar No. 20981820
Federal Bar ID: #12419
Mikel@wattsllp.com
WATTS LAW FIRM, LLP
811 Barton Springs #725
Austin, Texas 78704
Telephone: (512) 479-0500
Facsimile: (512) 479-0501

AND -

Barry A. Moscowitz
Texas State Bar No. 24004830
Federal Bar ID No. 31054
bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
THOMPSON, COE, COUSINS &
IRONS, LLP
700 North Pearl Street, 25 Floor
Dallas, Texas 75201
Telephone: (214) 871-8200
Facsimile: (214) 871-8209

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on May 11, 2026, a copy of the foregoing pleading was
filed electronically with the Clerk of Court using the CM /ECF system and served on
all counsel.

s/ Beth Klein
Beth Klein

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER Page 1 of 1
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order
Date: May 11, 2026 at 10:17 AM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

All
Mr. Vasiliou is in Corpus. He is expecting Davis’s devices tomorrow.

I must file the motion and ask for an emergency hearing, if I do not have a response.

Beth Klein
303-448-8884
beth@bethklein.com
Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Beth Klein

Sent: Sunday, May 10, 2026 3:30 PM

To: 'Jonathan Mitchell' <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Cc: 'Mikal Watts' <mikal@wattsllp.com>; 'Moscowitz, Barry'
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; 'Talcott Franklin' <tal@tfpc.me>
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order

Importance: High

Mr. Vasiliou will be in Corpus Cristi starting on Monday. My client will bring his
devices to Mr. Vasiliou on Monday. Ms. Davis must bring her devices on Tuesday,
May 12, 2026.

The updated Stip is attached with the addresses. The Stip is bilateral and addresses
all concerns raised.

I have been emailing, texting and calling to get this resolved. If I don’t hear from you
tonight, I will file this as an emergency motion Monday AM and ask that my version
be made a Court order.

Thank you.

Roth Klain


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
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Arvear awavaan

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Beth Klein

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2026 4:18 PM

To: 'Jonathan Mitchell' <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal @wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal @tfpc.me>
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order

George can ben in CC on Tuesday, May 12.

He is going to tell me the name of his hotel, and it will be close to where Davis lives.
Both parties will drop off and pick up devices and difference times to avoid problems.

Beth Klein

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@ mitchell.law>

Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 3:37 PM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal @tfpc.me>
Subject: draft stipulation and proposed order
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Bein.

Attached is a draft stipulation and proposed order. Please let me know if you have any
comments or proposed edits.

| have not yet shown this to my client. | want to wait until | have your edits before
asking her to approve.

—Jonathan

On May 4, 2026, at 5:11 AM, Beth Klein <beth @bethklein.com> wrote:

Good morning Jonathan

Can you get me your edits to the protective order and proposed stip
this morning? I must get an order signed asap and she must turn
over her phone and laptops no later than Wednesday.

We will have our esi searches to you later today or tomorrow in a
formal production request. So that we can execute them
immediately to have them for her deposition.

I was advised by Verizon that all meta data dated prior to May 1,
2025 has been destroyed. Ms. Davis' phone and computers are
the only source to obtain her emails, phone messages, texts and
web searches.

This is urgent and I can no longer delay. If she intends to dismiss
her case, please advise.

Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(R192\ rQr_20QA41 (fav)


mailto:beth@bethklein.com
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\\J IL) (L0 L0 0l L iy gy | \Ial\,
jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain
information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in
this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message
in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to let me know that you
received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT


mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Subject: Re: draft stipulation and proposed order
Date: May 11, 2026 at 10:50 AM
To: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com

Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Beth:
I explained in the text that I sent you at 8:03 p.m. MT last night that I am scheduled to talk with

Ms. Davis this afternoon about this. I will let you know the status as soon as our discussion
concludes.

—TJonathan

On May 11, 2026, at 10:17 AM, Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com> wrote:

All
Mr. Vasiliou is in Corpus. He is expecting Davis’s devices tomorrow.

[ must file the motion and ask for an emergency hearing, if I do not have a response.

Beth Klein
303-448-8884
beth@bethklein.com
Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621
<image001.png>

From: Beth Klein

Sent: Sunday, May 10, 2026 3:30 PM

To: 'Jonathan Mitchell' <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Cc: 'Mikal Watts' <mikal@wattsllp.com>; 'Moscowitz, Barry'
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin' <tal @tfpc.me>
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order

Importance: High

Mr. Vasiliou will be in Corpus Cristi starting on Monday. My client will bring his
devices to Mr. Vasiliou on Monday. Ms. Davis must bring her devices on Tuesday,
May 12, 2026.
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1he updated 5tip is attached with the addresses. The Stip is bilateral and addresses
all concerns raised.

I have been emailing, texting and calling to get this resolved. If I don’t hear from
you tonight, I will file this as an emergency motion Monday AM and ask that my
version be made a Court order.

Thank you.

Beth Klein

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621
<image001.png>

From: Beth Klein

Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2026 4:18 PM

To: 'Jonathan Mitchell' <jonathan @mitchell.law>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>
Subject: RE: draft stipulation and proposed order

George can ben in CC on Tuesday, May 12.

He is going to tell me the name of his hotel, and it will be close to where Davis lives.
Both parties will drop off and pick up devices and difference times to avoid
problems.

Beth Klein

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621
<image001.png>

From: Jonathan Mitchell <ionathan@mitchell.law>
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Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 3:37 PM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>

Cc: Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>; Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>
Subject: draft stipulation and proposed order

Beth:

Attached is a draft stipulation and proposed order. Please let me know if you have
any comments or proposed edits.

| have not yet shown this to my client. | want to wait until | have your edits before

asking her to approve.

—Jonathan

On May 4, 2026, at 5:11 AM, Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com> wrote:

Good morning Jonathan

Can you get me your edits to the protective order and proposed
stip this morning? I must get an order signed asap and she must
turn over her phone and laptops no later than Wednesday.

We will have our esi searches to you later today or tomorrow in a
formal production request. So that we can execute them
immediately to have them for her deposition.

I was advised by Verizon that all meta data dated prior to May 1,
2025 has been destroyed. Ms. Davis' phone and computers are
the only source to obtain her emails, phone messages, texts and
web searches.

This is urgent and I can no longer delay. If she intends to dismiss
her case, please advise.

Beth Klein
Mobile response


mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
mailto:beth@bethklein.com
mailto:mikal@wattsllp.com
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Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan @mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain
information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained
in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
message in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to let me
know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law

papers.ssrn.com/sol3/ cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not
the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance on the
contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to
let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: Updated Stip with the Phone purchase and pick up
Date: May 11, 2026 at 3:23PM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law

Beth Klein

303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

Davis v. Cooprider @
Stipulation and...


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 2:25-¢cv-220

Christopher Cooprider; Aid Access
GmbH; Rebecca Gomperts,

Defendants.

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER
The parties agree and stipulate as follows:

1. Christopher Cooprider will produce any and all cell phones, tablets, and personal comput-
ers that he used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou on Tuesday, May
11, 2026 at 4:00 pm at the Hyatt Place, 6773 S Padre Island Dr, Corpus Christi, TX 78412.
Cooprider designates all data recovered from these devices as "Confidential" under the Protective
Order entered in this matter.

2. Liana Davis will produce any and all cell phones, tablets and personal computers that she
used between November 1, 2024, and the present, to George Vasiliou on Monday, May 11, 2026
at 5:00 pm. These devices will be picked up, and a phone will be purchased and provided to Davis
while the extraction occurs. Davis designates all data recovered from these devices as "Confiden-
tial" under the Protective Order entered in this matter.

