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Plaintiff Pro Se
1
UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH
2 CENTRAL DIVISION
3
JOHN EARLE SULLIVAN, VERIFIED COMPLAINT
4 Plaintiff, AND DEMAND FOR DAMAGESFOR WILLFUL
V. COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT (17 U.S.C. §8 106,
5 TGP COMMUNICATIONSLLC 501, 504), REMOVAL AND ALTERATION
) OF COPYRIGHT MANAGEMENT
d/b/a THE GATEWAY PUNDIT, INFORMATION (17 U.S.C. §§ 1202, 1203),
6 2 Miscourl limited liability company, CONTRIBUTORY AND VICARIOUS
' COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT, FALSE
7 and COMMERCIAL ADVERTISING AND UNFAIR
JAMESHOFT, COMPETITION (15 U.S.C. § 1125(A)), COMMON
(a’k/a"JimHoft", in hisindividual and corporate managerial capacities LAW DEFAMATION PER SE, FALSE LIGHT
8 (Defendant); INVASION OF PRIVACY, INTENTIONAL
and INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS,
AND CIVIL CONSPIRACY
9 JOSEPH HOFT,
(a/k/a"Joe Hoft", in hisindividual capacity (Defendant); CASE NO.: Unassigned
10 and )
JUDGE: Unassigned
CARA CASTRONUOVA; ALICIA POWE; and CASSANDRA
11 FAIRBANKS, A DOC ID: 0928-JES-V-TGP-COMP-2026
each in her individual capacity (Defendants);
12 and DATE: SEPTEMBER 28, 2026
CULLEN LINEBARGER,
13 in hisindividual capacity (Defendant). DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
VERIFIED COMPLAINT
14 AND DEMAND FOR DAMAGES FOR WILLFUL COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT
15 (17 U.S.C. 88 106, 501, 504), REMOVAL AND ALTERATION OF COPYRIGHT
MANAGEMENT INFORMATION (17 U.S.C. 88 1202, 1203), CONTRIBUTORY
16 AND VICARIOUS COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT, FALSE COMMERCIAL
ADVERTISING AND UNFAIR COMPETITION (15 U.S.C. § 1125(A)), COMMON LAW
17 DEFAMATION PER SE, FALSE LIGHT INVASION OF PRIVACY, INTENTIONAL
18 INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS, AND CIVIL CONSPIRACY
19 Plaintiff John Earle Sullivan brings this civil action for willful federal copyright
20 infringement, removal and alteration of copyright management information under the
21 Digital Millennium Copyright Act, contributory and vicarious copyright infringement,
22 false commercia advertising and unfair competition under Section 43(a) of the Lanham
23 Act, common law defamation per se, false light invasion of privacy, intentional infliction
24 of emotional distress, and civil conspiracy against Defendants TGP Communications LLC
25
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1 d/b/aThe Gateway Pundit, James Hoft, Joe Hoft, Cara Castronuova, Alicia Powe, Cullen
2 Linebarger, and Cassandra Fairbanks, and in support thereof alleges as follows:
3
4 ARTICLE I.NATURE OF THE ACTION
5
6 Plaintiff John Earle Sullivan brings this verified civil action against Defendants
7 TGP Communications LLC d/b/a The Gateway Pundit, James Hoft, Joe Hoft, Cara
8 Castronuova, Alicia Powe, Cullen Linebarger, and Cassandra Fairbanks to secure
9 compensatory, statutory, and injunctive relief for willful federa copyright infringement
10 arising under the Copyright Act of 1976, 17 U.S.C. 88 106", 501% and 504, contributory
11 and vicarious copyright infringement under federal law, the removal and alteration of
12 copyright management information under the Digital Millennium Copyright Act, 17
13 U.S.C. §8 1202(b)(1), (3)* and 1203°, false commercial advertising and unfair competition

14 under Section 43(a) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B)°, seeking disgorgement

15 of Defendants commercial profits and enhanced damages under 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a)’, and
16 transactionally unified supplemental common law claims for defamation per se, false light
17 invasion of privacy, intentional infliction of emotional distress, and civil conspiracy

18 prosecuted pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367(a)®. Instituted upon inquiry reasonable under the
19 circumstances pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 11(b), this action is prosecuted
20

[1] Exclusive Rightsin Copyrighted Works, at 17 U.S.C. 8 106 (1976): 'Subject to sections 107 through 122, the owner of

21 copyright under this title has the exclusive rights to do and to authorize any of the following: (1) to reproduce the copyrighted
work in copies or phonorecords; (2) to prepare derivative works based upon the copyrighted work; (3) to distribute copies or
phonorecords of the copyrighted work to the public by sale or other transfer of ownership, or by rental, lease, or lending; (4) in the

22 case of literary, musical, dramatic, and choreographic works, pantomimes, and motion pictures and other audiovisual works, to
perform the copyrighted work publicly; (5) in the case of literary, musical, dramatic, and choreographic works, pantomimes, and
23 pictorial, graphic, or sculptural works, including the individual images of a motion picture or other audiovisual work, to display

the copyrighted work publicly...": 'Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 106'

[2] Infringement of Copyright, at 17 U.S.C. § 501(a) (1976): 'Anyone who violates any of the exclusive rights of the copyright
owner as provided by sections 106 through 122 or of the author as provided in section 106A(d)... is an infringer of the copyright
or right of the author, as the case may be.": '‘Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 501

24

25
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1 in objective good faith to vindicate actionable statutory and common law rights, devoid of
2 any purpose to harass, cause needless delay, or needlessly expand litigation expenses.
3
4 In accordance with the governing screening standards under 28 U.S.C. §
5 1915(e)(2)(B), the claims asserted herein are well-grounded in existing law, federal
6 statutory enactments, constitutional guarantees, and controlling jurisprudence of the
7 Supreme Court of the United States and the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth
8 Circuit. The verified factual averments set forth herein establish concrete, non-conclusory
9 grounds for relief satisfying the plausibility thresholds of Ashcroft v. Igbal, 556 U.S. 662

10 (2009) and Béll Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544 (2007).

11
12 All named Defendants are private commercial entities and individuals amenable to
13 the jurisdiction and process of this Court, possessing no governmental status, sovereign
14 shield, or statutory immunity that would impede the full adjudication of Plaintiff's claims
15 or the entry of the requested judicial relief. Defendant TGP Communications LLC isthe
16 mere corporate instrumentality, alter ego, and conduit of Defendant James Hoft, who
17 exercises plenary personal dominion over al corporate assets, revenues, and editorial
18 decisions, commingles persona and business affairs, siphoned corporate assets into insider
19 entities for personal luxury acquisitions, and operates TGP Communications LL C with
20
21 [3] Remediesfor Infringement: Damages and Profits, at 17 U.S.C. 8 504(a), (c)(2) (1976): 'Except as otherwise provided by this

title, an infringer of copyright isliable for either--(1) the copyright owner's actual damages and any additional profits of the

infringer, as provided by subsection (b); or (2) statutory damages, as provided by subsection (c)... In a case where the copyright
22 owner sustains the burden of proving, and the court finds, that infringement was committed willfully, the court in its discretion

may increase the award of statutory damages to a sum of not more than $150,000.": 'Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. §
23 504

[5] Civil Remedies, at 17 U.S.C. § 1203(a), (c)(3)(B) (1998): 'Civil Actions.--Any person injured by aviolation of section 1201 or

1202 may bring a civil action in an appropriate United States district court for such violation... At any time before final judgment
24 is entered, a complaining party may elect to recover an award of statutory damages for each violation of section 1202 in the sum

of not less than $2,500 or more than $25,000.": ‘Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 1203'
25
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1 zero other employees, rendering Defendant Hoft personally, jointly and severally liable for
2 all corporate obligations under well-established doctrines of corporate veil-piercing.
3
4 Paintiff John Earle Sullivan is an independent documentary filmmaker, video
5 journalist, and the sole author, creator, and registered copyright proprietor of the original
6 audiovisua motion picture work titled The Insurrection of The United States Capitol, duly
7 registered with the United States Copyright Office under Registration Certificate No. PA
8 2-585-152 (Exhibit 1)°.
9
10 Through ongoing, repeated, and post-registration discrete acts of commercial
11 exploitation persisting continuously through the filing of this action, Defendants

12 knowingly, intentionally, and willfully copied, reproduced, publicly displayed, distributed,

13 and commercially exploited substantial, key segments of Plaintiff's copyrighted
14 audiovisual work across digital publication domains owned, curated, and operated by
15 Defendants-specifically including the high-traffic commercial news portal TheGatewayPu
16 ndit.com, associated social media conduits, and syndicated video channels-wholly devoid
17 of Plaintiff's license, authorization, consent, or attribution®. To facilitate and conceal their
18 unauthorized commercial piracy, Defendants intentionally stripped Plaintiff's copyright
19 management information and attribution identifiers from the footage prior to digital

[4] Integrity of Copyright Management Information, at 17 U.S.C. § 1202(b) (1998): 'Removal or Alteration of Copyright
20 Management Information.--No person shall, without the authority of the copyright owner or the law--(1) intentionally remove or

alter any copyright management information, (2) distribute or import for distribution copyright management information knowing

21 that the copyright management information has been removed or altered without authority of the copyright owner or the law, or

(3) distribute, import for distribution, or publicly perform works, copies of works, or phonorecords, knowing that copyright
management information has been removed or altered without authority of the copyright owner or the law, knowing, or, with

22 respect to civil remedies under section 1203, having reasonable grounds to know, that it will induce, enable, facilitate, or conceal
infringement of any right under thistitle.": 'Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 1202
23 [8] Supplemental Jurisdiction, at 28 U.S.C. § 1367(a) (1990): 'Except as provided in subsections (b) and (c) or as expressly

provided otherwise by Federal statute, in any civil action of which the district courts have original jurisdiction, the district courts
shall have supplemental jurisdiction over all other claimsthat are so related to claimsin the action within such original
jurisdiction that they form part of the same case or controversy under Article 11 of the United States Constitution.": ‘Congress of
the United States, 28 U.S.C. § 1367'

24

25
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1 syndication, establishing willful infringement under 17 U.S.C. § 504(c)(2)?, violating 17
2 U.S.C. § 1202(b)(1) and (b)(3)*, and directly entitling Plaintiff to civil remedies and
3 statutory damages under 17 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(3)(B)".
4
5 In immediate syntactic and commercia confluence with the unauthorized
6 expropriation of Plaintiff's copyrighted footage, Defendants orchestrated, syndicated, and
7 maintained an unrelenting, defamatory smear campaign against Plaintiff across fifty-four
8 (54) separate articles generating over 65,289,475 commercial display advertising
9 impressions, publishing demonstrably false statements of objective fact that imputed to
10 Plaintiff the commission of infamous felony crimes of moral turpitude, falsely stigmatized
11 Plaintiff asaviolent "Antifa-BLM Leader," and fabricated assertions that Plaintiff
12 personally incited, directed, and orchestrated violent riots within the United States Capitol
13 (Exhibit 68).
14
15 Defendants authored, syndicated, and monetized these defamatory publications
16 with constitutional actual malice under the governing standards of New York Times Co. v.
17 Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964)™, possessing subjective awareness of probable falsity under
18 S. Amant v. Thompson, 390 U.S. 727 (1968)™, and engaging in the purposeful avoidance
19 of the truth under Harte-Hanks Communications, Inc. v. Connaughton, 491 U.S. 657
20 (1989)*2. Defendants purposefully avoided conclusively excul patory primary video records
21 [6] False Designations of Origin, False Descriptions, and Dilution Forbidden, at 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B) (2020): ‘Any person

who, on or in connection with any goods or services, or any container for goods, uses in commerce any word, term, name,

symbol, or device, or any combination thereof, or any false designation of origin, false or misleading description of fact, or false
22 or misleading representation of fact, which... in commercial advertising or promotion, misrepresents the nature, characteristics,

qualities, or geographic origin of his or her or another person's goods, services, or commercia activities, shall be liablein acivil
23 action by any person who believes that he or sheis or islikely to be damaged by such act.’: 'Congress of the United States, 15

U.S.C. §1125

[9] Subject Matter of Copyright: In General, at 17 U.S.C. 8 102(a)(6) (1990): 'Copyright protection subsists, in accordance with

24 thistitle, in original works of authorship fixed in any tangible medium of expression... Works of authorship include... motion

pictures and other audiovisual works...": 'Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 102'
25
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1 and official government determinations-a campaign of malicious defamation that
2 Defendants willfully perpetuated even after Plaintiff was granted afull, unconditional
3 Presidential Pardon pursuant to Presidential Proclamation 10887 (Exhibit 2), certified
4 under Department of Justice Pardon Certificate 1D319255 (Exhibit 3), followed by the
5 complete judicial dismissal with prejudice of al federal proceedingsin the District of
6 Columbia (Exhibit 4; Exhibit 5).
;
8 To vindicate Plaintiff's statutory exclusive rights under federal copyright and
9 trademark law, redress the catastrophic commercial and reputational devastation wrought
10 by Defendants piracy, false advertising, and defamatory syndication, and recover the
11 commercia licensing and advertising profits unlawfully diverted from Plaintiff, Plaintiff
12 prosecutes this plenary action seeking actual damages and infringer profits pursuant to 17
13 U.S.C. 8504(b)® and 17 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(2)®, disgorgement of Defendants commercial
14 advertising profits of not less than $2,118,843.62 and enhanced treble profits pursuant to
15 15U.S.C. § 1117(a)” of $6,356,530.86, maximum statutory damages for willful copyright
16 infringement pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504(c)(2)® of $600,000.00, statutory damages for
17 removal of copyright management information pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(3)(B)° of
18 $150,000.00, commercial licensing and business interference damages of $3,500,000.00,
19 presumed general and special compensatory damages for defamation per se, false light,
20 intentional infliction of emotional distress, and civil conspiracy of not less than
21 [7] Recovery for Violation of Rights, at 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a) (2020): 'When aviolation of any right of the registrant of a mark

registered in the Patent and Trademark Office, aviolation under section 1125(a) or (d) of thistitle, or awillful violation under

section 1125(c) of thistitle, shall have been established in any civil action arising under this chapter, the plaintiff shall be entitled,
22 subject to the provisions of sections 1111 and 1114 of thistitle, and subject to the principles of eguity, to recover (1) defendant's

profits, (2) any damages sustained by the plaintiff, and (3) the costs of the action. The court shall assess such profits and damages
23 or cause the same to be assessed under its direction. In assessing profits the plaintiff shall be required to prove defendant's sales

only; defendant must prove all elements of cost or deduction claimed. In assessing damages the court may enter judgment,

according to the circumstances of the case, for any sum above the amount found as actual damages, not exceeding three times
24 such amount... The court in exceptional cases may award reasonable attorney fees to the prevailing party.": ‘Congress of the

United States, 15 U.S.C. § 1117
25
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1 $323,214,705.66 (plus $2,065,000.00 in statutory privacy, $501,042.12 in IIED hazard
2 surcharge, and $419,245.79 in foreseeable downstream republication harm), exemplary
3 and punitive damages pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201" of not less than
4 $1,292,858,822.63, costs and attorney's fees pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a)’, 17 U.S.C.
5 88 505", and 1203(b)(4)-(5)°, comprehensive preliminary and permanent injunctive relief,
6 establishing an aggregate cumulative ad damnum demand of not less than $2,380,424,916.
7 30, and demands atria by jury on all claims so triable as of right pursuant to Rule 38(b) of
8 the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure™ and the United States Constitution®, amend. V11
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20 || ubrmteemrecuir,we ik, afodea o tht probits apublic e rom recoveing e for acfaetory flschoa
relating to his official conduct unless he proves that the statement was made with 'actual malice'--that is, with knowledge that it
21 was false or with reckless disregard of whether it was false or not.".
[11] Supreme Court of the United States, St. Amant v. Thompson, 390 U.S. 727, at 731-32 (1968): 'These cases are clear that
22 reckless conduct is not measured by whether areasonably prudent man would have published, or would have investigated before

publishing. There must be sufficient evidence to permit the conclusion that the defendant in fact entertained serious doubts as to
the truth of his publication. Publishing with such doubts shows reckless disregard for truth or falsity and demonstrates actual

23 malice... Professions of good faith will be unlikely to prove persuasive, for example, where a story is fabricated by the defendant,
isthe product of hisimagination, or is based wholly on an unverified anonymous telephone call. Nor will they be likely to prevail
when the publisher's allegations are so inherently improbable that only a reckless man would have put them in circulation.
Likewise, recklessness may be found where there are obvious reasons to doubt the veracity of the informant or the accuracy of his
reports.”.