3. Both parties will provide all passwords and pins, including passwords to any cloud storage
and/or back-up systems such as Google to Mr. Vasiliou when they produce their devices. Both

parties will be available if Mr. Vasiliou needs additional codes to recover any data.
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4. Both parties will permit Mr. Vasiliou all of the time that he requires to prepare the mirror
images.

5. Both parties will retrieve their devices, examine them, and certify that they have received
all of their devices in good working order when the process is complete. Mr. Vasiliou will contact
each party and provide a specific time to retrieve their devices so that the parties will not encounter
each other.

6. Mr. Vasiliou will extract and preserve the data on these devices for future searches and ESI
examinations.

7.  Mr. Vasiliou has signed Exhibit A to the Protective Order.

8. Mr. Vasiliou will make mirror images of the drives of the devices. He will secure and se-
curely hold the data evidence as a custodian for the duration of the case. At the conclusion of the
case, Mr. Vasiliou will destroy all of the data evidence and passwords and will provide a certification
of destruction.

9. Mr. Vasiliou will not examine or search the data evidence until he is provided with either a
stipulation signed by both parties or an order of the Court..

10. Mr. Vasiliou will provide a statement for his time and travel expenses, and these costs will
be shared equally.

11. Mr. Vasiliou purchased a phone for Davis, and Davis is responsible for this cost.

A proposed order is attached to this stipulation.

s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell /s/ Beth Klein
Jonathan F. Mitchell Beth Klein

Attorney-in-Charge Attorney for Defendant
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- AND -
Mikel C. Watts
Attorney-in-Charge
Texas State Bar No. 20981820
Federal Bar ID: #12419
Mikel@wattsllp.com
WATTS LAW FIRM, LLP
811 Barton Springs #725
Austin, Texas 78704
Telephone: (512) 479-0500
Facsimile: (512) 479-0501

AND -

Barry A. Moscowitz
Texas State Bar No. 24004830
Federal Bar ID No. 31054
bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
THOMPSON, COE, COUSINS &
IRONS, LLP
700 North Pearl Street, 25 Floor
Dallas, Texas 75201
Telephone: (214) 871-8200
Facsimile: (214) 871-8209

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on May 11, 2026, a copy of the foregoing pleading was
filed electronically with the Clerk of Court using the CM /ECF system and served on
all counsel.

s/ Beth Klein
Beth Klein

STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER Page 1 of 1
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com
Subject: Motion
Date: May 13, 2026 at 7:14 AM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com,
Jimenez, Victoria vjimenez@thompsoncoe.com

Jonathan

We are filing our Motion for sanctions, to compel, for immediate esi
inspection and limited response time later today. As we have discussed you
will probably oppose.

[ am so sorry that you could not sign off on any draft stip and that Davis's
computers were not preserved. Please tell your client not to alter the
computers or phones -- not that she hasn't been aware of that since May
2025 when you were retained.

I honestly wish we didn't have to do this.

Beth Klein
Mobile response
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: ESI RFP No. 1
Date: May 13, 2026 at 12:54 PM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Cc: Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Jimenez, Victoria
vjimenez@thompsoncoe.com

Attached please find the Defendant’s ESI Requests for Production. I am moving for
immediate production of all DEVICES, immediate access to Ms. Davis’s iCloud, and
orders to conduct the ESI forensic analysis of the I-Phone we were able to copy.

Thank you.

Beth Klein
303-448-8884
beth@bethklein.com
Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

20260512 Device

Production to Davis... ©
139 KB


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT
OF TEXAS
CORPUS CHRISTI DIVISION

Liana Davis, *
Plaintiff, *

v. * Case No. 2:25-cv-220
*
Christopher Cooprider, *
Aid Access GmbH, & *
Rebecca Gomperts, *
*
*

Defendants.
DEFENDANT CHRISTOPHER COOPRIDER’'SFOURTH SET OF

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO PLAINTIFF LIANA DAVIS
PROPOUNDING PARTY: DEFENDANT CHRISTOPHER COOPRIDER
RESPONDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF LIANA DAVIS
YOU ARE HEREBY REQUESTED, pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure, to produce your current I-phone, all phones you have used
between 1/1/2025 and the present and all computers you have used between
1/1/2025 and the present and ICloud remote storage(“DEVICES”) for inspection of
the following the designated electronically stored information The following data
sources on cell phones and laptops shall be collected and collection must be
forensically sound (write-blocked imaging, hash verification). A Motion will be

filed to request immediate inspection of the DEVICES.

Source / Application | Data Types to Collect

Native Message content, timestamps, read Requires
SMS/iMessage (i0OS)  receipts, deleted messages (via Cellebrite/ GrayKey or
forensic tool) equivalent; iCloud

backup may preserve
deleted msgs
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Source / Application

Android SMS/RCS

WhatsApp

Snapchat

Instagram DMs

Facebook Messenger

Signal

Email (all accounts)

Browser History /
Search

Notes / Reminders
Apps

Calendar /
Scheduling Apps

Health / Fitness
Apps

Photos / Videos

Document 70-18

Message content, timestamps,
delivery status, deleted messages

Messages, attachments, call logs,
group chats, deleted messages

Snaps, messages, My Eyes Only (if
accessible)

Direct messages, shared media

Messages, calls, media

Messages (if unencrypted backup
exists), call logs

Sent/received/deleted,
attachments

Search queries, visited URLs,
autofill data

Apple Notes, Google Keep,
Samsung Notes, etc.

Appointments, event details,
reminders

Apple Health, Fitbit, cycle tracking
apps

Images, videos, screenshots,
metadata (GPS, timestamp)

Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 2 of 10

Varies by carrier;
forensic extraction
recommended

Both device and cloud
backup (Google
Drive/iCloud) to be
collected

Ephemeral; forensic
extraction only;
subpoena Snap Inc. for
server-side data

Subpoena Meta; also
check device cache

Subpoena Meta; device
and cloud

End-to-end encrypted;
server-side subpoena
unlikely to yield content

Gmail, Outlook, Apple
Mail; include all
accounts on device

Incognito/ private mode
may limit; forensic tool
may recover

Check for drafts, deleted
notes

Cross-reference with
pharmacy visits, doctor
appointments

May document physical
symptoms, menstrual
tracking

EXIF data critical; cloud
photo libraries
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Source / Application | Data Types to Collect

Voicemails / Call All incoming/outgoing/missed Include carrier CDRs via
Logs calls subpoena
Cloud Storage iCloud Drive, Google Drive, May contain backup of
Dropbox, OneDrive deleted messages and
tiles
Laptop - All of Browser history, email clients, Mirror forensic image
above iMessage (Mac), downloaded files, required; hash
trash verification

COLLECTION AND FORENSIC METHODOLOGY

A. Forensic Imaging Requirements

1.

All cell phones and laptops shall be imaged using forensically sound methods
that prevent alteration of the original evidence.

Acceptable tools include: Cellebrite UFED, Magnet AXIOM, GrayKey (for locked
iOS), Oxygen Forensic Detective, FTK, EnCase, or court-approved equivalent.

A full physical extraction (not logical only) shall be performed where technically
feasible to recover deleted data.

MD?5 and SHA-256 hash values shall be documented for all forensic images and
produced with collections.

Chain of custody documentation shall accompany all devices from seizure
through production.

B. Mobile Device - Specific Collection Steps

1.

Document device make, model, OS version, serial number, IME], and phone
number before imaging.

Disable cloud sync and enable airplane mode prior to imaging to prevent remote
wipe.

Collect from: internal storage, SIM card, SD card (if present), and linked cloud
accounts.

Attempt recovery of deleted messages, deleted call logs, and deleted application
data.

Collect app-specific containers for all messaging, email, browser, and health
applications identified in Section IV.
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C. Laptop / Computer - Specific Collection Steps

1. Full forensic image of hard drive (and SSD) using write blocker.

2. Collect browser history, downloads folder, trash/recycle bin (including deleted
items), email client data files (.pst, .ost, .mbox), and cloud sync folders.