24

25
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1 ARTICLE Il. JURISDICTION AND VENUE
2
3 Subject-Matter Jurisdiction (Federal Copyright and Lanham Act): This Court
4 possesses original subject-matter jurisdiction over Plaintiff's federal copyright
5 infringement, Digital Millennium Copyright Act, and Lanham Act unfair competition
6 claims pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (Federal Question Jurisdiction)*’, 28 U.S.C. §
7 1338(a) (Acts Relating to Copyrights and Trademarks)®®, 28 U.S.C. § 1338(b) (Unfair
8 Competition Joined with Copyrights)*®, and 15 U.S.C. § 1121(a) (Lanham Act
9 Jurisdiction)®. Plaintiff has fully satisfied the statutory condition precedent for instituting
10 this action pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 411(a)®, the Register of Copyrights having examined
11 the deposit, approved registration, and issued Certificate of Registration No. PA
12 2-585-152 (Exhibit 1) (Fourth Estate Pub. Benefit Corp. v. Wall-Street.com, LLC, 586
13 U.S. 296, 301 (2019))%.
14
15 Subject-Matter Jurisdiction (Diversity of Citizenship - 28 U.S.C. § 1332%): In
16 the alternative and as an independent basis of federal subject-matter jurisdiction, this Court
17 possesses original jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a)(1)%. Plaintiff John Earle
18 Sullivan isan individual citizen and resident of the State of Utah. Defendant TGP
19 Communications LLC isalimited liability company organized under the laws of the State
20 [12] Supreme Court of the United States, Harte-Hanks Communications, Inc. v. Connaughton, 491 U.S. 657, at 692 (1989):

'Although failure to investigate will not alone support afinding of actual malice, the purposeful avoidance of thetruthisina
21 different category... A defendant who intentionally avoids learning whether a statement is true cannot defeat a showing of actual

malice by claiming good faith.'.

[13] Proof': 'Award, at § 78B-8-201(1)(a) (2026): 'Except as provided in Subsection (1)(b), punitive damages may be awarded only

22 if compensatory or general damages are awarded and it is established by clear and convincing evidence that the acts or omissions

of the tortfeasor are the result of willful and malicious conduct, or conduct that manifests a knowing and reckless indifference
23 toward, and adisregard of, the rights of others." -- Utah State L egislature, * Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201 -- Punitive Damages

[14] Remedies for Infringement: Costs and Attorney's Fees, at 17 U.S.C. 8 505 (1976): 'In any civil action under thistitle, the court

inits discretion may allow the recovery of full costs by or against any party other than the United States or an officer thereof.
24 Except as otherwise provided by thistitle, the court may also award a reasonable attorney's fee to the prevailing party as part of

the costs.": 'Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 505'
25
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1 of Missouri whose sole member and owner, James Hoft, is a citizen and resident of the
2 State of Missouri. Defendant James Hoft is a citizen and resident of Missouri. Defendant
3 Joe Hoft is acitizen and resident of Florida. Defendant Cara Castronuova is a citizen and
4 resident of New Y ork. Defendant Alicia Powe is acitizen and resident of Virginia.
5 Defendant Cullen Linebarger is acitizen and resident of Virginia. Defendant Cassandra
6 Fairbanksis acitizen and resident of West Virginia. Complete diversity of citizenship
7 exists between Plaintiff and all Defendants, and the amount in controversy, exclusive of
8 interest and costs, far exceeds the statutory threshold of $75,000.00, well exceeding
9 $2,380,424,916.30.
10
11 Supplemental Jurisdiction (State Tort Claims): This Court possesses
12 supplemental jurisdiction over Plaintiff's transactionally related common law tort claims
13 for defamation per se, false light invasion of privacy, intentional infliction of emotional
14 distress, and civil conspiracy pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367(a)®, because said claims derive
15 from a common nucleus of operative fact-specifically, Defendants contemporaneous
16 unauthorized expropriation, public display, commercial advertising monetization,
17 conspiratorial collaboration, and defamatory distortion of Plaintiff's copyrighted
18 audiovisual work and professional newsgathering activities-such that all claims form part
19
[7] Recovery for Violation of Rights, at 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a) (2020): 'When aviolation of any right of the registrant of a mark

20 registered in the Patent and Trademark Office, aviolation under section 1125(a) or (d) of thistitle, or awillful violation under

section 1125(c) of thistitle, shall have been established in any civil action arising under this chapter, the plaintiff shall be entitled,
21 subject to the provisions of sections 1111 and 1114 of thistitle, and subject to the principles of equity, to recover (1) defendant's

profits, (2) any damages sustained by the plaintiff, and (3) the costs of the action. The court shall assess such profits and damages

or cause the same to be assessed under its direction. In assessing profits the plaintiff shall be required to prove defendant's sales
22 only; defendant must prove all elements of cost or deduction claimed. In assessing damages the court may enter judgment,

according to the circumstances of the case, for any sum above the amount found as actual damages, not exceeding three times
23 such amount... The court in exceptional cases may award reasonable attorney fees to the prevailing party.": '‘Congress of the

United States, 15 U.S.C. § 1117

[16] Congtitutional Convention, United States Constitution, at amend. VI1 (1791): 'In Suits at common law, where the valuein

24 controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by ajury, shall be otherwise

re-examined in any Court of the United States, than according to the rules of the common law.".
25
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1 of the same constitutional case or controversy under Article I11 of the United States
2 Constitution®.
3
4 Personal Jurisdiction: This Court exercises specific personal jurisdiction over
5 Defendants pursuant to the Utah Long-Arm Statute, Utah Code Ann. 8§ 78B-3-205(1) and
6 (3)%, and the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States
7 Constitution®. Defendants purposefully availed themselves of the privileges of conducting
8 activities within the State of Utah by intentionally directing interactive, commercial web
9 traffic, video streaming feeds, and monetized digital publications into this forum;
10 transacting business within the State of Utah through subscriber solicitation and
11 geolocated commercia advertising networks; and intentionally targeting an individual
12 known by Defendants to be a citizen and resident of Tooele County, Utah, thereby causing
13 targeted, severe intellectual property infringement, reputational destruction, and economic
14 devastation within thisjudicial district under the jurisdictional framework articulated in
15 Calder v. Jones, 465 U.S. 783, 789-90 (1984)*, and controlling Tenth Circuit
16 jurisprudencein Dudnikov v. Chalk & Vermilion Fine Arts, Inc., 514 F.3d 1063, 1071-78
17 (10th Cir. 2008)%, Shrader v. Biddinger, 633 F.3d 1235, 1241, 1244 (10th Cir. 2011)*
18 (holding that intentional internet torts targeting aforum resident satisfy purposeful
19 direction where the forum resident is the focal point of the tortious conduct), and
20 XMission, L.C. v. Fluent LLC, 955 F.3d 833, 841 (10th Cir. 2020)*" (confirming that
21 [15] Supreme Court of the United States, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, at Rule 38(b) (2007): 'On any issue triable of right by a

jury, aparty may demand ajury trial by: (1) serving the other parties with awritten demand--which may beincluded in a
22 pleading--no later than 14 days after the last pleading directed to the issue is served; and (2) filing the demnd in accordance with
25 || s s s o s e s st o
24 || "L3teie (1999 The dariccourts skl e ogint jurisichon f ry ] aion g unckr oy ACtof Congress eing o
. patents, plant variety protection, copyrights and trademarks.": 'Congress of the United States, 28 U.S.C. § 1338'
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1 purposeful direction is established where an intentional action is expressly aimed at the
2 forum state with knowledge that the brunt of the injury will be felt there).
3
4 Venue: Venueisstrictly proper in the United States District Court for the District
5 of Utah, Central Division, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2)% and 28 U.S.C. § 1400(a)%,
6 because a substantial part of the events and omissions giving rise to Plaintiff's claims
7 occurred within thisjudicial district, the intellectual property subject to willful
8 infringement is exclusively owned and managed by aresident citizen of this district, the
9 primary licensing market for the copyrighted footage was anchored and impaired in this
10 district, and the brunt of the tortious and commercial injuries was directly inflicted upon
11 and sustained by Plaintiff within thisjudicial district.
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
[18] Patents, Plant Variety Protection, Copyrights, Mask Works, Designs, Trademarks, and Unfair Competition, at 28 U.S.C. §
21 1338(a) (1999): 'The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of any civil action arising under any Act of Congress relating to
patents, plant variety protection, copyrights and trademarks.": ‘Congress of the United States, 28 U.S.C. § 1338
[29] Jurisdiction of Federal Courts, at 15 U.S.C. § 1121(a) (1998): 'The district and territorial courts of the United States shall have
22 original jurisdiction and the courts of appeals of the United States (other than the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal
Circuit) shall have appellate jurisdiction, of all actions arising under this chapter, without regard to the amount in controversy or
23 to diversity or lack of diversity of the citizenship of the parties.”: 'Congress of the United States, 15 U.S.C. § 1121'
[20] Registration and Civil Infringement Actions, at 17 U.S.C. § 411(a) (2008): 'Except for an action brought for aviolation of the
rights of the author under section 106A(a), and subject to the provisions of subsection (b), no civil action for infringement of the
24 copyright in any United States work shall be instituted until preregistration or registration of the copyright claim has been madein
accordance with thistitle.": '‘Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 411'
25
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1 ARTICLE Ill. PARTIES
2
3 Plaintiff John Earle Sullivan: Plaintiff isan individual, citizen of the United
4 States, and resident of Erda, Tooele County, State of Utah. Plaintiff is an independent
5 documentary filmmaker, video journalist, and the sole legal author, creator, and copyright
6 owner of all exclusive rightsin and to the registered audiovisual motion picture work
7 registered under U.S. Copyright Registration No. PA 2-585-152 (Exhibit 1).
8
9 Defendant TGP Communications LL C d/b/a The Gateway Pundit: Defendant
10 TGP Communications LLC isaMissouri limited liability company organized under the
11 laws of the State of Missouri (Charter No. LC1358217), maintaining its principal place of
12 business and registered corporate office in Harrisonville, Missouri (Exhibit 65).
13 Defendant owns, operates, manages, and monetizes the commercial digital news portal
14 TheGatewayPundit.com, which continuously distributes, syndicates, and broadcasts digital
15 editorial text, display advertising, and streaming video content to an international
16 audience, including millions of readers and viewers residing within the State of Utah.
17 Defendant TGP Communications LLC is the mere corporate instrumentality, alter ego, and
18 business conduit of Defendant James Hoft.
19
20
21 [21] Supreme Court of the United States, Fourth Estate Pub. Benefit Corp. v., LLC, 586 U.S. 296, at 301 (2019): 'Registration

occurs, and a copyright claimant may commence an infringement suit, when the Copyright Office registers a copyright.'.

[22] Diversity of Citizenship; Amount in Controversy; Costs, at 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a)(1) (2011): ‘The district courts shall have

22 original jurisdiction of all civil actions where the matter in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000, exclusive of interest

and costs, and is between--(1) citizens of different States...": ‘Congress of the United States, 28 U.S.C. § 1332
23 [23] Acts Submitting Person to Jurisdiction, at § 78B-3-205(1), (3) (2026): ‘Notwithstanding Section 16-1a-503, any person or

personal representative of the person, whether or not acitizen or resident of this state, who, in person or through an agent, does

any of the following enumerated acts is subject to the jurisdiction of the courts of this state asto any claim arising out of or related
24 to: (1) the transaction of any business within this state;... (3) the causing of any injury within this state whether tortious or by

breach of warranty...": 'Utah State Legislature, Utah Code Ann. § 78B-3-205'
25
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1 Defendant James Hoft (a/k/a " Jim Hoft"): Defendant James Hoft (full legal
2 name James Henry Hoft, commonly known as Jm Hoft) is an individual residing in Saint
3 Louis, Missouri. At al times material hereto, Defendant Hoft was and is the Founder,
4 Managing Member, 100% Owner, and Editor-in-Chief of TGP Communications LLC.
5 Defendant Hoft exercises plenary operational governance, non-delegable editorial
6 dominion, and direct supervisory control over al editorial content, article publication,
7 video ingestion, and commercia advertising funnels published across TheGatewayPundit.
8 com. Asjudicially established by Chief Judge Mindy A. Mora of the United States
9 Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of Floridain Inre TGP Communications LLC,
10 Case No. 24-13838-MAM (Doc 104), Defendant TGP Communications LLC was
11 organized in 2013 and has never had any employees other than Defendant James Hoft.
12 Defendant Hoft exercises complete dominion and control over TGP Communications
13 LLC, commingles corporate and personal assets, and transferred $820,860.00 from TGP
14 Communications LLC to 2021 Main Street LL C (an entity owned 50/50 by Hoft and his
15 spouse) without a promissory note, interest rate, or security interest to purchase an
16 oceanfront luxury condominium in Florida, establishing ater ego status and piercing the
17 corporate veil under Missouri and Utah law. Defendant Hoft is sued in both hisindividual
18 capacity and his corporate manageria capacity.
19
20 [24] Supreme Court of the United States, Calder v. Jones, 465 U.S. 783, at 789-90 (1984): 'In Calder, the Court held that personal
jurisdiction over out-of-state defendants was proper because their intentional, and allegedly tortious, actions were expressly aimed
21 at the forum State and the brunt of the harm was suffered there.".
[25] United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, Dudnikov v. Chalk & Vermilion Fine Arts, Inc., 514 F.3d 1063, at
1071-78 (10th Cir. 2008): 'In Calder, the Supreme Court held that personal jurisdiction over out-of-state defendants was proper
22 because their intentional, allegedly tortious actions were expressly aimed at the forum state, and the brunt of the injury was felt
there... Similarly, when an out-of-state defendant purposefully directs tortious activities toward the forum state and intentionally
23 targets a forum resident, the minimum contacts requirement is satisfied.".
[26] United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, Shrader v. Biddinger, 633 F.3d 1235, at 1241, 1244 (10th Cir. 2011):
'merely posting information on the internet does not, in itself, subject the poster to personal jurisdiction wherever that information
24 may be accessed... Rather, the plaintiff must allege that online advertisements ‘are directed specifically at a forum state audience
or otherwise make the forum state the focal point of the message.".
25
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1 Defendant Joseph Hoft (a/k/a " Joe Hoft"): Defendant Joseph Hoft (full legal

2 name Joseph Walter Hoft, commonly known professionally as Joe Hoft) is an individual

3 residing in Jensen Beach, Martin County, State of Florida (8750 South Ocean Drive, Unit

4 534, Jensen Beach, FL 34957). At al times material hereto, Defendant Joseph Hoft was a

5 primary contributing author, radio host, and authorized editorial agent of TGP

6 Communications LLC, and the twin brother of Defendant James Hoft, who conceived,

7 authored, published, and syndicated twelve (12) discrete false and defamatory articles

8 concerning Plaintiff across TheGatewayPundit.com, generating over 9,901,885 page views

9 and reaching millions of readers nationwide, including throughout the State of Utah.

10 Defendant Joseph Hoft actively coordinated with Defendant James Hoft in promotional

11 broadcasts, syndicated commentaries, and digital publications disseminating said

12 defamatory falsehoods to advance their shared political and commercial objectives.

13 Defendant Joseph Hoft is sued in hisindividual capacity.

14

15 Defendant Cara Castronuova: Defendant Cara Castronuovais an individual

16 residing in Elmont, New Y ork. At all times material hereto, Defendant Castronuova was

17 an investigative reporter, contributing author, and authorized agent of TGP

18 Communications LL C who authored, published, and syndicated false and defamatory

19 articles concerning Plaintiff across TheGatewayPundit.com (Exhibit 64). Defendant

20 Castronuovais sued in her individual capacity.

21 [27] United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, XMission, L.C. v. Fluent LLC, 955 F.3d 833, at 841 (10th Cir. 2020):
"Purposeful direction may be established when an out-of-state defendant's intentional conduct targets and has substantial harmful
effectsin the forum state... requiring (a) an intentional action that was (b) expressly aimed at the forum state with (c) knowledge

22 that the brunt of the injury would be felt in the forum state.".

[28] Venue Generally, at 28 U.S.C. 8 1391(b)(2) (2011): ‘A civil action may be brought in... ajudicial district in which a

23 substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claim occurred, or a substantial part of property that is the subject of

the action is situated...”: 'Congress of the United States, 28 U.S.C. § 1391
[29] Patents and Copyrights, Mask Works, and Designs, at 28 U.S.C. § 1400(a) (1998): 'Civil actions, suits, or proceedings arising

24 under any Act of Congress relating to copyrights or exclusive rights in mask works or designs may be ingtituted in the district in
which the defendant or his agent resides or may be found.": 'Congress of the United States, 28 U.S.C. § 1400'

25
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1 Defendant Alicia Powe: Defendant Alicia Powe (legal married name AliciaMaria
2 Jubb) isan individua residing in Stafford, Virginia. At all times material hereto,
3 Defendant Powe was an investigative journalist, contributing author, and authorized agent
4 of TGP Communications LL C who authored, published, and syndicated false and
5 defamatory articles concerning Plaintiff across TheGatewayPundit.com. Defendant Powe
6 Issued in her individual capacity.
;
8 Defendant Cullen Linebarger: Defendant Cullen Linebarger (full legal name
9 Cullen Jackson Linebarger) is an individual residing in Alexandria, Virginia. At al times
10 material hereto, Defendant Linebarger was a staff writer, contributing author, and
11 authorized agent of TGP Communications LLC who authored, published, and syndicated
12 false and defamatory articles concerning Plaintiff across TheGatewayPundit.com (Exhibit

13 63). Defendant Linebarger is sued in hisindividual capacity.

14
15 Defendant Cassandra Fairbanks. Defendant Cassandra Fairbanks (full legal

16 name Cassandra Alisha Fairbanks) is an individual residing in Harpers Ferry, West

17 Virginia. At al times material hereto, Defendant Fairbanks was an authorized agent,

18 contributing author, and Washington Bureau Chief of TGP Communications LLC, aswell
19 as Editor-in-Chief for Timcast Media, who authored, published, and promoted false and
20 defamatory articles and promotional syndication materials concerning Plaintiff across

21 TheGatewayPundit.com and affiliated media networks. Defendant Fairbanksis sued in her
22 individual capacity.

23

24

25
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1 ARTICLE IV. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
2
3 CREATION, AUTHORSHIP, FIXATION, AND FEDERAL COPYRIGHT
4 REGISTRATION OF THE PROTECTED WORK
5
6 On January 6, 2021, Plaintiff, operating strictly as an independent documentary
7 filmmaker and video journalist, recorded extensive, high-definition audiovisual footage
8 capturing the unprecedented and historic events unfolding at the United States Capitol in
9 Washington, D.C.
10
11 Plaintiff personally captured, framed, angled, exposed, sequenced, and edited this
12 original audiovisual recording, making independent creative, aesthetic, and journalistic
13 judgments regarding perspective, lighting, subject selection, and camera movement,
14 thereby creating an original work of visual authorship exhibiting substantial creative
15 expression.
16
17 Plaintiff titled this origina motion picture documentary work The Insurrection of
18 The United Sates Capitol (the "Copyrighted Work™).
19
20 The Copyrighted Work is an original work of authorship fixed in atangible
21 medium of digital audiovisual storage and constitutes protectabl e subject matter under
22 Section 102 of the Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C. § 102(a)(6)°.
23
24
25
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1 At al times material hereto, Plaintiff has been, and remains, the sole and exclusive
2 proprietor of all rights, title, and interest in and to the Copyrighted Work, including all
3 sovereign, exclusive rights enumerated under 17 U.S.C. § 106"
4
5 Plaintiff duly applied for copyright registration of the Copyrighted Work with the
6 United States Copyright Office, and the Register of Copyrights duly issued Certificate of
7 Registration No. PA 2-585-152, with an effective date of registration of February 25, 2026
8 (Exhibit 1).
9
10 Pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 410(c)®, Plaintiff's Certificate of Registration constitutes
11 prima facie evidence of the validity of the copyright and of the facts stated in the
12 certificate, and is entitled to substantial evidentiary weight within the sound discretion of
13 this Court. Corroborated by Plaintiff's uncontradicted original visual authorship, raw
14 digital camera recordings, creative fixation, and continuous exclusive ownership,
15 Plaintiff's statutory ownership and the unassailable validity of the copyright in and to the
16 Copyrighted Work are established as a matter of law.
17
18
19
20
21
22
23 [30] Regjistration of Claim and Issuance of Certificate, at 17 U.S.C. § 410(c) (1976): 'In any judicial proceedings the certificate of
24 || Varty of thecopyrght and o the facs et n he cerfcat. The aideniary weight t be ckorded 1 ortficateof &
- registration made thereafter shall be within the discretion of the court.": 'Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 410'
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1 ESTABLISHED COMMERCIAL LICENSING HISTORY AND PRIMARY MARKET
2 VALUE
3
4 Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work possesses substantial, verifiable commercial, historic,
5 and journalistic market value as an authentic, high-definition primary visual record of
6 historic national events.
;
8 Immediately following the creation of the Copyrighted Work, leading global,
9 national, and broadcast media networks recognized its exceptional commercial and
10 journalistic value and entered into formal arm's-length commercial licensing agreements
11 with Plaintiff to secure non-exclusive broadcast rights to specific segments of the
12 Copyrighted Work.
13
14 Specifically, major broadcast news organizations-including Cable News Network
15 (CNN) (Exhibit 6)-executed formal commercial license agreements and remittances with
16 Plaintiff, establishing benchmark licensing fees of up to $35,000.00 per network
17 agreement for authorized broadcast usage.
18
19 Plaintiff's established commercia licensing history conclusively establishes the
20 existence of an active, highly profitable primary licensing market for authorized
21 reproduction and broadcast display of the Copyrighted Work.
22
23
24
25
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1 DEFENDANTS UNAUTHORIZED EXPROPRIATION, REPRODUCTION, AND
2 EXPLOITATION
3
4 Defendants had actual, constructive, and inquiry notice of Plaintiff's exclusive
5 copyright ownership in and to the Copyrighted Work.
6
7 Through ongoing, repeated, and post-registration discrete transmissions persisting
8 through 2026, Defendants intentionally, unlawfully, and without license, authorization, or
9 consent, reproduced, embedded, streamed, publicly displayed, and distributed key
10 segments of Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work across TheGatewayPundit.com and Defendants
11 syndicated distribution conduits (Exhibit 62).
12
13 Defendants systematically downloaded and extracted video files directly from
14 Plaintiff's public digital channels, intentionally removed, altered, and excised Plaintiff's
15 identifying copyright management information, digital watermarks, and authorial
16 attribution notices, re-encoded the video files into proprietary web formats, and uploaded
17 the footage onto video hosting servers and embedded video players hosted directly within
18 commercia articles on TheGatewayPundit.com. Indeed, high-definition broadcast frame
19 captures establish that Defendants publicly displayed and streamed Plaintiff's copyrighted
20 footage of the Speaker's Lobby-plainly bearing Plaintiff's transparent "Insurgence USA"
21 provenance watermark across the lower-right quadrant-while superimposing Defendants
22 own prominent "GP" (The Gateway Pundit) corporate broadcast logo in the upper-left
23 guadrant to falsely brand and commercially exploit Plaintiff's work as their own
24 proprietary news reporting (Exhibit 69). Thisintentional removal, alteration, and
25 unauthorized superimposition of copyright management information was executed without
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1 authority and with full knowledge, or reasonable grounds to know, that it would induce,
2 enable, facilitate, and conceal infringement under 17 U.S.C. § 1202(b)(1) and (b)(3)*,
3 rendering Defendants liable for civil remedies, injunctive relief, statutory damages of not
4 less than $2,500 and up to $25,000 for each violation under 17 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(3)(B)®,
5 and mandatory or discretionary attorney's fees under 17 U.S.C. § 1203(b)(5)°.
6
7 Defendants synchronized digital stream of the Capitol interior demonstrates the
8 concurrent presence of Plaintiff's underlying attribution mark and Defendants overlying
9 proprietary brand mark:
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19 Exhibit 69: High-definition video broadcast frame capture from The Gateway Pundit featuring Defendant's 'GP

corporate logo bug superimposed over Plaintiff's 'Insurgence USA' copyrighted documentary recording of the
20 Speaker's Lobby.
21
22 Thisempirical record conclusively establishes prima facie liability under Section
23 1202(b)(1) and (b)(3), proving that Defendants possessed direct physical custody of
24 Plaintiff's authentic digital file and knowingly broadcast the footage with altered copyright
25 management information to misappropriate commercial licensing value.
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1 Furthermore, Defendants unauthorized exploitation extended beyond web article
2 embeds into active multi-platform broadcast streaming, digital archiving, and continuous
3 video syndication. In commercial video broadcasts hosted and transmitted across their
4 official, verified video channels (including @gatewaypundit, boasting over 107,000
5 subscribers)-such as their commercial broadcast titled "JOIN 100 Percent Fed Up and
6 Gateway Pundit LIVE With Hollywood Actor and Producer NICK SEARCY"-Defendants
7 streamed Plaintiff's copyrighted audiovisual recording of the Speaker's L obby-retaining
8 Plaintiff's prominent authorial watermark " JAYDEN X" across the lower-right quadrant
9 of the screen-while superimposing Defendants' proprietary blue " GP" corporate logo bug
10 to commercially promote the theatrical release of the film Capitol Punishment, solicit
11 channel subscribers, and drive commercial live-chat monetization, maintaining said
12 broadcast continuously accessible to the public and generating commercial impressions
13 (Exhibit 70):
14
15 [E—
16
17
18
19
20
21
22 ‘ o

Exhibit 70: High-definition broadcast frame capture from The Gateway Pundit official YouTube channel livestream
24 featuring Defendant's 'GP’ cor porate broadcast |ogo bug superimposed over Plaintiff's'JAYDEN X' copyrighted
documentary recording of the Speaker's Lobby.

25
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1 This broadcast capture establishes that Defendants engaged in systemic,
2 cross-platform copyright infringement and willful CM1 alteration across both digital print
3 publications and synchronized audiovisual streams.
4
5 Defendants integrated programmatic digital display advertisements, video pre-roll
6 monetization funnels, commercial sponsorship links, and subscriber solicitation vectors
7 directly adjacent to, embedded within, and overlapping Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work,
8 generating substantial digital advertising impressions, user traffic, and direct commercial
9 revenues for Defendants.
10
11 Following the effective date of federal copyright registration (February 25, 2026),
12 Defendants have willfully and persistently continued to host, display, stream, and
13 commercially exploit the Copyrighted Work across their digital domains, wholly refusing
14 to obtain acommercial license, cease their unauthorized display, or tender statutory
15 compensation to Plaintiff, despite formal statutory retraction demand and notice of
16 violations served upon Defendants on August 8, 2026 (Exhibit 66) and formal ESI
17 preservation notice served on September 17, 2026 (Exhibit 67), thereby establishing
18 willful infringement as a matter of law under 17 U.S.C. § 504(c)(2)°.
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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1 JUDICIAL ESTOPPEL ON EDITORIAL DOMINION AND CONTROL
2
3 In prior formal sworn proceedingsin federal court, Defendant James Hoft has
4 affirmatively testified under penalty of perjury to his plenary, active editorial dominion,
5 supervisory management, and day-to-day control of The Gateway Pundit.
6
7 Specifically, in State of Missouri ex rel. Schmitt v. Biden, Case No. 23-30445 (5th
8 Cir., Dkt. 238-1)*, Defendant Hoft executed a sworn declaration averring that he
9 personally owns, directs, and operates The Gateway Pundit; that he exercises direct
10 editorial supervision over its published articles and syndicated accounts; and that The
11 Gateway Pundit functions as an original curated publisher rather than an uncurated passive
12 message board.
13
14 Under established doctrines of judicial estoppel, Defendant James Hoft and
15 Defendant TGP Communications LLC are precluded from disclaiming executive
16 knowledge, denying personal involvement, or asserting that the infringing video displays
17 and defamatory publications were posted without executive managerial direction and
18 authorization (Pegramv. Herdrich, 530 U.S. 211, 227 n.8 (2000))*.
19
20
21
22
23 [31] United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, State of Missouri ex rel. Schmitt v. Biden, 83 F.4th 400, at 412 (5th Cir.
24 || Consoving ot soca media sorent . The e ftsmartan tet.. qovementofficidls e thoonespllng e
. strings--they 'coerced, threatened, and pressured the social-media platforms to censor them' through private communications..
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1 DEFENDANTS CORPORATE ALTER EGO, BAD-FAITH BANKRUPTCY ABUSE, AND
2 FRAUDULENT ASSET DIVERSION
3
4 Defendant TGP CommunicationsLLC is, and at all times material hereto has been,
5 amere alter ego, business conduit, and corporate shell for Defendant James Hoft. There
6 exists such unity of interest and ownership between Defendant Hoft and Defendant TGP
7 Communications LL C that the separate personalities of the corporation and the individual
8 no longer exist.
9
10 On July 25, 2024, the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of
11 Florida, per Chief Judge Mindy A. Mora, entered a comprehensive Memorandum Opinion
12 Dismissing Chapter 11 Casein Inre TGP Communications LLC, Case No.
13 24-13838-MAM (Doc 104), making binding judicial findings of fact and law regarding
14 Defendants' corporate governance, finances, and bad-faith litigation practices:
15 (a) Defendant TGP Communications LLC was organized in 2013 and, since its inception,
16 has had zero employees other than Defendant James Hoft;
17 (b) Defendant James Hoft is the 100% sole owner, sole member, and sole managing
18 director of TGP Communications LLC, exercising unrestricted personal dominion
19 over all editorial, business, and financial decisions,
20 (c) In 2021, Defendant Hoft caused Defendant TGP Communications LL C to transfer
21 $820,860.00 directly to 2021 Main Street LL C-an insider entity owned 50/50 by
22 Defendant Hoft and his spouse-to purchase an oceanfront luxury condominium in
23
24 || evento apartyfrom prevalling i oneprece of & cese n an arment nd e elying on contradicony raument to prevl i
. another phase.'.
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1 Florida, executed with no written promissory note, no security interest, no collateral,
2 and zero interest payments,
3 (d) Defendant TGP Communications LL C purchased and maintained a 2021 Porsche
4 Cayenne for Defendant Hoft's personal use;
5 (e) While claiming severe financial distress, Defendant TGP Communications LLC
6 maintained over $1,100,000.00 in liquid investment accounts; and
7 (f) The Bankruptcy Court formally dismissed Defendant TGP Communications LLC's
8 Chapter 11 bankruptcy filing with prejudice as an objective and subjective bad-faith
9 abuse of the bankruptcy system pursuantto 11 U.S.C. § 1112(b)*® and 11 U.S.C. §
10 305(a), finding that the bankruptcy filing was not prosecuted for legitimate corporate
11 reorganization, but as a bad-faith litigation maneuver to evade and obstruct
12 defamation proceedings in Georgia and Missouri.
13
14 Defendants initially appealed the dismissal order but subsequently abandoned the
15 appeal, rendering Chief Judge Moras findings of bad faith, asset diversion, and lack of
16 corporate separateness final and conclusive.
17
18 Under governing Missouri and Utah corporate law, adhering to the fiction of
19 separate corporate existence would sanction a fraud, promote injustice, and immunize an
20 intentional tortfeasor from the foreseeable consequences of his unlawful conduct.
21 Defendant James Hoft is therefore personally, jointly and severally liable as an alter ego
22
23 [33] Conversion or Dismissal, at 11 U.S.C. § 1112(b)(1) (2010): 'Except as provided in paragraph (2) and subsection (c), on

request of aparty in interest, and after notice and a hearing, the court shall convert a case under this chapter to a case under
24 || cou deermines et th sppoimment s Seions 11043 of o0 o 2 examiner 11 he b erets o e toreand
oe the estate.”: 'Congress of the United States, 11 U.S.C. § 1112'
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1 for al tortious, statutory, and commercial damages and liabilities of Defendant TGP
2 Communications LLC.
3
4 COMMERCIAL DISPLAY ADVERTISING SCHEME AND PROGRAMMATIC PROFIT
5 EXTRACTION
6
7 Defendants operated a systematic, multi-tiered commercial advertising and
8 moneti zation engine across TheGatewayPundit.com, utilizing programmatic ad networks
9 (including Google AdSense/AdExchange, Revcontent, OpenX, and Criteo) to extract
10 immediate commercial revenues from every pageview and video stream.
11
12 Across fifty-four (54) discrete digital articles published and continuously
13 maintained concerning Plaintiff between 2021 and 2026, Defendants generated a
14 cumulative total of not less than 65,289,475 display advertising impressions, driving
15 substantial programmatic ad yields and reader engagement directly attributable to
16 Plaintiff's name, likeness, and pirated audiovisual work.
17
18 Defendants derived substantial gross commercial advertising revenues and net
19 commercial profits directly attributable to publications incorporating Plaintiff's
20 copyrighted footage, unauthorized likeness, and sensationalized false accusations.
21 Forensic accounting model s establish that Defendants extracted base commercial display
22 advertising profits of not less than $2,118,843.62 across fifty-four (54) articles, which
23 Plaintiff is entitled to an accounting and complete disgorgement of under Section 35(a) of
24 the Lanham Act, 15U.S.C. § 1117(a)’, subject to statutory trebling to $6,356,530.86, and
25 Section 504(b) of the Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C. § 504(b)3.
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1 Furthermore, Defendants' piracy, smear campaign, and trade disparagement directly
2 impaired and destroyed Plaintiff's primary documentary licensing business, inflicting
3 commercial business interference damages of not less than $3,500,000.00 (comprising
4 $350,000.00 in lost benchmark broadcast licensing agreements, $2,500,000.00 in total
5 documentary commercial asset impairment, $150,000.00 in cancelled commercial
6 sponsorships, and $500,000.00 in enterprise value destruction).
;
8 In addition, under multi-order downstream diffusion modeling accounting for
9 fifty-four (54) syndicated defamatory articles, viral republications, and years of unabated
10 search-engine indexing, Plaintiff has suffered presumed general and special compensatory
11 damages for defamation per se and false light of not less than $323,214,705.66 (plus
12 $2,065,000.00 in statutory privacy, $501,042.12 in IIED hazard surcharge, and
13 $419,245.79 in foreseeable downstream republication harm), and Defendants' willful,
14 malicious, and knowing reckless indifference warrants an award of exemplary and
15 punitive damages under Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201* of not less than $1,292,858,822.6
16 3.
17
18 DEFENDANTS COORDINATED DEFAMATION CAMPAIGN AND MALICIOUS
19 PUBLICATIONS
20
21 Contemporaneously with their ongoing commercia exploitation of Plaintiff's
22 Copyrighted Work, Defendants weaponized the unlawfully expropriated audiovisual
23 footage to orchestrate, syndicate, and continuously monetize a coordinated, relentless
24 defamatory smear campaign against Plaintiff across fifty-four (54) discrete digital articles
25 and video broadcasts.
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1 Defendants have actively, repeatedly published, republished, and syndicated a
2 series of defamatory digital articles and video broadcasts across TheGatewayPundit.com
3 and affiliated social media conduits, leading with prominent publications authored by
4 Defendant James Hoft titled "Antifa-BLM Leader John Sullivan Who Incited Capitol
5 Violence..." and "Rudy Giuliani Conspired with John Sullivan's Brother to Blame Antifa
6 for Capitol Riots," wherein Defendants published, republished, and distributed false,
7 malicious statements attributing Capitol violence to Plaintiff, framing Plaintiff asaviolent
8 Antifainfiltrator and catalyst for the riot, and disseminating conspiratorial fabrications
9 designed to destroy Plaintiff's reputation.
10
11 Across these foundational publications and through ongoing, fresh, and
12 post-exoneration republications and syndicated broadcasts authored, curated, and
13 promoted by Defendants Cara Castronuova (Exhibit 64), Alicia Powe, Cullen Linebarger

14 (Exhibit 63), and Cassandra Fairbanks, Defendants published and republished false

15 statements of objective, verifiable fact asserting that Plaintiff was an "Antifa-BLM Leader"
16 and commander of violent militant factions (Exhibit 68); that Plaintiff intentionally

17 incited, organized, coordinated, and directed violent riots and unlawful attacksinside the
18 United States Capitol; that Plaintiff entered the Capitol building with the specific criminal
19 objective of orchestrating violent insurrectionary acts; that Plaintiff acted as a subversive
20 "agent provocateur” on behalf of left-wing militant groups to stage afalse-flag assault on
21 Congress (Exhibit 62); and that Plaintiff engaged in unlawful, criminal, and treasonous
22 conduct rather than bona fide independent journalistic documentary reporting.