3. Recover deleted files using forensic tool file carving capabilities.

4. Document all user accounts on the device.
5. For Mac: collect iMessage database (~/Library/Messages/chat.db), Notes, and

iCloud-synced data.

PRODUCTION SPECIFICATIONS

Production format - text
messages

Production format -
emails

Production format -
documents

Metadata fields required

De-duplication

Load file

Bates numbering

EXCLUSIONS

Native format (e.g., .db, .plist) AND human-readable
PDF/HTML export with metadata intact

Native .eml or .msg with full headers; PDF with
metadata for review

Native format (Word, PDF, Excel); no conversion that
strips metadata

Custodian, file name, file path, date created, date
modified, date last accessed, file size, MD5/SHA-1 hash,
author, application

Global de-duplication permitted; produce de-duplication
log identifying all family members

Concordance/DAT load file with image cross-reference
(.opt) for document review platform

Sequential; prefix DAVIS INSPECTION #

1. All COMMUNICATIONS between Liana Davis and Jonathan

Mitchell, her attorney in this matter are excluded from production, as long as they

have not been provided to third parties and the privilege waived. 703-314-9276

and email jonathan@mitchell.law domain www.mitchell.law
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2. All COMMUNICATIONS between Liana Davis and S. Dylan Pearcy,
her family law attorney are excluded from production, as long as they have not
been provided to third parties and the privilege waived. Domain
www.dylanpearcylaw.com

3. All COMMUNICATIONS between Liana Davis and Talcott Franklin
tal@tfpc.me domain wwwtfpc.me are excluded from production as long as they
have not been provided to third parties and the privilege waived.

DEFINITIONS
The definitions below are incorporated into EACH request for production (the

“Requests”).

1. “YOU” AND “YOUR” means Plaintiff LIANA DAVIS Cell phone
number 412-295-7136 & Email Liana webster@att.net and two hidden emails on
ICloud.

2. “COMMUNICATION(S)” the terms “communication” and
“communicate” refer to any method used to transmit or exchange information,
concepts, or ideas (whether verbal or nonverbal) including oral, written, typed,
or electronic transmittal of any type of information or data, by the use of words,
silence, numbers, symbols, images, or depictions, from one person or entity to
another person or entity.

3. “DOCUMENT(S)” the terms “document” and “documents” refer to
any electronically stored information —including writings, drawings, graphs,
charts, photographs, sound recordings, images, and other data or data
compilations —stored in any medium from which information can be obtained
not transmitted from one person or entity to another person or entity.

Request No.1 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS and
DOCUMENTS in native format between YOU and any other person or entity from
January 1, 2025 to the present, excluding your attorneys, using the following words.
Boolean connectors (OR, AND) and proximity operators (w/5, w/10) should be used as
indicated. All searches should be case-insensitive.



mailto:tal@tfpc.me
mailto:Liana_webster@att.net
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Search Terms / Keywords

Abortion- misoprostol OR mifepristone OR miso OR "abortion pill" OR
inducing "Plan B" OR "morning after" OR RU-486 OR methotrexate OR
medication cytotec OR "terminate pregnancy" OR "end pregnancy" OR

"medication abortion" OR pills OR pill OR “internet pills”

Ingestion Poisoned OR “put in my drink” OR bitter OR diarrhea OR
spoons OR “anything in my drink” OR swallow OR swallowing
Or Weird OR drink OR “internet pills” OR “empty pill bottle”
OR “poison control” OR crushed OR put alcohol” OR rinsed OR
spiked OR “funny taste” OR “bitter taste” Or stirring OR
“closing a container” OR stir OR stirred OR “next to my purse”
OR “dog out” OR “go to the ER” OR “unknown amount of” OR
“intentionally delaying” OR “spoon stirring” OR “mixed into my
drink”

Pregnancy / pregnant OR pregnancy OR "test" OR "positive" OR "negative"

Complications OR "missed period" OR "OB" OR "OBGYN" OR "prenatal" OR
ultrasound OR miscarriage OR "bleeding" OR “February 2, 2025”
OR “ovulation strips” OR ultrasound OR hCG OR weeks OR
puke OR puking OR bump OR geriatric OR weeks OR baby OR
OB/GYN OR Gyno OR obstetrician OR “obstetrician’s office” OR
“home test”

Cover-up "don't tell" OR "keep quiet" OR "can't know" OR "nobody knows"
OR “haven’t told” OR "just between us" OR secret OR hide OR
cover OR "get rid" OR "take care of it" OR blackmail Or delete OR
deleting OR destroy OR lied OR lied OR lying OR record OR
recorded OR recordings OR wipe OR discovery OR “do not use
his name in texts” OR “March 24, 2025”

Physical / sick OR cramping OR cramp OR bleeding OR pain OR "didn't
emotional feel well" OR "felt off" OR scared OR hospital OR ER OR "urgent
reactions care" OR "called the doctor" OR clampy OR chlamydia OR gush

OR gushing OR terminate OR fever OR temperature OR temp
OR discharge OR “bail on me” OR disrespectful

Health Progesterone OR temperature OR temp OR burning OR

Conditions “burning up” OR geriatric OR STI OR chlamydia OR antibiotic
OR insert OR “red bull” OR pre-workout OR migraine OR “not
eating” OR “being sick could have hurt it?” OR pain OR
inflammation OR “chronic pain” OR “pain level” OR alcohol OR
“grown-up drink” OR booze OR buzzed OR drunk OR “if it’s
alive” OR “online patient portal”
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Search Terms / Keywords

Wrongful
Prosecution

Pregnancy
Termination

People

Comments
concerning this
lawsuit with
third parties

USM]J OR police OR Mancuso OR DA OR “District Attorney” OR
prosecute OR “Marines Family Advocacy Program” or FAP or
“Police Chief” or “Pregnancy Center of Coastal Bend” or NCIS
OR scrubbing OR “legal hold” OR criminal charges” OR
sanctions OR murderer OR murder OR “violent crime” OR nail
OR rip OR military benefits” OR CCPD OR “post on Facebook”
OR “felony charges” OR UCM]J OR Crime OR 2504060017 OR
“Crime Victim’s Compensation Fund” OR CVC OR “Bertha
Aguas” OR “slap him” OR “shut him up” OR “take his
medicine” OR “destroy”

Miscarriage OR gush OR gushing OR “gushing blood” OR
cramp OR cramping OR emergency OR killed OR Poison OR
pain OR murder OR “soaking OR “soaking pads” OR clots OR
“passing clots”” OR death OR blood OR bleeding OR abandon
OR abandoned OR abandoning OR drugged OR “poor baby” OR
“hot chocolate” OR “barely eating” OR “high impact” OR expel
OR expelling OR faked OR “lost a whole pint” OR “bleeding
out” OR alcohol OR “pile of blood” OR “sitting here in a pile”
OR “heart rate” OR “history of hemorrhaging” OR “likely-
deceased embryo”OR “code red” OR OR “fucking code red”
dizzy OR tampons OR PTSD OR “cause of death” OR “unhealthy
pregnancy” OR “not taking prescribed medication” OR “no way
to say” OR spotting OR “stomach cramps”

“Jana Pinson” OR Coop OR Chris OR Christopher OR Cooprider
OR obstetrician OR melissa OR madrigal OR “Ami Amoroso”
OR Voldemort OR “he who must not be named” OR trophy OR
“The Shittiest Human” OR “failure of a man” OR “orange
pubes” OR “ginger pubes”OR “baby killer” OR asshole OR
“stupid fucking asshole”

Lawsuit OR Answer OR “suing me” OR “I may lose” OR
discovery OR “want my phone” OR “want my computer” OR
“won’t produce my computer without a court order” OR bogus
OR “how will I pay”

Request No. 2 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS in native
format between YOU and YVONNE YAKOPOVICH Cell phone number 724-858-7419
from 4/1/2025 to the present.