23

24

25
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1 Defendants repeatedly republished, recirculated, and commercialy monetized these
2 defamatory fabrications through fresh discrete transmissions, algorithmic distribution
3 funnels, and persistent online hosting within recent statutory periods-specifically
4 maintaining, updating, and republishing these fal se accusations after Plaintiff received a
5 full, unconditional Presidential Pardon, judicial vacatur of all convictions, and dismissal
6 with prejudice of all criminal chargesin early 2025, actively driving commercial
7 pageviews and advertising revenues from the continuing defamatory portrayal of Plaintiff.
8
9 Each and every one of these published and republished statements constitutes a
10 statement of objective, verifiable fact capable of being proven true or false, and cannot be
11 shielded as subjective opinion, rhetorical hyperbole, or fair comment.
12
13 DEMONSTRABLE FALSITY AND COMPLETE OFFICIAL EXONERATION
14
15 Every factual assertion published by Defendants alleging that Plaintiff was an
16 "Antifa-BLM Leader," that Plaintiff incited violence, or that Plaintiff acted as a violent
17 criminal rioter is demonstrably, completely, and utterly false.
18
19 Plaintiff was never amember, leader, organizer, or operative of Antifa, Black Lives
20 Matter, or any militant or extremist organization. Plaintiff entered the Capitol grounds
21 strictly in his professional capacity as an independent documentary filmmaker and video
22 journalist to document events of immense historical importance.
23
24
25
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1 On January 20, 2025, the President of the United States issued Presidential
2 Proclamation 10887, granting Plaintiff an absolute, unconditional, and full Presidential
3 Pardon (Exhibit 2).
4
5 On February 7, 2025, the Office of the Pardon Attorney of the United States
6 Department of Justice issued official Pardon Certificate ID319255, formally certifying and
7 authenticating the presidential grant of full executive pardon and exoneration to Plaintiff
8 (Exhibit 3).
9
10 On February 27, 2025, the United States Court of Appealsfor the District of
11 Columbia Circuit in Case No. 24-3051 issued its formal order and mandate directing the

12 final dismissal of all federal proceedings against Plaintiff (Exhibit 4).

13
14 On March 4, 2025, the Honorable Royce C. Lamberth, Senior United States District
15 Judge for the United States District Court for the District of Columbia, formally entered an

16 Order in United Sates v. Qullivan, Case No. 1:21-cr-00078-RCL (Dkt. 164), dismissing all

17 charges and terminating the entire proceeding against Plaintiff with prejudice (Exhibit 5).
18

19 Under governing constitutional law and executive jurisprudence, the legal and

20 operational effect of this full executive pardon and conclusive judicial dismissal isthetotal
21 elimination of guilt and the absolute legal exoneration of Plaintiff, foreclosing any defense
22 of substantial truth, fair reporting privilege, or innocent intent.

23

24

25
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1 Notwithstanding this public, official record of complete legal exoneration,
2 Defendants have persistently refused to retract, correct, or expunge their defamatory
3 publications, continuing to host, syndicate, republish, and commercialy monetize their
4 demonstrably false accusations branding Plaintiff aviolent criminal militant.
5
6 REJECTION OF STATUTORY RETRACTION AND CONSCIOUSNESSOF LIABILITY
7
8 Following formal service of Plaintiff's statutory pre-litigation retraction demand
9 and notice of violations pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 45-2-1.5 (Exhibit 66)*,
10 Defendants wholly failed and refused to publish a prominent, full, and fair retraction,
11 correction, or apology as mandated by Utah law.
12
13 Instead, on September 17, 2026, forensic auditing verified that Defendants covertly
14 removed their prominent defamatory article titled "Rudy Giuliani Conspired with John
15 Sullivan's Brother to Blame Antifa for Capitol Riots' from TheGatewayPundit.com,
16 causing the publication URL to return an HTTP 404 'Page Not Found' error (Exhibit 71),
17 while continuing to host and syndicate companion defamatory publications and wholly
18 refusing to publish aretraction or correct the public record.
19
20
21
[34] Time': ‘Candidate for Public Office, at § 45-2-1.5(1) (1975): 'If it shall appear on thetrial of any action brought for any
alleged libel or slander on any radio or television broadcast originating in this state that the alleged libel or slander was broadcast
22 in good faith, the broadcast thereof was due to mistake or misapprehension of the facts, and that a full and fair retraction of any
statement therein alleged to be erroneous was broadcast on the same station and approximately the same time of day as was the
23 alleged libel or slander, within three days after learning of the mistake or within three days after service upon the person
broadcasting that libel or slander, by the party aggrieved, of awritten notice specifying the statement alleged to be erroneous or,
in case such notice is not served, in the manner and within the time above specified after the filing of the complaint and service of
24 the summonsin said action, then the plaintiff shall recover only actual damages." -- Utah State Legislature, * Utah Code Ann. §
45-2-1.5 -- Actual Damages -- Broadcast in Good Faith -- Retraction’
25
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1 Defendants' clandestine post-demand actions demonstrate subjective consciousness
2 of liability, purposeful avoidance of the truth, and affirmative constitutional actual malice
3 under New York Times Co. v. Qullivan, 376 U.S. 254 (1964)"°, and Harte-Hanks
4 Communications, Inc. v. Connaughton, 491 U.S. 657 (1989)*, depriving Defendants of
5 any statutory limitation on damages under Utah law.
6
7 CONSTITUTIONAL ACTUAL MALICE, COMMERCIAL EXPLOITATION, AND
8 IRREPARABLE HARM
9
10 Defendants authored, published, syndicated, and monetized each and every
11 defamatory statement with constitutional actual malice-specifically, with subjective
12 knowledge that the statements were false, or with reckless disregard for whether they were
13 false or not-pursuant to the governing standard of New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376
14 U.S. 254, 279-80 (1964)"%.
15
16 Defendants published said falsehoods while entertaining serious doubts as to their
17 truth and possessing a high degree of subjective awareness of probable falsity under S.
18 Amant v. Thompson, 390 U.S. 727, 731-32 (1968)**, because Defendants possessed
19 obvious reasons to doubt the veracity of their anonymous, partisan, and hostile internet
20 sources, yet knowingly published unverified fabrications.
21
22 Furthermore, Defendants engaged in the purposeful avoidance of the truth within
23 the meaning of Harte-Hanks Communications, Inc. v. Connaughton, 491 U.S. 657, 692
24 (1989)*. Defendants had direct access to Plaintiff's complete, unedited audiovisual
25 recording, public congressional transcripts, criminal court docket filings, and official
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1 Department of Justice records conclusively disproving their accusations, yet Defendants
2 deliberately chose to avoid obvious sources of verification and chose to publish
3 sensationalized falsehoods to drive digital traffic, maximize display advertising yields, and
4 solicit partisan political donations.
5
6 As adirect, proximate, and foreseeable consequence of Defendants willful
7 copyright piracy and malicious defamation, Plaintiff has suffered catastrophic, irreparable
8 injury: Plaintiff's professional standing and career as an independent video journalist and
9 documentary filmmaker have been destroyed; Plaintiff has suffered severe emotional
10 distress, mental anguish, and public opprobrium; and Plaintiff has been deprived of
11 substantial commercial licensing revenues.
12
13 ARTICLEV.CLAIMSFOR RELIEF
14

15 COUNT I: DIRECT WILLFUL FEDERAL COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT (17 U.S.C. 88

16 106, 501, 504)

17 (Against All Defendants)

18

19 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
20 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.

21

22 Plaintiff is the sole author, creator, and exclusive copyright owner of the

23 Copyrighted Work, The Insurrection of The United States Capitol, registered under

24 Certificate of Registration No. PA 2-585-152 (Exhibit 1)°.

25
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1 Pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 106", Plaintiff holds the exclusive sovereign rights to
2 reproduce the Copyrighted Work in copies, prepare derivative works, distribute copiesto
3 the public, and display the Copyrighted Work publicly.
4
5 Defendants, and each of them, without license, authorization, or consent, willfully
6 copied, reproduced, distributed, publicly displayed, and created unauthorized derivative
7 video displays of Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work across TheGatewayPundit.com, their
8 Y ouTube livestream channels, Rumble, and social media syndication feeds, in direct
9 violation of 17 U.S.C. § 501(a)*.
10
11 Defendants committed said direct infringement willfully, deliberately, and with
12 conscious disregard for Plaintiff's exclusive rights, within the meaning of 17 U.S.C. §
13 504(c)(2)®. Defendants engaged in the unauthorized exploitation of Plaintiff's copyrighted
14 footage with full subjective knowledge of Plaintiff's authorship and copyright ownership,
15 and persisted in their unauthorized display and commercial exploitation after widespread
16 public notice, establishing willful copyright infringement as a matter of law.
17
18 Defendants derived substantial direct financial benefit, commercial advertising
19 revenues, web traffic, user engagement, and subscriber conversions attributable to their
20 unauthorized exploitation and display of Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work.
21
22 Pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504(b)?, Plaintiff is entitled to recover the full measure of
23 actual damages suffered by Plaintiff as aresult of the direct infringement, including the
24 lost benchmark commercial licensing market value of the footage (established at
25 $35,000.00 or more per authorized broadcast network licensee), together with all profits of
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1 Defendants attributable to the unauthorized exploitation of the Copyrighted Work
2 (including programmatic advertising impressions, video monetization yields, sponsored
3 content revenues, and subscription funnels).
4
5 In the alternative, for al discrete infringing acts commenced post-registration or
6 new derivative exploitations, Plaintiff is entitled to elect statutory damages pursuant to 17
7 U.S.C. § 504(c)(2)* in an amount of up to $150,000.00 per work for willful copyright
8 infringement, together with full costs, litigation expenses, and reasonabl e attorney's fees
9 under 17 U.S.C. § 505", and injunctive relief under 17 U.S.C. § 502,
10
11 COUNT II: REMOVAL AND ALTERATION OF COPYRIGHT MANAGEMENT
12 INFORMATION (17 U.S.C. §§ 1202(B), 1203)
13 (Against All Defendants)
14
15 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
16 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.
17
18 Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work contained valid Copyright Management Information
19 ("CMI") within the meaning of 17 U.S.C. § 1202(c), including authorial identifying
20 watermarks, embedded visual credits ("Jayden X" and "Insurgence USA"), title metadata,
21 and digital file identifying information indicating Plaintiff's sole authorship and exclusive
22 ownership.
23
24 || "incir tistiemay, siyect 10 the provisons of secion 1498 o e 26, rent mporary vt i rjuncions on uch s s
. may deem reasonable to prevent or restrain infringement of a copyright.": 'Congress of the United States, 17 U.S.C. § 502"
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1 Defendants, and each of them, without the authority of Plaintiff or the law,
2 intentionally removed, altered, cropped out, obliterated, and stripped Plaintiff's CMI from
3 the footage prior to syndicating, distributing, and displaying it across TheGatewayPundit.c
4 om, associated Y ouTube livestreams, and social media conduits, in direct violation of 17
5 U.S.C. § 1202(b)(1)* (Exhibit 69; Exhibit 70).
6
7 Defendants distributed, imported for distribution, and publicly displayed copies of
8 Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work knowing that Plaintiff's CMI had been removed or altered
9 without authority of Plaintiff or the law, in direct violation of 17 U.S.C. § 1202(b)(3).
10
11 Defendants committed said acts knowingly, intentionally, and with reasonable
12 grounds to know that their conduct would induce, enable, facilitate, or conceal
13 infringement of Plaintiff's exclusive rights under Title 17, purposefully seeking to obscure
14 Plaintiff's ownership, evade commercial licensing obligations, and prevent viewers and
15 downstream media entities from identifying the authentic copyright owner.
16
17 Pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(3)(B)®, Plaintiff is entitled to elect an award of
18 statutory damages of not less than $2,500.00 and up to $25,000.00 for each discrete
19 violation of 17 U.S.C. § 1202° - specifically including each unauthorized digital broadcast
20 stream, superimposed watermark alteration, and syndicated distribution.
21
22 In the alternative, pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(2)°, Plaintiff is entitled to
23 recover actual damages suffered as aresult of the violation and any profits of Defendants
24 attributable to the violation, together with full costs, litigation expenses, and reasonable
25
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1 attorney's feesunder 17 U.S.C. § 1203(b)(4)-(5)°, and injunctive relief under 17 U.S.C. §
2 1203(b)(1)°.
3
4 COUNT I11: CONTRIBUTORY AND VICARIOUS COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT (17
5 U.S.C. §8 106, 501)
6 (Against Defendant TGP Communications L L C and Defendant James Hoft)
;
8 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
9 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.
10
11 Direct copyright infringement of Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work occurred within the
12 United States when contributing authors, editors, staff writers, and digital contractors-spec
13 ifically including Defendants Castronuova, Powe, Linebarger, Fairbanks, and unnamed

14 editorial agents-reproduced, edited, formatted, and publicly displayed unauthorized

15 segments of Plaintiff's protected footage across TheGatewayPundit.com and affiliated

16 media distribution channels without license or consent.

17

18 Under Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios Inc. v. Grokster, Ltd., 545 U.S. 913, 930

19 (2005)*, one infringes contributorily by intentionally inducing, encouraging, or materially
20 contributing to direct infringement. Defendants TGP Communications LLC and James

21 Hoft, with actual and constructive knowledge of the direct infringement, actively induced,
22 encouraged, and materially contributed to the infringement by soliciting, procuring, and
23 directing staff writers to incorporate pirated Capitol riot footage into sensationalized

24 articles, providing the technical hosting infrastructure, content management systems

25
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1 (CMYS), digital bandwidth, and editorial authorization necessary to publish and broadcast
2 the infringing media to millions of readers.
3
4 Under Grokster, 545 U.S. at 930*, one infringes vicariously by profiting from
5 direct infringement while declining to exercise aright and ability to stop or limit it.
6 Defendant James Hoft, as the sole managing member, Founder, Chief Executive, and
7 Editor-in-Chief of Defendant TGP Communications LLC, possessed at all material times
8 the absolute legal right and practical supervisory ability to control, direct, supervise, edit,
9 approve, or reject all content published on TheGatewayPundit.com, asjudicially admitted
10 under oath (Exhibit 63; Exhibit 64; Exhibit 65)*.
11
12 Defendants TGP Communications L L C and James Hoft declined and refused to
13 exercise their supervisory dominion to stop, restrain, or limit the direct infringement
14 occurring across their platform, and derived a direct financial benefit from the
15 infringement through increased page impressions, expanded video viewership, enhanced
16 display advertising CPM rates, digital subscription conversions, and reader donation
17 solicitations inextricably tied to the unauthorized display of Plaintiff's exclusive footage.
18
19 By reason of their contributory and vicarious infringement, Defendants TGP
20 Communications LLC and James Hoft are jointly and severally liable with all direct
21 infringers for the full measure of actual damages and profits under 17 U.S.C. § 504(b)?,
22 statutory damages under 17 U.S.C. § 504(c)(2)3, injunctive relief under 17 U.S.C. § 502%,
23 and costs and attorney's fees under 17 U.S.C. § 505™.
24 ||| ofingas contiouorly by nteniondy inducing or g it irrgement an fringesvicariousy by profin fom
. direct infringement while declining to exercise aright to stop or limit it.".
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1 COUNT IV: COMMON LAW DEFAMATION PER SE (SUPPLEMENTAL
2 JURISDICTION -- 28 U.S.C. § 1367)
3 (Against All Defendants)
4
5 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
6 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.
;
8 Defendants, and each of them, published, republished, and continuously
9 disseminated false, unprivileged statements of objective fact concerning Plaintiff to
10 millions of third parties across the internet, including within the State of Utah, through
11 discrete acts of syndication, digital distribution, and commercial monetization persisting
12 through recent statutory periods and following Plaintiff's official executive pardon and
13 legal exoneration.
14
15 Defendants publications falsely charged Plaintiff with the commission of infamous
16 crimes of moral turpitude, violent felony offenses, seditious insurrection, and domestic
17 terrorism, and falsely impugned Plaintiff's professional fitness, integrity, and conduct in
18 hislawful profession as an independent documentary filmmaker and video journalist.
19
20 Under the common law of defamation and Restatement (Second) of Torts § 569
21 (1977)¥, false statements that impute a criminal offense of serious character or subject an
22 individual to hatred, contempt, and professional ruin constitute defamation per se, for
23 which damage to reputation is presumed as a matter of law without proof of special
24 damages (West v. Thomson Newspapers, 872 P.2d 999, 1007-08 (Utah 1994))%®,
25
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1 Defendants published said statements with constitutional and common law actual
2 malice, ill will, and reckless disregard for the truth, acting with the specific intent to
3 villainize, demonize, and commercially monetize Plaintiff's likeness. Defendants
4 entertained serious doubts as to the truth of their publications under &. Amant v.
5 Thompson, 390 U.S. 727, 731-32 (1968)™, and engaged in the purposeful avoidance of the
6 truth under Harte-Hanks Communications, Inc. v. Connaughton, 491 U.S. 657, 692 (1989)*,
7 by intentionally ignoring readily accessible court dockets, unedited video evidence, and
8 official records of executive exoneration.
9
10 Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants' defamatory publications, Plaintiff
11 has suffered immense general, special, compensatory, and reputational damagesin an
12 amount of not less than $323,214,705.66, and is entitled to an award of punitive and
13 exemplary damages against each Defendant pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201° in
14 an amount of not less than $1,292,858,822.63, or four times compensatory damages, to
15 punish their willful and malicious misconduct and deter future defamatory piracy.
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

[37] Utah Supreme Court, West v. Thomson Newspapers, 872 P.2d 999, at 1007-08 (Utah 1994): 'One who publishes alibel of
23 || e matte pubihedimputes o heotner acimindl offensoof aseroschaacier P Peaa b
24 || i mpeschesan idiicuas homesy, ey, o rpuiatin, o impties ciminel conductof mord rpiuce, ety radcng
. presumed damages as a matter of law.".