Request No. 3 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS in
native format between YOU and AMI AMOROSO from 1/1/2025 to the present.
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Request No. 4 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS in
native format between YOU and ANNA ZIARO from 1/1/2025 to the present.

Request No. 5 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS in
native format between YOU and JANA PINSON from 1/1/2025 to the present.

Request No. 6 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS and
in native format between YOU and THE PREGNANCY CENTER OF COASTAL
BEND from 1/1/2025 to the present.

Request No. 7 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS
between YOU and MARK LEE DICKSON from 1/1/2025 to the present.

Request No. 8 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS
between YOU and KRISTY LOESEL (814) 823-4615 from 1/1/2025 to the present.

Request No. 9 Produce all DEVICES for extraction of all COMMUNICATIONS
between YOU and ROMY SATERY FROM 1/1/2025 to the present.

Request No. 10 Produce all DEVICES for retrieval and extraction of all
COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and any person between 5:00 am on 4/4/2025
and midnight 4/7/2025.

Request No. 11 Produce all DEVICES for retrieval and extraction of all internet
searches related to pregnancy, abortion, Texas abortion law, prosecution, poisoning,
toxicology, abortion medication, Chris Cooprider (including his job, his hours, his
status with the Marines, his property, his rentals, his activities, and his location),
“taste of misoprostol,” “misoprostol dissolve,” “alcohol cover the flavor,” “dose
Xanax”

Request No. 12 Produce all DEVICES for retrieval and extraction of your location
data for 4/1/2025 to 4/7/2025.

Request No. 13 Produce all DEVICES for retrieval and extraction of audio
recordings of YOU having sex with Defendant.

Request No. 14 Produce all DEVICES YOU used to record Defendant on April 5 and
April 6, 2025 for extraction of all audio and video recordings you made on April 5
and April 6, 2025.

Request No. 15 Produce all DEVICES for an analysis of data deletion, data loss, and
data movement since 1/1/2025.

Request No. 16 Produce all DEVICES for an analysis of all menstruation, fertility
and/or sexual activity tracking apps for the dates 1/1/2025 to 4/1/2025.
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Request No. 17 Produce all DEVICES for an analysis of a work out tracking apps for
the dates 1/1/2025 to 4/5/2025.

Request No. 18 Produce all DEVICES for retrieval and extraction of all voice
memos, notes, calendar events, and reminders created between 1/1/2025 and
5/1/2025.

May 13, 2026 Respectfully submitted,
BETH KLEIN, P.C.

By: /s/ Beth Klein

Beth Klein

Colorado Bar No. 17477
S.D. Tex. I.D. No. 3934133
beth@bethklein.com

350 Market Street, Suite 310
Basalt, Colorado 81621
Telephone: (303) 448-8884

Mikal C. Watts

WATTS LAW FIRM LLP

Texas State Bar No. 20981820

Federal Bar ID # 12419

mikal@wattsllp.com

811 Barton Springs #725

Austin, Texas 78704

Telephone: (512) 479-0500

Facsimile: (512) 479-0501

ATTORNEY-IN-CHARGE FOR CHRISTOPHER COOPRIDER

Barry A. Moscowitz

THOMPSON, COE, COUSINS & IRONS, LLP
Texas State Bar No. 24004830

Federal Bar ID No. 31054
bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com

700 North Pearl Street, 25th Floor

Dallas, Texas 75201

Telephone: (214) 871-8200

Facsimile: (214) 871-8209



mailto:beth@bethklein.com
mailto:bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on May 13, 2026, a copy of the foregoing discovery request was
sent via email to all counsel of record.
/s/ Beth Klein
Beth Klein
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: Status Report DAVIS v. COOPRIDER
Date: April 28, 2026 at 12:55PM
To: Arlene Clancy arlene_rodriguezclancy @txs.uscourts.gov
Cc: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law, Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com,
Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com

Here is a bare bones report on the status of the ESI in Davis v. Cooprider.

1. The parties have agreed to George Vasiliou as a joint expert to extract the data
from both parties’ telephones. Mr. Vasiliou will secure the data and securely
hold it until further ESI orders/direction are received.

2. The extraction is scheduled for May 1, 2026, and Mr. Vasiliou will have both
parties bring their phones to him. (Location TBD)

3. The serial number, make and model number of Ms. Davis’s telephones has
been requested and is pending.

4. A proposed joint protective order has been circulated, and comments from
Plaintiff are pending.

Beth Klein
303-448-8884
beth@bethklein.com
Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law &
Subject: forensic examination report
Date: May 28, 2026 at 2:50 PM
To: George Vasiliou george.digitalfs@gmail.com

George:
Thank you for all of your work on my client’s devices.

I have a question about the attached forensic examination report. It appears that you prepared
and sent this report to Ms. Klein, and it contains several verbatim excerpts from my client’s
“Notes” app that you extracted from her iPhone. Ms. Klein introduced this document as an
exhibit at my client’s deposition earlier today.

My understanding was that you would not be producing any of the data from my client’s
devices absent a court order or stipulation of the parties, and that you would secure the data
and serve as custodian of the data until a court order or stipulation authorized disclosure of the
data.

Perhaps I misunderstood the arrangement, but could you please explain why you disclosed
these notes to Ms. Klein? Is it your understanding that I am also authorized to obtain some or
all of the data that you extracted from Mr. Cooprider’s devices? Both my client and I thought
that counsel would be unable to access the contents of any of these devices absent a stipulation
or order of the court. It is also not clear to me why those particular notes were shared with Ms.
Klein and not others.

Thank you considering this, and my apologies if there was a misunderstanding on my part
about how the data would be shared with opposing counsel post-extraction.

—TJonathan

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not
the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance on the
contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to
let me know that you received it. Thank you.
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

Exhibit Davis (40)
.docx
1.2 MB
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Subject: Re: forensic examination report
Date: May 29, 2026 at 7:58 PM
To: George Vasiliou george.digitalfs@gmail.com

Hi George:

I'm following up on the e-mail below. Please answer because I have to make sure that the
sensitive and privileged data on my client’s iPhone are protected. I have a responsibility to
my client to ensure this.

Also, could you please forward to me all reports, searches, analyses, or other documents
regarding the data on my client’s phone that you have provided to Ms. Klein or other
members of Mr. Cooprider’s legal team?

Thank you for considering this. I hope you are enjoying your time in Portugal.

—TJonathan

On May 28, 2026, at 2:50PM, Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law> wrote:

George:
Thank you for all of your work on my client’s devices.

I have a question about the attached forensic examination report. It appears that you
prepared and sent this report to Ms. Klein, and it contains several verbatim excerpts from
my client’s “Notes” app that you extracted from her iPhone. Ms. Klein introduced this
document as an exhibit at my client’s deposition earlier today.

My understanding was that you would not be producing any of the data from my client’s
devices absent a court order or stipulation of the parties, and that you would secure the
data and serve as custodian of the data until a court order or stipulation authorized
disclosure of the data.

Perhaps I misunderstood the arrangement, but could you please explain why you disclosed
these notes to Ms. Klein? Is it your understanding that I am also authorized to obtain some
or all of the data that you extracted from Mr. Cooprider’s devices? Both my client and I
thought that counsel would be unable to access the contents of any of these devices absent
a stipulation or order of the court. It is also not clear to me why those particular notes were
shared with Ms. Klein and not others.

Thank you considering this, and my apologies if there was a misunderstanding on my part
about how the data would be shared with opposing counsel post-extraction.

—Jonathan
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Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are
not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance
on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call
(512) 686-3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

<Exhibit Davis (40).docx>

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are
not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance
on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call

(512) 686-3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law &
Subject: Ms. Davis's iPhone

Date: May 30, 2026 at 3:22PM
To: George Vasiliou george.digitalfs@gmail.com
Cc: Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me
Bcc: John C. Sullivan john.sullivan@the-sl-lawfirm.com, Cliff Riley cliff.riley @slfirm.com

George:

You have not responded to the either of the e-mails that I sent to you on May 28, 2026, and May
29, 2026. I know that you have read at least the e-mail of May 28 because you forwarded it to
Ms. Klein, and Ms. Klein informed me of that in the e-mail that she sent to me this morning.

I strongly recommend that you respond to these e-mails. As you can see from my e-mail to Ms.
Klein from earlier today, I believe that you and Ms. Klein violated Judge Morales’s order of
May 14, 2026, by accessing and sharing the contents of my client’s iPhone. We will be seeking
relief from the Court to stop you from conducting searches of Ms. Davis’s devices and
providing data from her devices to Ms. Klein or anyone else.

I will be including our correspondence as an exhibit to this soon-to-be-filed motion. It will not
look good if you are ignoring my e-mails and leaving Ms. Davis and me in the dark about the
extent to which you have shared the contents of my client’s iPhone with the opposing lawyers.
Please respond to the e-mails by 8:00 p.m. Portugal time on Sunday, May 31, 2026. We will be

filing our motion with the Court shortly thereafter.

—Jonathan

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not
the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance on the
contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to
let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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66 - Opposed @
EMERGENCY MOTIO...

67 - ORDER granting

[66] Motion for ...
65 KB
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: Fw: Ms. Davis's iPhone
Date: May 31, 2026 at 5:35 AM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com,
Joshua Tolin joshua@veritasmilitarylaw.com

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law>
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2026 11:22:49 PM

To: George Vasiliou <george.digitalfs@gmail.com>
Cc: Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>

Subject: Ms. Davis's iPhone

George:

You have not responded to the either of the e-mails that I sent to you on May 28, 2026, and May
29, 2026. I know that you have read at least the e-mail of May 28 because you forwarded it to
Ms. Klein, and Ms. Klein informed me of that in the e-mail that she sent to me this morning.

I strongly recommend that you respond to these e-mails. As you can see from my e-mail to Ms.
Klein from earlier today, I believe that you and Ms. Klein violated Judge Morales’s order of
May 14, 2026, by accessing and sharing the contents of my client’s iPhone. We will be seeking
relief from the Court to stop you from conducting searches of Ms. Davis’s devices and
providing data from her devices to Ms. Klein or anyone else.

I will be including our correspondence as an exhibit to this soon-to-be-filed motion. It will not
look good if you are ignoring my e-mails and leaving Ms. Davis and me in the dark about the
extent to which you have shared the contents of my client’s iPhone with the opposing lawyers.
Please respond to the e-mails by 8:00 p.m. Portugal time on Sunday, May 31, 2026. We will be

filing our motion with the Court shortly thereafter.

—TJonathan

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not
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the mtended recipient, any disclosure, cCopying, distribution, or action taken in reliance on the
contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to
let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

66 - Opposed &
EMERGENCY MOTIO...

67 - ORDER granting

[66] Motion for ... (]
65 KB
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Subject: meet and confer re: Exhibit 40 from Liana Davis's deposition
Date: May 28, 2026 at 3:25 PM
To: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com
Cc: Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me
Bcc: John C. Sullivan john.sullivan@the-sl-lawfirm.com, Cliff Riley Cliff.Riley@slfirm.com

Counsel:

The Court’s order of May 14, 2026 (ECF No. 67) prohibits Mr. Vasiliou from providing or
allowing you to access data extracted from Ms. Davis’s devices absent a court order or
stipulation of the parties.

It says that the provision of these devices “shall be . . . subject to the process described in the
proposed stipulation provided by Defendant Cooprider, (D.E. 66-1).”

That proposed stipulation, which is incorporated into the Court’s order of May 14, 2026,
says: "Mr. Vasiliou . . . will secure and securely hold the data evidence as a custodian for the
duration of the case.”

It also says: “Mr. Vasiliou will not examine or search the data evidence until he is provided
with either a stipulation signed by both parties or an order of the Court.”

No reasonable lawyer could believe that this order allows them to request or obtain a
“forensic examination report” from Mr. Vasiliou that includes verbatim copies of the entries
on Ms. Davis’s “notes” app.

The document that you presented as Exhibit 40 at Ms. Davis’s deposition earlier today was
obtained in violation of the Court’s order of May 14, 2026, and we will take immediate steps
to remedy this situation.

We are making the following requests:

(1) Please immediately agree to treat any data or materials that you have obtained from Ms.
Davis’s iPhone or other devices, as well as any data or materials from Ms. Davis’s devices
that Mr. Vasiliou has shared with you, as “Highly Confidential—Attorneys” Eyes Only” until
the Court resolves whether you lawfully obtained the notes that appear in Exhibit 40. Please
also agree not to file any of these data or materials with the Court unless the filing is under
seal.

If you are unwilling to agree to this temporary measure, please let us know immediately.

(2) Please let us know whether you have already shared any parts of the notes in Exhibit 40,
or any other data or materials on Ms. Davis’s iPhone or devices, with any person other than
the attorneys in this case.

(3) Please tell us the extent to which you have access to the content in Ms. Davis’s “notes”
app. Some of Ms. Davis’s notes contain privileged information. Has Mr. Vasiliou sent you all
of Ms. Davis’s notes or just some of them? If not all of them, then why Mr. Vasilou did send
you only some of the notes and how were those notes chosen?

(4) Please explain to us, as part of the meet-and-confer process, how you obtained the
content in Exhibit 40 and how Mr. Vasiliou could have prepared or sent you that document
without violatine the Court’s order of Mav 14. 2026. If vou think that we are misinteroreting
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the Court’s order of Méy’14, 2026, plieaser tell us and exi)iéin how you could have lawlfuily 7
obtained this information.

We intend to file a Rule 37 motion and ask the Court to prohibit you from using or relying in
any way on the content that appears in Exhibit 40 or any other content that you obtained
from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices absent a court order or stipulation the parties. We

may seek additional remedies if needed. This e-mail is our attempt to satisfy our meet-and-
confer obligations under Rule 37.

Thank you for considering this.

—TJonathan

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are
not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance
on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call
(512) 686-3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com
Subject: Liana Davis
Date: May 29, 2026 at 2:07 AM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com

I'm traveling today and have reached out to all counsel to discuss your
concerns. We will be formulating our response as we are able to confer on
our side.

Please specifically identity what you believe is privileged in exhibit 40.m that
was disclosed and proved. As a marked exhibit prior to the depo.

The "breathe" and "you don't deserve this" notes predate your retention. The
exhibits were distributed to you counsel the reporter and videographer
through the link. If you provided the link to others, you should reach out to
them.

[ am writing this on my phone in a van and i apologize for any typos and

brevity. But I wanted you to know our status.

Beth Klein
Mobile response



Case 2:25-cv-00220 Document 70-26  Filed 06/02/26 in TXSD Page 1 of 3

From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Subject: Re: Liana Davis

Date: May 29, 2026 at 3:19 AM
To: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
Cc: Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Bcc: John C. Sullivan john.sullivan@the-sl-lawfirm.com, Cliff Riley cliff.riley @slfirm.com

Beth:
I did not say that the material in Exhibit 40 is privileged.

The problem with Exhibit 40 is that it shows that you obtained access to the “notes” on Ms.
Davis’s iPhone in violation of the Court’s order of May 14, 2026, which incorporates the
proposed stipulation in ECF No. 66-1.

We did not produce those notes in discovery and you never served a discovery request for
them. Nor did you request those notes from any third party in any of the subpoenas that you
noticed in this case. Exhibit 40 shows that you obtained them from Mr. Vasiliou.

Please immediately tell us whether you will agree to temporarily treat any data or materials
that you have obtained from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices, as well as any data or
materials from Ms. Davis’s devices that Mr. Vasiliou has shared with you, as “Highly
Confidential—Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court resolves whether you lawfully obtained
these data and materials.

We have not shared or provided the link with others and will not do so until the Court
resolves this. Please let us know if you will agree to do the same.

—TJonathan

On May 29, 2026, at 4:07 AM, Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com> wrote:

I'm traveling today and have reached out to all counsel to discuss your
concerns. We will be formulating our response as we are able to confer
on our side.

Please specifically identity what you believe is privileged in exhibit 40.m
that was disclosed and proved. As a marked exhibit prior to the depo.

The "breathe" and "you don't deserve this" notes predate your retention.
The exhibits were distributed to you counsel the reporter and
videographer through the link. If you provided the link to others, you
should reach out to them.

[ am writing this on my phone in a van and i apologize for any typos and
brevity. But I wanted you to know our status.
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Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are
not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance
on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call
(512) 686-3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com &
Subject: RE: Liana Davis
Date: May 29, 2026 at 6:54 AM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
Cc: Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Jonathan,

I am between planes in Houston, and I wanted to give you some
additional information. If you would please read Defendant’s motion it
requests in paragraph 8:

Plaintiff requests that DAVIS be ordered to immediately produce all
DEVICES and

access to her iCloud as defined in the ESI requests. Plaintiff further
requests that the

forensic expert be immediately permitted to conduct the ESI searches
on the limited data

extracted from DAVIS’s iPhone and analyze the movement of chunks
of data.

The ESI was attached to the Motion. The Court granted the motion and
ordered that the forensic expert could immediately conduct the ESI search
on the limited data extracted from DAVIS”S IPhone and analyze the
movement of chunks of data. The Court says that the purpose of
allowing this is to deal with spoliation and merits discovery. And the
judge was right to order an immediate investigation into spoliation; in
this case it is grave. The expert was ordered to immediately begin his
work.

I requested as a priority an analysis whether ANY communications
existed on the IPhone between the individuals listed in the ESI request
served on you on May 13, 2026.

I understand that the expert conducted a search with background
investigation reports that I provided on the witnesses with their known
phone numbers and found that the communications were scrubbed. And
with respect to Ami Amoroso, her contact was reduced to the letter A.
Your client, with your helpful interjections, testified yesterday that when
she began preparing her responses to RFP 2 and 3 she saw
communications on her phone from the listed individuals. She
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determined that they were not relevant on her own. And they are gone.
Ms. Davis confirmed that communications existed, and now there are
nowhere. I asked her whether they were; she had no answer. Previously
she has sworn that these communications were deleted before the
litigation, but she saw them when she was answering discovery.

I was provided two notes where Ms. Davis tracks her menstrual cycle. If
you look at the discovery, you will note that she lied in her responses. 1
will disclose the screen shots of the notes. Your client has again been
caught in falsifying discovery.

You have Exhibit 40 which does not contain any privileged information,
but it is damning because it contains the admissions of Liana Davis to
poison her husband and to frame my client. This entire case is a
fabrication.

Now, we need to discuss Ms. Davis’s outrageous and intentional failure
to comply with the Order at issue. I told you she had two phones and we
needed both; especially the ones used on the night of April 5. She hid her
phone that she used to record that evening from us and she testified that
she has moved data from that phone “in her drawer or closet.” This
phone contained critical time stamped files of the recordings that she
manipulated - started and stopped manually- on April 5, 2025. She has
never produced that phone despite the Court’s order.

I didn’t review any notes with attorney client information. I used May
2025 as a very conservative time frame to make sure that I didn’t review
anything. I told the expert that any such thing had to be sequestered.

I hope this is helpful to your understanding. We are evaluating the
sanctions under Rule 11 (with a safe harbor 21 day period) and sanctions
for discovery abuses.

Thanks
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Beth Klein

Phone 303-448-8884
beth@bethklein.com
Fax 720-307-2816
Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH KLEIN

From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Sent: Friday, May 29, 2026 4:19 AM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>; Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz, Barry
<bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>

Cc: Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>

Subject: Re: Liana Davis

Beth:
| did not say that the material in Exhibit 40 is privileged.

The problem with Exhibit 40 is that it shows that you obtained access to the “notes” on
Ms. Davis’s iPhone in violation of the Court’s order of May 14, 2026, which
incorporates the proposed stipulation in ECF No. 66-1.

We did not produce those notes in discovery and you never served a discovery
request for them. Nor did you request those notes from any third party in any of the
subpoenas that you noticed in this case. Exhibit 40 shows that you obtained them
from Mr. Vasiliou.

Please immediately tell us whether you will agree to temporarily treat any data or
materials that you have obtained from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices, as well as
any data or materials from Ms. Davis’s devices that Mr. Vasiliou has shared with you,
as “Highly Confidential—Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court resolves whether you
lawfully obtained these data and materials.

We have not shared or provided the link with others and will not do so until the Court
resolves this. Please let us know if you will agree to do the same.

— lAanathan


mailto:beth@bethklein.com
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
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On May 29, 2026, at 4:07 AM, Beth Klein <beth @bethklein.com> wrote:

I'm traveling today and have reached out to all counsel to discuss
your concerns. We will be formulating our response as we are able
to confer on our side.

Please specifically identity what you believe is privileged in exhibit
40.m that was disclosed and proved. As a marked exhibit prior to
the depo.

The "breathe" and "you don't deserve this" notes predate your
retention. The exhibits were distributed to you counsel the reporter
and videographer through the link. If you provided the link to
others, you should reach out to them.

I am writing this on my phone in a van and i apologize for any
typos and brevity. But I wanted you to know our status.

Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan @ mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain
information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in


mailto:beth@bethklein.com
mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
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TNIS electroniC mall message IS STICTy pronipited. IT you have receivead tnis message

in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-3940 to let me know that you
received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law &
Subject: Re: Liana Davis

Date: May 29, 2026 at 7:58 AM
To: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com
Cc: Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Bcc: John C. Sullivan john.sullivan@the-sl-lawfirm.com, Cliff Riley cliff.riley @slfirm.com

Beth:

Thank you for explaining your position. I think this enough to satisfy our meet-and-confer
obligations under the rules. If you disagree and think we need to continue conferring, please
let me know. But I am satisfied that I understand your position and why you acted as you
did.

You are misrepresenting my client’s deposition testimony, but the transcript will speak for
itself.

I am asking you for the third time whether you will agree to treat the data that you obtained
from my client’s phone as “Highly Confidential—Attorneys” Eyes Only” until the Court
resolves our dispute. Please answer this question with a “yes” or a “no” so I can know
whether I need to seek emergency relief from the Court.

Also, please send me a copy of the “request” that you sent to Mr. Vasiliou, as well as any
other requests that you have sent to him for data from my client’s iPhone. Please also send us
any other “analysis” that Mr. Vasiliou has provided to you regarding my client’s iPhone or
other devices.

Finally, please promise that you will cc: me (and Tal) on all of your future correspondence
with Mr. Vasiliou about this case.

—TJonathan

On May 29, 2026, at 8:53 AM, Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com> wrote:

Jonathan,

I am between planes in Houston, and I wanted to give you some
additional information. If you would please read Defendant’s motion
it requests in paragraph 8:

Plaintiff requests that DAVIS be ordered to immediately produce all
DEVICES and

access to her iCloud as defined in the ESI requests. Plaintiff further
requests that the

forensic expert be immediately permitted to conduct the ESI
searches on the limited data
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extracted from DAVIS’s iPhone and analyze the movement of
chunks of data.

The ESI was attached to the Motion. The Court granted the motion
and ordered that the forensic expert could immediately conduct the
ESI search on the limited data extracted from DAVIS”S IPhone and
analyze the movement of chunks of data. The Court says that the
purpose of allowing this is to deal with spoliation and merits
discovery. And the judge was right to order an immediate
investigation into spoliation; in this case it is grave. The expert was
ordered to immediately begin his work.

I requested as a priority an analysis whether ANY communications
existed on the IPhone between the individuals listed in the ESI request
served on you on May 13, 2026.

[ understand that the expert conducted a search with background
investigation reports that I provided on the witnesses with their
known phone numbers and found that the communications were
scrubbed. And with respect to Ami Amoroso, her contact was
reduced to the letter A. Your client, with your helpful interjections,
testified yesterday that when she began preparing her responses to
RFP 2 and 3 she saw communications on her phone from the listed
individuals. She determined that they were not relevant on her own.
And they are gone. Ms. Davis confirmed that communications
existed, and now there are nowhere. I asked her whether they were;
she had no answer. Previously she has sworn that these
communications were deleted before the litigation, but she saw them
when she was answering discovery.

I was provided two notes where Ms. Davis tracks her menstrual cycle.
If you look at the discovery, you will note that she lied in her
responses. [ will disclose the screen shots of the notes. Your client
has again been caught in falsifying discovery.

You have Exhibit 40 which does not contain any privileged
information, but it is damning because it contains the admissions of
Liana Davis to poison her husband and to frame my client. This entire
case is a fabrication.
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Now, we need to discuss Ms. Davis’s outrageous and intentional
failure to comply with the Order at issue. I told you she had two
phones and we needed both; especially the ones used on the night of
April 5. She hid her phone that she used to record that evening from
us and she testified that she has moved data from that phone “in her
drawer or closet.” This phone contained critical time stamped files of
the recordings that she manipulated - started and stopped manually-
on April 5, 2025. She has never produced that phone despite the
Court’s order.

I didn’t review any notes with attorney client information. I used May
2025 as a very conservative time frame to make sure that I didn’t
review anything. I told the expert that any such thing had to be
sequestered.

I hope this is helpful to your understanding. We are evaluating the
sanctions under Rule 11 (with a safe harbor 21 day period) and
sanctions for discovery abuses.

Thanks

Beth Klein

Phone 303-448-8884

beth@bethklein.com

Fax 720-307-2816

Documentary Website

350 Market Street, Suite 310 Basalt CO 81621

BETH () KLEIN



mailto:beth@bethklein.com
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EC779h_IPUA
http://www.bethklein.com/
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From: Jonathan Mitchell <jonathan@mitchell.law>

Sent: Friday, May 29, 2026 4:19 AM

To: Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>; Mikal Watts <mikal@wattsllp.com>; Moscowitz,
Barry <bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com>

Cc: Talcott Franklin <tal@tfpc.me>

Subject: Re: Liana Davis

Beth:
| did not say that the material in Exhibit 40 is privileged.

The problem with Exhibit 40 is that it shows that you obtained access to the
“notes” on Ms. Davis’s iPhone in violation of the Court’s order of May 14, 2026,
which incorporates the proposed stipulation in ECF No. 66-1.

We did not produce those notes in discovery and you never served a discovery
request for them. Nor did you request those notes from any third party in any of
the subpoenas that you noticed in this case. Exhibit 40 shows that you obtained
them from Mr. Vasiliou.

Please immediately tell us whether you will agree to temporarily treat any data or
materials that you have obtained from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices, as
well as any data or materials from Ms. Davis’s devices that Mr. Vasiliou has
shared with you, as “Highly Confidential —Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court
resolves whether you lawfully obtained these data and materials.

We have not shared or provided the link with others and will not do so until the
Court resolves this. Please let us know if you will agree to do the same.

—Jonathan

On May 29, 2026, at 4:07 AM, Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com>
wrote:

I'm traveling today and have reached out to all counsel to
discuss your concerns. We will be formulating our response as
we are able to confer on our side.

Please specifically identity what you believe is privileged in
exhibit 40.m that was disclosed and proved. As a marked
exhibit prior to the depo.


mailto:beth@bethklein.com
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The "breathe" and "you don't deserve this" notes predate your
retention. The exhibits were distributed to you counsel the
reporter and videographer through the link. If you provided
the link to others, you should reach out to them.

I am writing this on my phone in a van and i apologize for any
typos and brevity. But I wanted you to know our status.

Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain
information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt
from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information
contained in this electronic mail message is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call (512) 686-
3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION
/ ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)


mailto:jonathan@mitchell.law
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(512) 686-3941 (fax)
jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are
not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance
on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call
(512) 686-3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Subject: last chance

Date: May 29, 2026 at 3:21 PM
To: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com,
Joshua Tolin joshua@veritasmilitarylaw.com, Jimenez, Victoria vjimenez@thompsoncoe.com, Hamby, Oliver
ohamby@thompsoncoe.com
Cc: Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me

Beth:

I have repeatedly asked you for answers to each the following questions. Please provide
“yes” or “no” answers to each by 9:00 p.m. central time tonight so I can know whether I need
to seek emergency relief from the Court:

(1) Will you agree to treat any data or materials that Mr. Vasiliou has extracted from Ms.
Davis'’s iPhone or other devices as “Highly Confidential—Attorneys” Eyes Only” until the
Court resolves whether you lawfully obtained the notes that appear in Exhibit 40?

Yes / No

(2) Will you agree to file with the Court any data or materials that Mr. Vasiliou has extracted
from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices unless the filing is under seal until the Court
resolves whether you lawfully obtained the notes that appear in Exhibit 40?

Yes / No

(3) Have already shared any parts of the notes in Exhibit 40, or any other data or materials
that Mr. Vasiliou has extracted from Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices, with any person
other than the attorneys in this case?

Yes / No

(4) Will you forward to us all of your communications with Mr. Vasiliou about Ms. Davis’s
iPhone or other devices, as well as all of the data, reports or analysis that Mr. Vasiliou has
provided to you regarding Ms. Davis’s iPhone or other devices?

Yes / No

(5) Will you agree to treat the deposition transcript and video as “Highly Confidential—
Attorneys’ Eyes Only” until the Court resolves whether you lawfully obtained the notes that
appear in Exhibit 40?

Yes / No

Jonathan F. Mitchell
Mitchell Law PLLC
111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400
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Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law
papers.ssrn.com/sol3/cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are
not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance
on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call
(512) 686-3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT
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From: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com
Subject: ESI discovery
Date: May 30, 2026 at 7:58 AM
To: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com,
Joshua Tolin joshua@veritasmilitarylaw.com, George Vasiliou george.digitalfs@gmail.com

Jonathan,

I received a copy of the below email that you sent to George setting out your
incomplete understanding of the posture of ESI discovery.

As you know we tried to negotiate a protocol informally for the exchange of
devices and drafted several stipulations to make your client "comfortable" so
she would comply with the representations of counsel to turn over devices.

Unfortunately, with your complete support, Ms. Davis refused to allow you to
sign any stipulation and demanded a court order.

Given her refusal, I sought and received the ESI order which incorporates the
processes I provided in the stipulation. This is now the governing order of
the case.

The Defense has followed the ESI order and all provisions. You seem to
believe that the ESI is supposed to be held in limbo under some informal
agreement that is now superseded by court order. You told your client that
you were "double crossed." You accused me of engaging in "illegal" activities
and have personally threatened me. You told Ms. Davis that I had invaded
her privacy and looked all attorney client notes. You never told her about the
Order of the court or how the ESI process works.

There is also an Agreed Protective Order that controls all confidential
information. All data from the devices has been designated as confidential in
the stipulation incorporated into the court order.

Any copying or transfer of data must comply with the procedures in the
Agreed Protective Order that you signed. I understand that you have
demanded that George copy all of Cooprider's data and send it to a person
unknown to me. Comply with the Court Order and copy all counsel
communications and demands to all ESI experts. We may seek a protection
order because we believe you are feeding the NCIS and jeopardizing Mr.
Cooprider's constitutional rights. I am very concerned that you will not
comply with the protocols, orders, and rules.

You have no stipulation or order for any ESI search on Cooprider's devices.
During the deposition you told me that you intended to take the devices and
essentially do whatever you want as a goose gander move. You cannot.
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I will do formal expert disclosures of the documents I received. The data
analysis I received is that Ms. Davis scrubbed the key witness texts from the
one phone she produced.

I want to know what procedures you put in place beginning in May 2025 to
ensure that Ms. Davis didn't spoil evidence.

We will also ask the court to remove the confidentiality status from Exhibit
40.

Thank you

Beth Klein

George:
Thank you for all of your work on my client’s devices.

I have a question about the attached forensic examination report. It appears
that you prepared and sent this report to Ms. Klein, and it contains several
verbatim excerpts from my client’s “Notes” app that you extracted from her
iPhone. Ms. Klein introduced this document as an exhibit at my client’s
deposition earlier today.

My understanding was that you would not be producing any of the data from
my client’s devices absent a court order or stipulation of the parties, and that
you would secure the data and serve as custodian of the data until a court
order or stipulation authorized disclosure of the data.

Perhaps I misunderstood the arrangement, but could you please explain why
you disclosed these notes to Ms. Klein? Is it your understanding that I am
also authorized to obtain some or all of the data that you extracted from Mr.
Cooprider’s devices? Both my client and I thought that counsel would be
unable to access the contents of any of these devices absent a stipulation or
order of the court. It is also not clear to me why those particular notes were
shared with Ms. Klein and not others.

Thank you considering this, and my apologies if there was a

misunderstanding on my part about how the data would be shared with
opposing counsel post-extraction.

—Jonathan
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Beth Klein
Mobile response
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From: Jonathan Mitchell jonathan@mitchell.law
Subject: Re: ESI discovery
Date: May 30, 2026 at 2:51 PM
To: Beth Klein beth@bethklein.com, Mikal Watts mikal@wattsllp.com, Moscowitz, Barry bmoscowitz@thompsoncoe.com,
Joshua Tolin joshua@veritasmilitarylaw.com, George Vasiliou george.digitalfs@gmail.com
Cc: Talcott Franklin tal@tfpc.me
Bcc: John C. Sullivan john.sullivan@the-sl-lawfirm.com, Cliff Riley cliff.riley @slfirm.com

Beth:

Judge Morales will decide what his order means and whether you violated it. You have
explained to us why you believe Judge Morales’s order allowed you to access the contents of
my client's iPhone. We do not believe that any reasonable lawyer could interpret the order
that way, so we will be seeking appropriate relief from the Court.

We have done more than enough to satisfy our meet-and-confer obligations with respect to
our soon-to-be-filed motion. We will include your correspondence in our motion and inform
the Court of your position, and you are of course welcome to explain to Judge Morales why
you believe his order allowed you to access the contents of Ms. Davis’s iPhone.

The e-mail that you sent below contains many falsehoods and defames both me and my
client. Ms. Davis voluntarily provided her iPhone to Mr. Vasiliou before you sought or
obtained a court order. I have never “threatened” you in any fashion. And I have never
"demanded that George copy all of Cooprider's data and send it to a person unknown to
me.” That is a bald-faced lie and you know it. I will not waste my time documenting the
other falsehoods in your e-mail, but do not construe this as an acquiescence or admission to
anything that you say.

—TJonathan

On May 30, 2026, at 7:58 AM, Beth Klein <beth@bethklein.com> wrote:

Jonathan,

I received a copy of the below email that you sent to George setting out
your incomplete understanding of the posture of ESI discovery.

As you know we tried to negotiate a protocol informally for the exchange
of devices and drafted several stipulations to make your client
"comfortable" so she would comply with the representations of counsel to
turn over devices.

Unfortunately, with your complete support, Ms. Davis refused to allow
you to sign any stipulation and demanded a court order.

Given her refusal, I sought and received the ESI order which incorporates
the processes I provided in the stipulation. This is now the governing
order of the case.
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The Defense has followed the ESI order and all provisions. You seem to
believe that the ESI is supposed to be held in limbo under some informal
agreement that is now superseded by court order. You told your client
that you were "double crossed." You accused me of engaging in "illegal"
activities and have personally threatened me. You told Ms. Davis that I
had invaded her privacy and looked all attorney client notes. You never
told her about the Order of the court or how the ESI process works.

There is also an Agreed Protective Order that controls all confidential
information. All data from the devices has been designated as
confidential in the stipulation incorporated into the court order.

Any copying or transfer of data must comply with the procedures in the
Agreed Protective Order that you signed. I understand that you have
demanded that George copy all of Cooprider's data and send it to a person
unknown to me. Comply with the Court Order and copy all counsel
communications and demands to all ESI experts. We may seek a
protection order because we believe you are feeding the NCIS and
jeopardizing Mr. Cooprider's constitutional rights. I am very concerned
that you will not comply with the protocols, orders, and rules.

You have no stipulation or order for any ESI search on Cooprider's
devices. During the deposition you told me that you intended to take the
devices and essentially do whatever you want as a goose gander move.
You cannot.

I will do formal expert disclosures of the documents I received. The data
analysis I received is that Ms. Davis scrubbed the key witness texts from

the one phone she produced.

I want to know what procedures you put in place beginning in May 2025
to ensure that Ms. Davis didn't spoil evidence.

We will also ask the court to remove the confidentiality status from
Exhibit 40.

Thank you

Beth Klein

George:
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Thank you for all of your work on my client’s devices.

[ have a question about the attached forensic examination report. It
appears that you prepared and sent this report to Ms. Klein, and it
contains several verbatim excerpts from my client’s “Notes” app that you
extracted from her iPhone. Ms. Klein introduced this document as an
exhibit at my client’s deposition earlier today.

My understanding was that you would not be producing any of the data
from my client’s devices absent a court order or stipulation of the parties,
and that you would secure the data and serve as custodian of the data
until a court order or stipulation authorized disclosure of the data.

Perhaps I misunderstood the arrangement, but could you please explain
why you disclosed these notes to Ms. Klein? Is it your understanding that
I am also authorized to obtain some or all of the data that you extracted
from Mr. Cooprider’s devices? Both my client and I thought that counsel
would be unable to access the contents of any of these devices absent a
stipulation or order of the court. It is also not clear to me why those
particular notes were shared with Ms. Klein and not others.

Thank you considering this, and my apologies if there was a
misunderstanding on my part about how the data would be shared with
opposing counsel post-extraction.

—Jonathan

Beth Klein
Mobile response

Jonathan F. Mitchell

Mitchell Law PLLC

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 686-3940 (phone)

(512) 686-3941 (fax)

jonathan@mitchell.law

papers.ssrn.com/sol3/ cf_dev/AbsByAuth.cfm?per_id=791842

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
whom it was sent as indicated above. This communication may contain information that is
proorietarv. orivileeed. confidential or otherwise legallv exemot from disclosure. If vou are
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on the contents of the information contained in this electronic mail message is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please delete it immediately, and call
(512) 686-3940 to let me know that you received it. Thank you.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL — ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION /
ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT