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0044 | PAGE 44 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.45 Page 45 of

179
1 COUNT V: COMMON LAW FALSE LIGHT INVASION OF PRIVACY
2 (SUPPLEMENTAL JURISDICTION -- 28 U.S.C. § 1367)
3 (Against All Defendants)
4
5 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
6 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.
;
8 Defendants gave widespread public publicity to matters concerning Plaintiff that
9 placed Plaintiff before the public in afalse light within the meaning of Restatement
10 (Second) of Torts § 652E (1977)%, through discrete, continuing, and recent
11 republications, online streaming, and digital distribution within recent statutory periods.
12
13 The false light in which Defendants cast Plaintiff-specifically stigmatizing Plaintiff
14 asaviolent insurrectionary operative, militant Antifa commander, and felony criminal
15 provocateur-constitutes an egregious portrayal that is, and would be to any reasonable
16 person in Plaintiff's circumstances, highly offensive, repellent, and destructive.
17
18 Defendants gave publicity to these defamatory fal sehoods with constitutional actual
19 malice, possessing subjective awareness of falsity or acting in reckless disregard of the
20 truth within the meaning of Russell v. Sandard Corp., 898 P.2d 263, 265-66 (Utah 1995)*,
21 . Amant v. Thompson, 390 U.S. 727, 731-32 (1968)*, and Harte-Hanks
22 Communications, Inc. v. Connaughton, 491 U.S. 657, 692 (1989)*.
23 [39] Utah Supreme Court, Russell v. Standard Corp., 898 P.2d 263, at 265-66 (Utah 1995): 'One who gives publicity to a matter
concerning another that places the other before the public in afalse light is subject to liability to the other for invasion of his
24 ||| Rnomedoeo o i nfeckice ircged 10 1St o e bl mate e e oo TGt m i (e ths wodld
be placed.".
25
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1 Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants false light invasion of privacy,
2 Plaintiff has suffered catastrophic humiliation, severe mental distress, reputational injury,
3 and loss of business opportunities, entitling Plaintiff to substantial compensatory damages
4 of not less than $323,214,705.66 (plus $2,065,000.00 in statutory privacy and false light
5 damages) and exemplary and punitive damages pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201*
6 of not less than $1,292,858,822.63.
;
8 COUNT VI: INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
9 (SUPPLEMENTAL JURISDICTION -- 28 U.S.C. § 1367)
10 (Against All Defendants)
11
12 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
13 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.
14
15 Under Utah law, to establish a claim for intentional infliction of emotional distress,
16 aplaintiff must demonstrate: (1) that the defendant's conduct was intentional or reckless;
17 (2) that the conduct was outrageous and intolerable in that it offended generally accepted
18 standards of decency and morality; (3) that there was a causal connection between the
19 defendant's conduct and the plaintiff's emotional distress; and (4) that the emotional
20 distress suffered was severe (Retherford v. AT& T Communications of Mountain Sates,
21 Inc., 844 P.2d 949, 970-71 (Utah 1992)*; Princev. Bear River Mut. Ins. Co., 2002 UT 68,
22 1137, 56 P.3d 524)*.
23 [39] Utah Supreme Court, Russell v. Standard Corp., 898 P.2d 263, at 265-66 (Utah 1995): 'One who gives publicity to a matter
concerning another that places the other before the public in afalse light is subject to liability to the other for invasion of his
24 ||| Rnomedoeo o i nfeckice ircged 10 1St o e bl mate e e oo TGt m i (e ths wodld
. be placed.".
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1 Defendants engaged in an outrageous, systematic campaign of public demonization
2 and harassment against Plaintiff, intentionally exploiting pirated video footage to visually
3 brand Plaintiff before millions of hostile viewers as a violent domestic terrorist, Antifa
4 ringleader, and criminal agent provocateur who staged and orchestrated the breach of the
5 United States Capitol, persisting in said smears through fresh, recent republications and
6 refusals to retract following Plaintiff's official executive pardon and exoneration.
;
8 Defendants' conduct was so extreme in degree and outrageous in character as to
9 exceed all possible bounds of decency, and to be regarded as atrocious and utterly
10 intolerable in a civilized community. Defendants weaponized the immense reach of
11 TheGatewayPundit.com to target Plaintiff, an individual citizen and documentary
12 filmmaker residing in Utah, purposefully subjecting Plaintiff to an unending torrent of
13 public vitriol, death threats, vigilantism, and terror, and maliciously refused to retract or
14 remove their defamatory fabrications even after official court records, Department of
15 Justice filings, and executive pardons conclusively proved that Plaintiff was neither Antifa
16 nor aviolent instigator.
17
18 Defendants acted intentionally, with actual malice and ill will, or in reckless
19 disregard of the near certainty that their sustained public smears would inflict catastrophic
20 psychic trauma, terror, and emotional collapse upon Plaintiff.
21 [40] Utah Supreme Court, Retherford v. AT& T Communications of Mountain States, Inc., 844 P.2d 949, at 970-71 (Utah 1992):

‘an action for intentional infliction of emotional distress may be maintained where the defendant's conduct was intentional or
22 reckless, was outrageous and intolerable in that it offended generally accepted standards of decency and morality, caused

emotional distress, and where the emotional distress was severe.'.
23 [41] Utah Supreme Court, Princev. Bear River Mut. Ins. Co., 2002 UT 68, at 1 37, 56 P.3d 524 (Utah 2002): 'To sustain an action

for intentional infliction of emotional distress, a plaintiff must show: (1) that the defendant's conduct was intentional or reckless;

(2) that the conduct was outrageous and intolerable in that it offended generally accepted standards of decency and morality; (3)
24 that there was a causal connection between the defendant's conduct and the plaintiff's emotional distress; and (4) that the

emotional distress suffered was severe.'.
25
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1 Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants' outrageous and intolerable
2 misconduct, Plaintiff suffered and continues to suffer extreme, severe, and disabling
3 emotional distress, including intense psychic trauma, constant fear of assassination and
4 physical attack, severe panic, humiliation, sleeplessness, and total disruption of daily life,
5 entitling Plaintiff to an award of compensatory damages in an amount of not less than
6 $323,214,705.66 (including $501,042.12 in incitement hazard damages), and exemplary
7 and punitive damages pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201" of not less than
8 $1,292,858,822.63 against all Defendants.
9
10 COUNT VII: CIVIL CONSPIRACY (SUPPLEMENTAL JURISDICTION --28U.S.C. 8
11 1367)
12 (Against All Defendants)
13
14 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
15 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.
16
17 Under Utah law, aclaim for civil conspiracy requires proof of: (1) an agreement
18 between two or more parties; (2) an unlawful objective or alawful objective accomplished
19 by unlawful means; (3) a meeting of the minds on the object or course of action; (4) one or
20 more overt acts taken in furtherance of the conspiracy; and (5) damages resulting from the
21 act or acts (Alta Industries Ltd. v. Hurst, 846 P.2d 1282, 1290 n.17 (Utah 1993)**; Pohl,
22 Inc. of America v. Webelhuth, 2008 UT 89, 1 29, 201 P.3d 944)*.
23
24
25
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1 Defendants entered into an express and implied conspiratorial agreement, concert
2 of action, and meeting of the minds among themselves and with third-party digital
3 agitators to accomplish an unlawful objective and to execute unlawful means: specificaly,
4 to unlawfully expropriate, re-host, strip CMI from, and exploit Plaintiff's copyrighted
5 footage without payment or authorization, while concurrently manufacturing,
6 coordinating, syndicating, and repeatedly republishing a malicious false narrative falsely
7 accusing Plaintiff of violent federal crimes and domestic terrorism to generate digital
8 advertising revenues, drive website traffic, and solicit partisan political donations.
9
10 In furtherance of said conspiracy and to achieve its unlawful objectives, Defendants
11 performed numerous overt acts, including but not limited to:

12 (a) Unlawfully downloading, re-encoding, stripping CMI from, and uploading Plaintiff's
13 copyrighted audiovisual recording onto TGP content delivery networks and video

14 channels;

15 (b) Conceiving, authoring, editing, and publishing a coordinated series of sensationalized
16 articles authored by Defendants Castronuova, Powe, Linebarger, Fairbanks, Joe Hoft,
17 and James Hoft across TheGatewayPundit.com incorporating the pirated media;

18 (c) Cross-promoting and syndicating the pirated footage and defamatory articles across

19 socia media platforms, Y ouTube, and Rumble to amplify public outrage and
20 maximize monetization yields; and
21
[42] Utah Supreme Court, AltaIndustries Ltd. v. Hurst, 846 P.2d 1282, at 1290 n.17 (Utah 1993): ‘A civil conspiracy claim
22 requires: (1) an agreement between two or more parties; (2) an unlawful objective or alawful objective accomplished by unlawful
means; (3) ameeting of the minds on the object or course of action; (4) one or more overt acts taken in furtherance of the
23 conspiracy; and (5) damages resulting from the act or acts.'.

[43] Utah Supreme Court, Pohl, Inc. of Americav. Webelhuth, 2008 UT 89, at 1 29, 201 P.3d 944 (Utah 2008): 'A civil conspiracy
consists of: (1) an agreement between two or more parties; (2) an unlawful objective or alawful objective accomplished by
unlawful means; (3) a meeting of the minds on the object or course of action; (4) one or more overt acts taken in furtherance of
the conspiracy; and (5) damages resulting from the act or acts.".

24

25
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1 (d) Jointly and deliberately rejecting retraction demands and ignoring official judicial
2 records confirming Plaintiff's innocence to sustain their lucrative conspiratorial
3 enterprise.
4
5 Asadirect, intended, and proximate result of Defendants civil conspiracy and the
6 unlawful overt acts committed in furtherance thereof, Plaintiff has suffered catastrophic
7 financial, professional, and personal injury, including the destruction of hislicensing
8 market, total loss of reputation, severe emotional trauma, and substantial special damages.
9
10 By reason of their concerted conspiratorial action, Defendants are jointly and
11 severdly liable for all damages arising from each underlying tort and statutory violation,
12 establishing cumulative joint and several liability exceeding $2,380,424,916.30.
13
14 COUNT VIII: FALSE COMMERCIAL ADVERTISING AND UNFAIR COMPETITION
15 UNDER THE LANHAM ACT (15 U.S.C. § 1125(A)(1)(B))
16 (Against All Defendants)
17
18 Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference each preceding paragraph of this
19 Complaint as though set forth fully and verbatim herein.
20
21 Plaintiff is an independent documentary filmmaker and video journalist whose
22 professional reputation, authorial brand, and commercial licensing activities constitute
23 commercia activities and trade protected against unfair competition under the Lanham
24 Act.
25
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1 Defendants, and each of them, in commercial advertising and promotion distributed
2 In interstate commerce across TheGatewayPundit.com, associated Y ouTube livestreams,
3 and syndicated social media channels, used in commerce words, terms, names, and false
4 and misleading descriptions and representations of fact concerning Plaintiff and Plaintiff's
5 commercia video journalism.
6
7 Specifically, in commercial articles, digital broadcast streams, and adjacent
8 programmatic display advertising banners designed to solicit paid subscriptions, generate
9 advertising impressions, and drive commercial traffic, Defendants misrepresented the
10 nature, characteristics, and qualities of Plaintiff's commercial journalistic services and
11 copyrighted documentary footage, falsely portraying Plaintiff asaviolent, criminal
12 "Antifa-BLM" instigator rather than an independent video journalist, and falsely claiming
13 that Defendants were broadcasting authentic, proprietary news coverage while concealing
14 Plaintiff's lawful copyright ownership.
15
16 Defendants commercial misrepresentations actually deceived, and possessed the
17 inherent capacity and tendency to deceive, a substantial segment of the commercial
18 audience and prospective media licensees, leading viewers, commercial advertisers, and
19 third-party broadcast purchasers to believe that Plaintiff's documentary work was the
20 unlawful product of a violent participant, thereby severely impairing and destroying
21 Plaintiff's primary commercial licensing market.
22
23 Defendants false and misleading commercia descriptions were material, directly
24 influencing consumer viewing choices, display advertising engagement, commercial
25
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1 licensing inquiries, and reader subscription conversions across Defendants commercial
2 media network.
3
4 Defendants caused their false commercial statements and advertising promotions to
5 enter interstate commerce, distributing said publications across state lines to millions of
6 internet users, including throughout the State of Utah.
;
8 Asadirect, intended, and proximate result of Defendants' false commercial
9 advertising and unfair competition in violation of Section 43(a) of the Lanham Act, 15
10 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B)®, Plaintiff has suffered substantial competitive, commercial, and
11 reputational damages, and Defendants have wrongfully derived substantial gross
12 advertising revenues and net commercial profits directly attributable to their unlawful
13 commercial advertising campaign.
14
15 Pursuant to Section 35(a) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a)’, Plaintiff is
16 entitled to an accounting and complete disgorgement of all profits derived by Defendants
17 from their false advertising and unfair competition in an amount of not less than
18 $2,118,843.62, an award of actual commercial business interference damages sustained by
19 Plaintiff of not less than $3,500,000.00, an award of treble damages or enhanced profits of
20 up to three times actua profits pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a) in an amount of
21 $6,356,530.86, full costs of this action, and reasonable attorney's fees under the
22 exceptional-case standard of Section 1117(a), together with comprehensive injunctive
23 relief restraining further false commercial representations under 15 U.S.C. § 1116.
24
25
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1 ARTICLE VI.PRAYER FOR RELIEF
2
3 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff John Earle Sullivan respectfully requests that this Court
4 enter judgment in his favor and against Defendants TGP Communications LLC, James
5 Hoft, Joe Hoft, Cara Castronuova, Alicia Powe, Cullen Linebarger, and Cassandra
6 Fairbanks, jointly and severally, and grant the following relief:
;
8 1. Declaratory Judgment: Enter adeclaratory judgment that Defendants have willfully
9 infringed Plaintiff's exclusive copyrightsin The Insurrection of The United Sates
10 Capitol (PA 2-585-152) under 17 U.S.C. § 501°, that Defendants violated 17 U.S.C. §
11 1202(b) by intentionally removing and altering copyright management information,
12 that Defendants TGP Communications LL C and James Hoft are contributorily and
13 vicariously liable for copyright infringement, that Defendants engaged in false
14 commercia advertising and unfair competition under 15 U.S.C. 8§ 1125(a)(1)(B), that
15 Defendant James Hoft is the alter ego of Defendant TGP Communications LLC, that
16 Defendants published false, defamatory, and fal se-light statements concerning
17 Plaintiff with actual malice, that Defendants committed intentional infliction of
18 emotional distress, and that Defendants engaged in an unlawful civil conspiracy;
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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1 2. Preliminary and Permanent Injunctive Relief: Enter preliminary and permanent
2 injunctions pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1116, 17 U.S.C. § 502%, and 17 U.S.C. §
3 1203(b)(1)° commanding Defendants, their officers, agents, employees, and all
4 persons acting in concert with them, to immediately take down, remove, and
5 permanently expunge al copies, displays, and streams of Plaintiff's Copyrighted Work
6 from TheGatewayPundit.com, associated websites, and syndicated third-party video
7 hosts; to immediately retract and delete al fifty-four (54) false and defamatory articles
8 accusing Plaintiff of being an Antifaleader, violent rioter, or criminal instigator; and
9 to cease and desist from any further unauthorized reproduction, distribution, display,
10 false commercial advertising, or defamatory characterization of Plaintiff or his
11 copyrighted footage;
12 3. Monetary Damages for Direct, Contributory, and Vicarious Copyright
13 Infringement: Award Plaintiff, at his election prior to final judgment, either:
14 (a) Actual damages suffered by Plaintiff as aresult of the direct, contributory, and
15 vicarious infringement and any profits of Defendants attributable to the infringement
16 pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504(b), in an amount to be proven at trial; or
17 (b) Maximum statutory damages pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504(c)(2) of $150,000.00 for each
18 of the four (4) registered video works infringed willfully, totaling $600,000.00, as
19 provided by law;
20 4. Statutory Damages for Removal of Copyright Management Information: Award
21 Plaintiff, at his election prior to final judgment, statutory damages pursuant to 17
22 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(3)(B)° of up to $25,000.00 to $37,500.00 for each of the four (4)
23 discrete violations of 17 U.S.C. § 12025, totaling $150,000.00, or actual damages and
24 profits pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 1203(c)(2)°;
25
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1 5. Disgorgement of Profitsand Enhanced Damages for Lanham Act False
2 Advertising: Award Plaintiff on Count V1II the full accounting and disgorgement of
3 Defendants net commercia advertising profits attributable to their false commercial
4 advertising and unfair competition pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a)” in an amount of
5 not less than $2,118,843.62, together with enhanced treble profits pursuant to 15
6 U.S.C. 8§1117(a) totaling $6,356,530.86, and commercia business interference
7 damages of not less than $3,500,000.00;
8 6. Alter Ego Liability Declaration: Enter an order and decree declaring that Defendant
9 James Hoft is the alter ego of Defendant TGP CommunicationsLLC and is
10 personally, jointly and severally liable for the full amount of any and all judgments,
11 awards, damages, costs, and fees entered against Defendant TGP Communications
12 LLGC;
13 7. Compensatory, General, and Special Tort Damages: Award Plaintiff compensatory,
14 general presumed, and special damages on Counts 1V, V, VI, and VII for severe
15 reputational destruction, mental anguish, severe emotional distress, humiliation, and
16 impairment of earning capacity, in an amount of not less than $329,699,993.57
17 (comprising $323,214,705.66 in presumed general defamation harm, $2,065,000.00 in
18 false light and statutory privacy damages, $501,042.12 in I|ED hazard surcharge,
19 $419,245.79 in foreseeable downstream republication harm, and $3,500,000.00 in
20 commercia business interference damages);
21
22
23
24
25
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1 8. Punitive and Exemplary Damages. Award Plaintiff punitive and exemplary damages
2 against each Defendant pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201" in an amount of
3 not less than $1,292,858,822.63, or four times presumed general defamation damages,
4 sufficient to punish their willful, malicious, and intentional misconduct and to deter
5 future unlawful acts,
6 9. Total Cumulative M onetary Judgment: Enter final judgment against Defendants TGP
7 Communications LL C and James Hoft, jointly and severally, in an aggregate
8 cumulative amount of not less than $2,380,424,916.30;
9 10. Pre-Judgment Attachment and Security: Enter an order pursuant to Rule 64 of the
10 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure’ and Utah R. Civ. P. 64A/64C granting a
11 pre-judgment writ of attachment and freezing Defendants' liquid investment and
12 financia accounts to prevent further bad-faith fraudulent asset transfers during the
13 pendency of this action;

14 11. Costsand Litigation Expenses. Award Plaintiff all costs of thisaction, litigation

15 expenses, and statutory attorney's fees pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1117(a)’, 17 U.S.C. §8
16 505", and 1203(b)(4)-(5)°, and al applicable rules;

17 12. Pre-Judgment and Post-Judgment Interest: Award Plaintiff pre-judgment and

18 post-judgment interest at the maximum legal rates; and

19 13. Further Relief: Grant such other, further, or different legal and equitable relief asthis
20 Court deemsjust, proper, and equitable.

21
22
23
24

25
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1 DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

3 Plaintiff John Earle Sullivan hereby demands atrial by jury on al issues, clams,
4 and defenses so triable as a matter of right pursuant to Rule 38(b) of the Federal Rules of

5 Civil Procedure® and the United States Constitution®, amend. V112,

7 DATED this 28th day of September, 2026.
8 Respectfully submitted,
9

Sl

10 [
hn Earle Sullivan

Yl praintiff Pro Se
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

25
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1 VERIFICATION AND UNSWORN DECLARATION
2
3 I, John Earle Sullivan, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United
4 States of America pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746* and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
5 11(b) that:
6
7 1. I am the Plaintiff in the above-captioned civil action;
8 2. | have read the foregoing Verified Complaint and possess direct persona knowledge of
9 the facts, occurrences, and circumstances averred herein,
10 3. All factual allegations, evidentiary representations, and statements of injury contained in
11 this Verified Complaint are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information,
12 and belief formed after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances;
13 4. Any financial declaration or affidavit submitted in support of my concurrent Motion for
14 Leave to Proceed In Forma Pauperis under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(a)(1) accurately and
15 truthfully represents my complete financial status; and
16 5. Thisaction is prosecuted in objective good faith, without any malicious, frivolous, or
17 vexatious intent, to vindicate actionable statutory and constitutional rights.
18
19 Executed on September 28, 2026, at Erda, Tooele County, State of Utah, within the
20 District of Utah.
21
C| ebiSt
23 hn Earle Sullivan
2l Plaintiff Pro Se
25
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
2
3 The undersigned hereby certifies that on this September 28, 2026, a true and correct
4 copy of the foregoing PLAINTIFF'S VERIFIED COMPLAINT was submitted for filing
5 with the Clerk of the Court for the United States District Court for the District of Utah.
6 Because the Plaintiff is concurrently applying for Leave to Proceed In Forma Pauperis
7 pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a) and moving for Court-Directed Service by the United
8 States Marshals Service pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d) and Federal Rule of Civil
9 Procedure 4(c)(3), formal personal service of process upon Defendants has not been
10 executed and will be executed by the United States Marshals Service upon the Court's
11 approval of the In Forma Pauperis application and issuance of summonses.
12
13 SERVICE RECIPIENTS:
14
15 TGP Communications LLC d/b/a The Gateway Pundit - James Hoft - Managing Member & Editor-in-Chief
16 Corporate Defendant 5105 Lindell Boulevard, Saint Louis, MO 63108
17 117 South Lexington Street, Suite 100, Harrisonville, MO 64701 | Email: jim@thegatewaypundit.com
18 Email: contact@thegatewaypundit.com
19
20
21
22
[44] Unsworn Declarations Under Penalty of Perjury, at 28 U.S.C. § 1746 (1976): 'Wherever, under any law of the United States
23 or under any rule, regulation, order, or requirement made pursuant to law, any matter is required or permitted to be supported,
evidenced, established, or proved by the sworn declaration, verification, certificate, statement, oath, or affidavit, in writing of the
24 ||| Unawor decaaton, crificate vaificton, or Saament, iingof achprsom which s b i, 26
penalty of perjury, and dated...": 'Congress of the United States, 28 U.S.C. § 1746'
25
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1 Cara Castronuova - Investigative Reporter Alicia Powe - Investigative Journalist
2 1314 Times Avenue, Elmont, NY 11003 2039 Admira Drive, Stafford, VA 22554
3 Email: ccastronuova@thegatewaypundit.com Email: alicia.powe@thegatewaypundit.com
4
5 Cassandra Fairbanks - Contributing Author Cullen Linebarger - Contributing Author
6 1043 Lakeside Drive, Harpers Ferry, WV 25425 2461 North Stevens Street, Alexandria, VA 22311
7 Email: cassandra@thegatewaypundit.com Email: cullen.linebarger @thegatewaypundit.com
8
9 Joe Hoft - Contributing Author & Associate
10 8750 South Ocean Drive, Unit 534, Jensen Beach, FL 34957
11 Email: jhoft@thegatewaypundit.com
12

13 DATED this 28th day of September, 2026.

o SH.
e
[

15

hn Earle Sullivan
16

Plaintiff Pro Se
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

25
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ADDENDUMS

ADDENDUM A
17 U.S.C. 8102 - Subject Matter of Copyright: In General

17 U.S.C. § 102 - Subject Matter of Copyright: In General

(a) In General.-Copyright protection subsists, in accordance with this title, in original
works of authorship fixed in any tangible medium of expression, now known or later
developed, from which they can be perceived, reproduced, or otherwise communicated,
either directly or with the aid of a machine or device. Works of authorship include the
following categories:

(2) literary works;

(2) musical works, including any accompanying words;
(3) dramatic works, including any accompanying music;
(4) pantomimes and choreographic works;

(5) pictorial, graphic, and sculptural works;

(6) motion pictures and other audiovisual works;

(7) sound recordings; and

(8) architectural works.

(b) In no case does copyright protection for an original work of authorship extend to any
idea, procedure, process, system, method of operation, concept, principle, or discovery,
regardiess of the form in which it is described, explained, illustrated, or embodied in such
work.

ADDENDUM B
17 U.S.C. § 106 - Exclusive Rightsin Copyrighted Works

17 U.SC. 8§ 106 - Exclusive Rights in Copyrighted Works

Subject to sections 107 through 122, the owner of copyright under this title has the
exclusive rights to do and to authorize any of the following:

(2) to reproduce the copyrighted work in copies or phonorecords;
(2) to prepare derivative works based upon the copyrighted work;

(3) to distribute copies or phonorecords of the copyrighted work to the public by sale or
other transfer of ownership, or by rental, lease, or lending;

(4) in the case of literary, musical, dramatic, and choreographic works, pantomimes, and
motion pictures and other audiovisual works, to perform the copyrighted work publicly;

(5) in the case of literary, musical, dramatic, and choreographic works, pantomimes, and
pictorial, graphic, or sculptural works, including the individual images of a motion picture
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or other audiovisual work, to display the copyrighted work publicly; and

(6) in the case of sound recordings, to perform the copyrighted work publicly by means of a
digital audio transmission.

ADDENDUM C
17 U.S.C. §410 - Registration of Claim and I ssuance of Certificate

17 U.S.C. § 410 - Registration of Claim and Issuance of Certificate

(a) When, after examination, the Register of Copyrights determines that, in accordance
with the provisions of this title, the material deposited constitutes copyrightable subject
matter and that the other legal and formal requirements of this title have been met, the
Register shall register the claim and issue to the applicant a certificate of registration
under the seal of the Copyright Office. The certificate shall contain the information given
in the application, together with the number and effective date of the registration.

(b) In any case in which the Register of Copyrights determines that, in accordance with the
provisions of this title, the material deposited does not constitute copyrightable subject
matter or that the claim is invalid for any other reason, the Register shall refuse
registration and shall notify the applicant in writing of the reasons for such refusal.

(c) Inany judicial proceedings the certificate of a registration made before or within five
years after first publication of the work shall constitute prima facie evidence of the validity
of the copyright and of the facts stated in the certificate. The evidentiary weight to be
accorded the certificate of a registration made thereafter shall be within the discretion of
the court.

(d) The effective date of a copyright registration is the day on which an application,
deposit, and fee, which are later determined by the Register of Copyrights or by a court of
competent jurisdiction to be acceptable for registration, have all been received in the
Copyright Office.
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ADDENDUM D
17 U.S.C. 8 501 - Infringement of Copyright

17 U.S.C. § 501 - Infringement of Copyright

(a) Anyone who violates any of the exclusive rights of the copyright owner as provided by
sections 106 through 122 or of the author as provided in section 106A(a), or who imports
copies or phonorecords into the United Sates in violation of section 602, is an infringer of
the copyright or right of the author, as the case may be. For purposes of this chapter (other
than section 506), any reference to copyright shall be deemed to include the rights
conferred by section 106A(a). As used in this subsection, the term "anyone" includes any
Sate, any instrumentality of a Sate, and any officer or employee of a Sate or
instrumentality of a Sate acting in his or her official capacity. Any Sate, and any such
instrumentality, officer, or employee, shall be subject to the provisions of this title in the
same manner and to the same extent as any nongover nmental entity.

(b) The legal or beneficial owner of an exclusive right under a copyright is entitled, subject
to the requirements of section 411, to ingtitute an action for any infringement of that
particular right committed while he or sheisthe owner of it.

ADDENDUM E
17 U.S.C. 8 504 - Remediesfor Infringement: Damages and Profits

17 U.S.C. § 504 - Remedies for Infringement: Damages and Profits

(a) In General. Except as otherwise provided by thistitle, an infringer of copyright isliable
for either-

(1) the copyright owner's actual damages and any additional profits of the infringer, as
provided by subsection (b); or

(2) statutory damages, as provided by subsection (c).

(b) Actual Damages and Profits. The copyright owner is entitled to recover the actual
damages suffered by him or her as a result of the infringement, and any profits of the
infringer that are attributable to the infringement and are not taken into account in
computing the actual damages. In establishing the infringer's profits, the copyright owner
is required to present proof only of the infringer's gross revenue, and the infringer is
required to prove his or her deductible expenses and the elements of profit attributable to
factors other than the copyrighted work.

(c) Satutory Damages.

(1) Except as provided by clause (2) of this subsection, the copyright owner may elect, at
any time before final judgment is rendered, to recover, instead of actual damages and
profits, an award of statutory damages for all infringements involved in the action, with
respect to any one work, for which any one infringer is liable individually, or for which any
two or more infringers are liable jointly and severally, in a sum of not less than $750 or
more than $30,000 as the court considers just. For the purposes of this subsection, all the
parts of a compilation or derivative work constitute one work.
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(2) In a case where the copyright owner sustains the burden of proving, and the court finds,
that infringement was committed willfully, the court in its discretion may increase the
award of statutory damages to a sum of not more than $150,000. In a case where the
infringer sustains the burden of proving, and the court finds, that such infringer was not
aware and had no reason to believe that his or her acts constituted an infringement of
copyright, the court in its discretion may reduce the award of statutory damages to a sum
of not less than $200.

ADDENDUM F
17 U.S.C. 8 505 - Remediesfor Infringement: Costs and Attorney's Fees

17 U.SC. § 505 - Remedies for Infringement: Costs and Attorney's Fees

In any civil action under this title, the court in its discretion may allow the recovery of full
costs by or against any party other than the United States or an officer thereof. Except as
otherwise provided by thistitle, the court may also award a reasonable attorney's fee to the
prevailing party as part of the costs.

ADDENDUM G
28 U.S.C. § 1331 - Federal Question Jurisdiction

28 U.SC. § 1331 - Federal Question Jurisdiction

The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions arising under the
Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United Sates.

ADDENDUM H
28 U.S.C. § 1338 - Patents, Plant Variety Protection, Copyrights, Mask Works, Designs, Trademarks,
and Unfair Competition

28 U.SC. § 1338 - Patents, Plant Variety Protection, Copyrights, Mask Works, Designs,
Trademarks, and Unfair Competition

(a) The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of any civil action arising under any
Act of Congress relating to patents, plant variety protection, copyrights and trademarks.
No Sate court shall have jurisdiction over any claim for relief arising under any Act of
Congress relating to patents, plant variety protection, or copyrights. For purposes of this
subsection, the term "Sate" includes any Sate of the United States, the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the United States Virgin Islands, American
Samoa, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands.

(b) The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of any civil action asserting a claim
of unfair competition when joined with a substantial and related claim under the copyright,
patent, plant variety protection or trademark laws.
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ADDENDUM |
28 U.S.C. § 1367 - Supplemental Jurisdiction

28 U.S.C. § 1367 - Supplemental Jurisdiction

(a) Except as provided in subsections (b) and (c) or as expressly provided otherwise by
Federal statute, in any civil action of which the district courts have original jurisdiction,
the district courts shall have supplemental jurisdiction over all other claims that are so
related to claims in the action within such original jurisdiction that they form part of the
same case or controversy under Article Il of the United Sates Constitution. Such
supplemental jurisdiction shall include claims that involve the joinder or intervention of
additional parties.

(b) In any civil action of which the district courts have original jurisdiction founded solely
on section 1332 of this title, the district courts shall not have supplemental jurisdiction
under subsection (a) over claims by plaintiffs against persons made parties under Rule 14,
19, 20, or 24 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, or over claims by persons seeking to
intervene as plaintiffs under Rule 24 of such rules, or claims by plaintiffs joined under Rule
19 of such rules, when exercising supplemental jurisdiction over such claims would be
inconsistent with the jurisdictional requirements of section 1332.

(c) Thedistrict courts may decline to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over a claim under
subsection (a) if:

(2) the claim raises a novel or complex issue of Sate law,

(2) the claim substantially predominates over the claim or claims over which the district
court has original jurisdiction,

(3) the district court has dismissed all claims over which it has original jurisdiction, or

(4) in exceptional circumstances, there are other compelling reasons for declining
jurisdiction.

ADDENDUM J
28 U.S.C. § 1391 - Venue Generally

28 U.S.C. § 1391 - Venue Generally
(b) Venuein General. A civil action may be brought in:

() ajudicial district in which any defendant resides, if all defendants are residents of the
Satein which the district is located;

(2) ajudicial district in which a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to
the claim occurred, or a substantial part of property that is the subject of the action is
situated; or

(3) if there is no district in which an action may otherwise be brought as provided in this
section, any judicial district in which any defendant is subject to the court's personal
jurisdiction with respect to such action.
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ADDENDUM K
28 U.S.C. § 1400 - Patents and Copyrights, Mask Works, and Designs

28 U.S.C. § 1400 - Patents and Copyrights, Mask Works, and Designs

(a) Civil actions, suits, or proceedings arising under any Act of Congress relating to
copyrights or exclusive rights in mask works or designs may be instituted in the district in
which the defendant or his agent resides or may be found.

ADDENDUM L
28 U.S.C. 81746 - Unswor n Declarations Under Penalty of Perjury

28 U.S.C. § 1746 - Unsworn Declarations Under Penalty of Perjury

Wherever, under any law of the United States or under any rule, regulation, order, or
requirement made pursuant to law, any matter is required or permitted to be supported,
evidenced, established, or proved by the sworn declaration, verification, certificate,
statement, oath, or affidavit, in writing of the person making the same... such matter may,
with like force and effect, be supported, evidenced, established, or proved by the unsworn
declaration, certificate, verification, or statement, in writing of such person which is
subscribed by him, as true under penalty of perjury, and dated, in substantially the
following form:

"I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United
Sates of America that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on (date). (Sgnature)”.

ADDENDUM M
Utah Code Ann. 8 78B-3-205 - Acts Submitting Person to Jurisdiction

Utah Code Ann. § 78B-3-205 - Acts Submitting Person to Jurisdiction

Notwithstanding Section 16-1a-503, any person or personal representative of the person,
whether or not a citizen or resident of this state, who, in person or through an agent, does
any of the following enumerated acts is subject to the jurisdiction of the courts of this state
asto any claimarising out of or related to:

(2) the transaction of any business within this state;

(2) contracting to supply services or goodsin this state;

(3) the causing of any injury within this state whether tortious or by breach of warranty;
(4) the ownership, use, or possession of any real estate situated in this state;

(5) contracting to insure any person, property, or risk located within this state at the time
of contracting;

(6) with respect to actions of divorce, separate maintenance, or child support, having
resided, in the marital relationship, within this state notwithstanding subsequent departure
fromthe state; or the commission in this state of the act giving rise to the claim, so long as
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that act is not a mere omission, failure to act, or occurrence over which the defendant had
no control; or

(7) the commission of sexual intercourse within this state which gives rise to a parentage
action under Title 81, Chapter 5, Uniform Parentage Act, to determine parentage for the
pur pose of establishing responsibility for child support.

ADDENDUM N
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 38 - Right toa Jury Trial; Demand

Fed. R. Civ. P. 38 - Right to a Jury Trial; Demand

(a) Right Preserved. Theright of trial by jury as declared by the Seventh Amendment to the
Constitution-or as provided by a federal statute-is preserved to the partiesinviolate.

(b) Demand. On any issuetriable of right by a jury, a party may demand a jury trial by:

(1) serving the other parties with a written demand-which may be included in a
pleading-no later than 14 days after the last pleading directed to the issue is served; and
(2) filing the demand in accordance with Rule 5(d).

(c) Specifying Issues. In its demand, a party may specify the issues that it wishes to have
tried by a jury; otherwise, it is considered to have demanded a jury trial on all the issues so
triable. If the party has demanded a jury trial on only some issues, any other party
may-within 14 days after being served with the demand or within a shorter time ordered by
the court-serve a demand for a jury trial on any other or all factual issuestriable by jury.

(d) Waiver; Withdrawal. A party waives a jury trial unless its demand is properly served
and filed. A proper demand may be withdrawn only if the parties consent.

(e) Admiralty and Maritime Claims. These rules do not create a right to a jury trial on
issuesin a claimthat isan admiralty or maritime claim under Rule 9(h).

ADDENDUM O
17 U.S.C. 81202 - Integrity of Copyright Management Information

17 U.SC. § 1202 - Integrity of Copyright Management | nformation

(a) False Copyright Management Information.-No person shall knowingly and with the
intent to induce, enable, facilitate, or conceal infringement-

(2) provide copyright management information that is false, or
(2) distribute or import for distribution copyright management information that is false.

(b) Removal or Alteration of Copyright Management Information.-No person shall, without
the authority of the copyright owner or the law-

(2) intentionally remove or alter any copyright management information,

(2) distribute or import for distribution copyright management information knowing that
the copyright management information has been removed or altered without authority of
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the copyright owner or the law, or

(3) distribute, import for distribution, or publicly perform works, copies of works, or
phonorecords, knowing that copyright management information has been removed or
altered without authority of the copyright owner or the law,

knowing, or, with respect to civil remedies under section 1203, having reasonable grounds
to know, that it will induce, enable, facilitate, or conceal infringement of any right under
thistitle.

(c) Definition.-As used in this section, the term "copyright management information”
means any of the following information conveyed in connection with copies or
phonorecords of a work or performances or displays of a work, including in digital form,
except that such term does not include any personally identifying information about a user
of awork or of a copy, phonorecord, performance, or display of a work:

(1) Thetitle and other information identifying the work, including the information set forth
on a notice of copyright.

(2) The name of, and other identifying information about, the author of a work.

(3) The name of, and other identifying information about, the copyright owner of the work,
including the information set forth in a notice of copyright.

(4) With the exception of public performances of works by radio and television broadcast
stations, the name of, and other identifying information about, a performer whose
performance is fixed in a work other than an audiovisual work.

(5) In the case of an audiovisual work, the name of, and other identifying information
about, a writer, performer, or director who is credited in the audiovisual work.

(6) Terms and conditions for use of the work.

(7) ldentifying numbers or symbols referring to such information or links to such
information.

(8) Such other information as the Register of Copyrights may prescribe by regulation,
except that the Register of Copyrights may not require the provision of any information
concerning the user of a copyrighted work.

ADDENDUM P
17 U.S.C. § 1203 - Civil Remedies

17 U.SC. § 1203 - Civil Remedies

(a) Civil Actions.-Any person injured by a violation of section 1201 or 1202 may bring a
civil actionin an appropriate United States district court for such violation.

(b) Powers of the Court.-In an action brought under subsection (a), the court-

(1) may grant temporary and permanent injunctions on such terms as it deems reasonable
to prevent or restrain a violation, but in no event shall impose a prior restraint on free
speech or the press protected under the 1st amendment to the Constitution;
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(2) at any time while an action is pending, may order the impounding, on such terms as it
deems reasonable, of any device or product that is in the custody or control of the alleged
violator and that the court has reasonable cause to believe was involved in a violation;

(3) may award damages under subsection (c);

(4) in its discretion may allow the recovery of costs by or against any party other than the
United States or an officer thereof;

(5) initsdiscretion may award reasonable attorney's fees to the prevailing party; and

(6) may, as part of a final judgment or decree finding a violation, order the remedial
modification or the destruction of any device or product involved in the violation that isin
the custody or control of the violator or has been impounded under paragraph (2).

(c) Award of Damages.-

(2) In general.-Except as otherwise provided in this title, a person committing a violation
of section 1201 or 1202 isliable for either-

(A) the actual damages and any additional profits of the violator, as provided in paragraph
(2), or

(B) statutory damages, as provided in paragraph (3).

(2) Actual damages.-The court shall award to the complaining party the actual damages
suffered by the party as a result of the violation, and any profits of the violator that are
attributable to the violation and are not taken into account in computing the actual
damages, if the complaining party elects such damages at any time before final judgment is
entered.

(3) Satutory damages.-

(A) At any time before final judgment is entered, a complaining party may elect to recover
an award of statutory damages for each violation of section 1201 in the sum of not less
than $200 or more than $2,500 per act of circumvention, device, product, component,
offer, or performance of service, asthe court considers just.

(B) At any time before final judgment is entered, a complaining party may elect to recover
an award of statutory damages for each violation of section 1202 in the sum of not less
than $2,500 or more than $25,000.

(4) Repeated violations.-In any case in which the injured party sustains the burden of
proving, and the court finds, that a person has violated section 1201 or 1202 within 3 years
after a final judgment was entered against the person for another such violation, the court
may increase the award of damages up to triple the amount that would otherwise be
awarded, as the court considersjust.

(5) Innocent violations.-

(A) In general.-The court in its discretion may reduce or remit the total award of damages
in any case in which the violator sustains the burden of proving, and the court finds, that
the violator was not aware and had no reason to believe that its acts constituted a
violation.

(B) Nonprofit library, archives, educational institutions, or public broadcasting entities.-
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(i) Definition.-In this subparagraph, the term " public broadcasting entity" has the meaning
given such term under section 118(f).

(if) In general.-In the case of a nonprofit library, archives, educational institution, or
public broadcasting entity, the court shall remit damages in any case in which the library,
archives, educational institution, or public broadcasting entity sustains the burden of
proving, and the court finds, that the library, archives, educational institution, or public
broadcasting entity was not aware and had no reason to believe that its acts constituted a
violation.

ADDENDUM Q
17 U.S.C. 8411 - Registration and Civil Infringement Actions

17 U.SC. § 411 - Registration and Civil Infringement Actions

(a) Except for an action brought for a violation of the rights of the author under section
106A(a), and subject to the provisions of subsection (b), no civil action for infringement of
the copyright in any United States work shall be instituted until preregistration or
registration of the copyright claim has been made in accordance with thistitle. In any case,
however, where the deposit, application, and fee required for registration have been
delivered to the Copyright Office in proper form and registration has been refused, the
applicant is entitled to institute a civil action for infringement if notice thereof, with a copy
of the complaint, is served on the Register of Copyrights. The Register may, at his or her
option, become a party to the action with respect to the issue of registrability of the
copyright claim by entering an appearance within sixty days after such service, but the
Register's failure to become a party shall not deprive the court of jurisdiction to determine
that issue.

(b)(1) A certificate of registration satisfies the requirements of this section and section 412,
regardless of whether the certificate contains any inaccurate information, unless-

(A) the inaccurate information was included on the application for copyright registration
with knowledge that it was inaccurate; and

(B) the inaccuracy of the information, if known, would have caused the Register of
Copyrightsto refuse registration.

(2) In any case in which inaccurate information described under paragraph (1) is alleged,
the court shall request the Register of Copyrights to advise the court whether the
inaccurate information, if known, would have caused the Register of Copyrights to refuse
registration.

(3) Nothing in this subsection shall affect any rights, obligations, or remedies of a person,
under regulations issued by the Register of Copyrights, with respect to the registration of
any work.
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ADDENDUM R
17 U.S.C. 8502 - Remediesfor Infringement: Injunctions

17 U.S.C. § 502 - Remedies for Infringement: Injunctions

(a) Any court having jurisdiction of a civil action arising under thistitle may, subject to the
provisions of section 1498 of title 28, grant temporary and final injunctions on such terms
as it may deem reasonable to prevent or restrain infringement of a copyright.

(b) Any such injunction may be served anywhere in the United States on the person
enjoined; it shall be operative throughout the United Sates and shall be enforceable, by
proceedings in contempt or otherwise, by any court of the United States having jurisdiction
of that person. The clerk of the court granting the injunction shall, when requested by any
other court in which enforcement of the injunction is sought, transmit promptly to the other
court a certified copy of all the papersin the case on file in such clerk's office.

ADDENDUM S
United States Constitution, Amendment VII - Right to Jury Trial in Civil Cases

U.S Const. amend. VII - Right to Jury Trial in Civil Cases

In Suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the
right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise
re-examined in any Court of the United Sates, than according to the rules of the common
law.
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ADDENDUM T
Utah Code Ann. 8 45-2-1.5 - Actual damages -- Broadcast in good faith -- Retraction -- Time --
Candidate for public office

Utah Code Ann. § 45-2-1.5 - Actual damages -- Broadcast in good faith -- Retraction --
Time -- Candidate for public office

(2) If it shall appear on the trial of any action brought for any alleged libel or slander on
any radio or television broadcast originating in this state that the alleged libel or slander
was broadcast in good faith, the broadcast thereof was due to mistake or misapprehension
of the facts, and that a full and fair retraction of any statement therein alleged to be
erroneous was broadcast on the same station and approximately the same time of day as
was the alleged libel or slander, within three days after learning of the mistake or within
three days after service upon the person broadcasting that libel or slander, by the party
aggrieved, of a written notice specifying the statement alleged to be erroneous or, in case
such notice is not served, in the manner and within the time above specified after the filing
of the complaint and service of the summons in said action, then the plaintiff shall recover
only actual damages.

(2) This section shall not apply in the case of any libel or slander against any candidate for
a public office at any general or primary election, or any avowed candidate for nomination
to any office before any political convention, unless the retraction of the charge was made
in the same manner as provided for other retractions under this section within 24 hours of
the time the person broadcasting that libel or slander became aware of the mistake, but in
no case later than three days before the holding of such general or primary election or
political convention. A written text of the retraction shall be made available to the
candidate immediately after it has been broadcast. This retraction shall be in lieu of any
other retraction herein provided for.

ADDENDUM U
15 U.S.C. § 1125 - False Designations of Origin, False Descriptions, and Dilution Forbidden

15 U.SC. § 1125 - False Designations of Origin, False Descriptions, and Dilution
Forbidden

(a) Civil Action.-

(1) Any person who, on or in connection with any goods or services, or any container for
goods, uses in commerce any word, term, name, symbol, or device, or any combination
thereof, or any false designation of origin, false or misleading description of fact, or false
or misleading representation of fact, which-

(A) is likely to cause confusion, or to cause mistake, or to deceive as to the affiliation,
connection, or association of such person with another person, or as to the origin,
sponsorship, or approval of hisor her goods, services, or commercial activities by another
person, or

(B) in commercial advertising or promotion, misrepresents the nature, characteristics,
gualities, or geographic origin of his or her or another person's goods, services, or
commercial activities,
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shall beliablein a civil action by any person who believesthat he or sheisor islikely to be
damaged by such act.

ADDENDUM V
15U.S.C. 81117 - Recovery for Violation of Rights

15 U.SC. § 1117 - Recovery for Violation of Rights
(a) Profits; damages and costs; attorney fees

When a violation of any right of the registrant of a mark registered in the Patent and
Trademark Office, a violation under section 1125(a) or (d) of this title, or a willful
violation under section 1125(c) of this title, shall have been established in any civil action
arising under this chapter, the plaintiff shall be entitled, subject to the provisions of
sections 1111 and 1114 of this title, and subject to the principles of equity, to recover (1)
defendant's profits, (2) any damages sustained by the plaintiff, and (3) the costs of the
action. The court shall assess such profits and damages or cause the same to be assessed
under its direction. In assessing profits the plaintiff shall be required to prove defendant's
sales only; defendant must prove all elements of cost or deduction claimed. In assessing
damages the court may enter judgment, according to the circumstances of the case, for any
sum above the amount found as actual damages, not exceeding three times such amount. If
the court shall find that the amount of the recovery based on profitsis either inadequate or
excessive the court may in its discretion enter judgment for such sum as the court shall find
to be just, according to the circumstances of the case. The court in exceptional cases may
award reasonable attorney fees to the prevailing party.

ADDENDUM W
15 U.S.C. § 1121 - Juridiction of Federal Courts

15 U.SC. § 1121 - Jurisdiction of Federal Courts

(a) The district and territorial courts of the United States shall have original jurisdiction
and the courts of appeals of the United Sates (other than the United States Court of
Appeals for the Federal Circuit) shall have appellate jurisdiction, of all actions arising
under this chapter, without regard to the amount in controversy or to diversity or lack of
diversity of the citizenship of the parties.
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ADDENDUM X
11 U.S.C. §1112 - Conversion or Dismissal

11 U.SC. § 1112 - Conversion or Dismissal

(b)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2) and subsection (c), on request of a party in
interest, and after notice and a hearing, the court shall convert a case under this chapter to
a case under chapter 7 or dismiss a case under this chapter, whichever is in the best
interests of creditors and the estate, for cause unless the court determines that the
appointment under sections 1104(a) of a trustee or an examiner is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate.

ADDENDUM Y
28 U.S.C. § 1332 - Diversity of Citizenship; Amount in Controversy; Costs

28 U.SC. § 1332 - Diversity of Citizenship; Amount in Controversy; Costs

(a) The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions where the matter
in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000, exclusive of interest and costs, and is
between-

(2) citizens of different States;

(2) citizens of a Sate and citizens or subjects of a foreign state, except that the district
courts shall not have original jurisdiction under this subsection of an action between
citizens of a Sate and citizens or subjects of a foreign state who are lawfully admitted for
permanent residence in the United States and are domiciled in the same State;

(3) citizens of different Sates and in which citizens or subjects of a foreign state are
additional parties; and

(4) aforeign state, defined in section 1603(a) of thistitle, as plaintiff and citizens of a Sate
or of different Sates.

ADDENDUM Z
Utah Code Ann. 8§ 78B-8-201 - Punitive Damages -- Proof -- Award

Utah Code Ann. § 78B-8-201 - Punitive Damages -- Proof -- Award

(1) (a) Except as provided in Subsection (1)(b), punitive damages may be awarded only if
compensatory or general damages are awarded and it is established by clear and
convincing evidence that the acts or omissions of the tortfeasor are the result of willful and
malicious conduct, or conduct that manifests a knowing and reckless indifference toward,
and a disregard of, the rights of others.

(b) The limitation in Subsection (1)(a) that punitive damages may be awarded only if
compensatory or general damages are awarded does not apply to an action brought under
Section 77-38-603.
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(2) The following evidence is not admissible for any purpose in any proceeding in which an
award of punitive damages is sought, except as provided in Subsection (3):

(a) evidence of a party's wealth or financial condition; and

(b) evidence of the wealth or financial condition of any parent, subsidiary, or other affiliate
of a party.

(3) Evidence described in Subsection (2) is admissible on the motion of any party, and
after:

(a) afinding of liability for punitive damages has been made; or

(b) the admission of evidence of a party's wealth or financial condition is necessary to
prove or defend against an allegation of liability for punitive damages.

(4) In an action in which punitive damages are awarded, the court shall:

(a) award 50% of the amount of the punitive damages that exceeds $50,000, after payment
of attorneys fees and costs, to the general fund of the state; and

(b) award the remainder of the punitive damages to the plaintiff.
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INDEX OF APPENDED ENCLOSURES

IDENTIFIER EVIDENTIARY DESCRIPTION & CONTEXT

EXH Bl T- 1 Official Certificate of Registration issued by the United States Copyright Office
for Plaintiff's audiovisua work titled "The Insurrection of The United States
Capitol' (Registration Number PA 2 - 585 - 152), establishing Plaintiff's legal
ownership and copyright interest in the subject motion picture.

EXH BI T- 2 Full, complete, and unconditional Presidential Pardon issued by President
Donald J. Trump on January 20, 2025 (Proclamation 10887), granting full legal
exoneration to individuals charged in connection with the events of January 6,
2021, including Plaintiff.

EXH BI T- 3 Official Pardon Certificate issued by the Office of the Pardon Attorney, United
States Department of Justice, certifying the presidential pardon and complete
executive exoneration of John Earle Sullivan under Proclamation 10887.

EXHI Bl T- 4 Formal Order and Mandate of the United States Court of Appealsfor the
District of Columbia Circuit (Case No. 24 - 3051) entered on February 27,
2025, vacating the district court's judgment of conviction against Plaintiff and
remanding with instructions to dismiss.

EXH BI T-5 Order of Dismissal entered by the Honorable Royce C. Lamberth, United States
District Court for the District of Columbia, in Case No. 1:21-cr-78-RCL -1
on March 4, 2025, dismissing the entire criminal action against Plaintiff as moot
following vacatur.

EXHI Bl T- 6 Executed commercial Non - Exclusive License Agreement between John Earle
Sullivan and Cable News Network, Inc. (CNN) dated January 6, 2021,
establishing the baseline fair market licensing fee of $35,000.00 for broadcast
rights to Plaintiff's eyewitness video footage.
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IDENTIFIER EVIDENTIARY DESCRIPTION & CONTEXT
EXHI Bl T- 62 Defamatory article authored by Jim Hoft on The Gateway Pundit reporting on

thereturn of Plaintiff's licensing earnings while falsely asserting Plaintiff
organized an Antifarally at the U.S. Capitol.

EXHI Bl T- 63 Defamatory article authored by Cullen Linebarger on The Gateway Pundit
republishing unverified false claims and defamatory accusations concerning
Plaintiff.

EXH BI T- 64 Official editorial and reporter profile of Cara Castronuova on The Gateway

Pundit documenting her active role as an investigative reporter and contributing
author publishing defamatory coverage.

EXHI Bl T- 65 Certified corporate registration and entity formation filings for TGP
Communications LL C with the Missouri Secretary of State (Charter No.
LC1358217), documenting corporate governance and registered office.

EXHI Bl T- 66 Formal statutory pre - litigation retraction demand and notice of copyright and
defamation violations served on TGP Communications LLC and Jim Hoft on
August 8, 2026.

EXHI BI T- 67 Formal Electronically Stored Information (ESI) preservation hold demand and
spoliation warning served on TGP Communications LLC, James Hoft, Alicia
Powe, Cullen Linebarger, and Cara Castronuova on September 17, 2026.

EXHI Bl T- 68 Lossless visual coordinate evidence crop from Jim Hoft's January 9, 2021
article on The Gateway Pundit, demonstrating reliance on anonymous Discord
chat rumors to fabricate defamatory assertions of Antifa- BLM leadership.

EXHI Bl T- 69 High - definition video broadcast frame capture from The Gateway Pundit
featuring Defendant's 'GP’ corporate logo bug superimposed over Plaintiff's
'Insurgence USA' copyrighted documentary recording of the Speaker's L obby
on January 6, 2021.
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IDENTIFIER EVIDENTIARY DESCRIPTION & CONTEXT
EXHI Bl T- 70 High - definition broadcast frame capture from The Gateway Pundit official

Y ouTube channel livestream (November 17, 2021) featuring Defendant's 'GP
corporate broadcast logo bug superimposed over Plaintiff's'JAYDEN X'
copyrighted documentary recording of the Speaker's Lobby on January 6, 2021.

EXH Bl T- 71 Official certified web page capture and visual render of The Gateway Pundit
defamatory publication URL (rudy - giuliani - conspired - john - sullivans -
brother - blame - antifa - capitol - riots) captured on September 17, 2026,
establishing HTTP 404 'page not found' silent spoliation and post - hoc deletion
without statutory retraction under U.C.A. §45-2- 1.5
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EXHIBIT 1

COPYRIGHT CERT PA 2 585 152
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EXHIBIT 2

PRES DENTIAL PARDON PROCLAMATION 10887

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0085 | PAGE 85 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document 1 Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.86 Page 86 of
179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COWP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0086 | PAGE 86 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.87 Page 87 of
179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0087 | PAGE 87 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.88 Page 88 of
179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059-202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0088 | PAGE 88 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.89 Page 89 of
179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COWP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0089 [ PAGE 89 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.90 Page 90 of
179

EXHIBIT 3

DOJ PARDON CERTIFICATE 1D319255
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EXHIBIT 4

DC CIRCUIT VACATUR MANDATE
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United States Court of Appeals

FOR THE DISTRICT OF CoLUMBIA CIRCUIT

No. 24-3051 September Term, 2024
1:21-cr-00078-RCL-1
Filed On: February 27, 2025

United States of America,
Appellee
V.
John Earle Sullivan,

Appellant

BEFORE: Childs, Pan, and Garcia, Circuit Judges
ORDER

Upon consideration of the unopposed motion to vacate convictions and remand
for dismissal, it is

ORDERED that the judgment of the district court be vacated and the case be
remanded with instructions to dismiss the case as moot. See United States v. Schaffer,
240 F.3d 35, 37-38 (D.C. Cir. 2001) (en banc).

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published. The Clerk
is directed to issue the mandate forthwith to the district court.

Per Curiam
FOR THE COURT:
Clifton B. Cislak, Clerk
BY: /s/
Selena R. Gancasz
Deputy Clerk
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EXHIBIT 5

DISTRICT COURT DISVIISSAL ORDER DKT 164
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EXHIBIT 6

CNN LICENSING AGREEMENT

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0096 | PAGE 96 OF 179



6.T 40 /6 PVd |  2600-668584¥0 -€860836€ -ST6T.260920¢ -650E -920C -dNOD -dDL -A -S3AC -8260 SILvd
Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.97 Page 97 of
179

)/ 2959660286-8610-8.0v-TPg-PagoaTtag Aqpaupig  UEBAIINS UYOL -SWEN
ueAINg uyor

ueA|ns uyop

»INfeUBIS 8|qeIan009Y

:10SuU92I7 10} paldaday

elbloao
J0 31€1S 3y Jo sme| ay) Aq pautanob aq |leys wawaalby syl ‘MVY1 ONINYIAOD v

‘sanueleM pue suoneuasaidal

ay1 Jo yoealuq ayl wouy Buisue swred Aued paiyl e wol saakojdwa pue sjuabe ‘si1ao1o Jisy)

pue s)l Jo yoea pue ‘subisse pue SI0SSa20NSs ‘S9asual| JIayl pue sil ‘saiuedwod pajeljie pue
juared sy ‘NNO Ssajwiey pjoy pue puajep ‘Aluwspul [eys Josuddi] ‘NOILYII4INIWIANI '€

‘Anus 1o

uosiad Aue ‘Jo 1ybil 1ayjo Aue 1o me| uowwod Aue a1e|oIA 10 ‘1surebe Japue|s 1o [aqI| © 91N1ISU0d
Jo ‘o Auoignd jo 1ybu 1o Aoeand Jo 1ybis ayl arejoia 1o uodn abuuyul |reys uialay pajuelb siybil
3y} JO 9SI10J8X8 8y} I0U S[eldre|N ayl Jayiiau Jey pue Juawaalby siyl ul parejdwaiuod sasodind
a1 Joj sreuare ayl 01 s1ybii Jaylo pue uonigiyxa a19|dwod ayl S|04uod J0 SUMO 1l eyl ‘uiaiay
1o} papinoid asualll ayr NND 01 1uelb 01 Aioyine pue Jamod ‘ybil [eba) |n) ayl sey Josuadi eyl
NND 01 sjueLrem pue sjuasaldal JosuddlT ‘'STILNVYHHEVM ANV SNOILYINISIHd3IY 4

"T20¢ €T Aenuer [un

Tc0g ‘9 Aenuer uo Bunuels abesn Joj pajueld sl asuadl| 8yl "SpIMPIIOM Sareljie 01 uonnguisip
Buipnjoxa ‘pasinap Jayealay 1o UMOUY MOU JSYIayM ‘WnJo) 10 wnipaw Aue ul pue Jsuuew Aue

ul Joasayl uoniod Aue Jo ‘sjeliarely ayl liojdxa asimuaylo pue juld ‘asn ‘eonpoidal ‘unial ‘1seds|al
‘upa 01 1ybu spimpiom ‘fenjadiad ay) sapnjoul Jspunalay pajuelh asuadl ayl -uswaalby

SIY} JO SWS) 3yl YUm 3oUeplodde ul asn 1oy (,sfelare, ayl ‘A|aAnog)joo) 001+

[01ideD Te bunnooysS 9y} JO OSPIA SSOUNIMOAH :SMOJ|0) Se Paqlasap s[elalew ay) asn 0} asua||
BAISN[OX3-uou B NND 01 swuelb Agaiay losuaai ‘pabpajmoude Agalay ate yoiym Jo Aouaioiyns
pue 1diadal 8y} ‘(000'GES) Srejlop puesnoyl aAl4 AUIYL Jo4 "'S1HOIY 40 LNVHO T

"(LNND.) "ou| I0MIBN SMBN 3|geD pue JoSuadI
usamiag pue Aq ~ Tg0g Arenuer Jo Aep Uig uo SIy) Ojul paisjus pue apew S| juswaalby SiyL

670T98ETO8 JaquinN suoydsja L

yein ‘Apues :areis/Ano

:SSalppy ssauisng

0.0v8 yein Apues 69T 1dy aAlIQ J81UaD JIAID ETZ :SSaIPPY [lew3
UBAI||NS uyor :1osusdi

INIWNIIFHOV ISNIDIT IAISNTIXI-NON



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.98 Page 98 of
179

Title:

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0098 | PAGE 98 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.99 Page 99 of
179

EXHIBIT 62

GATEWAY PUNDIT DEFAMATORY ARTICLE ON EARNINGS RETURN

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0099 | PAGE 99 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1 Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.100
of 179

*RYHUQPHQW 6HW WR 5HWXUQ 1HD
'HIHQGDQW -RKQ 6X0OO0OLYDQ )RU (D!
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WKH 86 &DSLWRO 7KDW 'D\

%\ -LP +RIWSU DP &RPPHQWYV

%UHDQQD ORUHOOR UHSRUWHG RQ )ULGD\ WKDW WKH 86 JRYH
WR LQIDPRXV - HU -RKQ 6XO0OLYDQ ZKR DOVR JRHV E\ -D

PDGH WKH PRQH\ IURP KLV ILOPLQJ RI WKH SURWHVWY DQG UL...._o < ....
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&XOW 7R ORELOL]H $JDLQVW 0%*!

+HUQDQGH]

&DUGLRORJLVW &RPPF
:LOO .LOO %HOO\ )DW 2\

5KHXPDWRORJLVW , %H
(DW 7KLV ,1 <RX +DYH $L

+DUYDUG 6FLHQWLVWYV
5HPHG\ IRU 5DSLG :HLJK
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6KRFNLQJ (PDLO JURP (S'
,PSOLFDWHV )RUPHU 86 §
&OLQWRQV %LGHQV WK
&RPPDQGLQJ 2I1ILFHU RI |
6L[ DQG ORUH

)$)2 $UL]JRQD 6WXGHQW
DQG 7TKURZQ WR WKH *UI
&KDUJHG ZLWK $VVDXOW
7KURZLQJ :DWHU %RWWC
,&( :DONRXW E $W /HDVW
$UUHVWHG IRU 7KURZLQ
9,'(2

i)y FN ,&( 1 E *UDPP\ :LQQ
HKODQL /DVKHV 2XW DW
$FFHSWDQFH 6SHHFK 9,

9,(2 .ULVWHQ :HONHU
2YHU *HRUJLD ,QYHVWL!
7UXPS 6D\LQJ WKH (¢
ZDV 6WROHQ DW 'DYRV
+HIV 7U\LQJ WR 6WHDO '

JHGHUDO $SSHDOV &RXU
~XVWLFH '"HSDUWPHQWIV
&RPSODLQW $JDLQVW -X
%RDVEHUJ

9,(:6 3ULYDWH -HW 7K

" LQ ODLQH :DV S5HILVWHULI

9LD %ULDQQD ORUHOOR /IDZ\HUV 6SHQGLQJ 0LOOI
'"HPRFUDWYV LQ 7H[DV 883’

9.6 $QWL ,&( $ILWD
8S )ODVKEDQJ ,QVWDQW
9,'(2

. 9.(:6 -DPHV 2. HHIH *f
8QGHUFRYHU ,QVLGH 0L
/HIWLVW $JLWDWRUV $G
YXQGLQJ $QWL ,&( 3URW

.9,(:6 7XOVL *DEEDUC
'REXPHQWY WKDW 3529(
%DUDFN 2EDPD ZKR /HG
5XVVLDIJDWH &RQVSLUDI
$JDLQVW 'RQDOG 7UXPS
'REXPHQWY +DYH %HHQ
2YHU WR WKH "2-

9.(:6 ODUFR 5XELR +X
'"HP 6HQDWRU 'XFNZRUW
5XGHO\ ,QWHUUXSWYV DC
+LP ZLWK 1DVW\ /LHV 'XI
+HDULQJ E 93 9DQFH :HL
D *UHDW 2EVHUYDWLRQ
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7KH '2- SODQV WR UHWXUQ WKH QHD
DND -D\GHQ ; PDGH RII RI KLV -DQXD

7KH IXQGV ZHUH LQWHQWLRQDOO\ V
DIWHU KH VROG KLV IRRWDJH WR QH

6XOOLYDQ ILOPHG WKH SURWHVWYV L
PRUH

6LGH 60HHSHUV :LWK 6K
'R 7KLV %HIRUH %HG 7R

30 A $SU ®

[} @® 5HS (@ &RS\ (

5HDG Ul

$V ZzDV UHSRUWHG HDUOLHU DW 7KH *DWHZD\ 3XQGLW

$QWLID %/0 RUJDQL]HU -RKQHEXWOIOQFBG ZOWSULO WR VL[ \t

IRU KLV DFWLRQV RQ -DQXDU\ DW WKH 86 &DSLWRO
7RS 2SKWKDOPRORJLVW
<RX +DYH 9LVLRQ /RVV F
9LVLRQ

+HUH V 7KH 5HDO &RVW
6KRXOGHU 3DLQ ([SHUWV 6WXQQHG 1HZ 'HYLFHS5RRI LQ (QWHU =,3

LV &KDQJLQJ /LYHV )DVW B

$QWLID ,QUXUJHQFH OHDGHU -RKQ (DUO 6XOOLYDQ zZDV DUUH\  HW 2XU 1HZVOHWWH .
ULRWYV 6LJQ XS QRZ DQG VWD\ DKF

$V UHSRUWHG SUHYLRXVO\ $QWLID SURWHVWHU -RKQ 6XO0OO0LY LQ WKH SROLWLFDO O%EIEV

7UXPS VXSSRUWHU GXULQJ WKH ULRWLQJ DW WKH 86 &DSLWR(
(QWHU <RXU (PDLO

6XEVFULEH
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BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0102 | PAGE 102 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB Document1l Filed 09/28/26
of 179

&$8*+7 21 9,'(2 $QWLID SURWHVWHL
%UDJV $ERXW 3RVLQJ $V 7TUXPS 6XS
'LQGRZ $W 86 &DSLWRO % XLOGLQJ '

-~ &RQWLQXH UHDGLQJ

7KH *DWHZD\ 3XQGLW

PagelD.103 Page 103

ILVIDWHZD\+LVSDQLF FRP WI
UHDG QHZV RI LQWHUHVW Wt
KLVSDQLF FRPPXQLW\

ILVERHULFDQ*XODWROHDUQ
KRZ WR KHOS WKH SULVRQHL
SURWHVW RQ -DQXDU\ WK

9LVIVEIOLGHRY MRRPP ZDWFK WK
ODWHVW H[FOXVLYH YLGHRYV
*DWHZD\ 3XQGLW

JRRWDJH REWDLQHG E\ WKH *DWHZD\ 3XQGLW IURP PLOLWDQW DQ(

DFWLYLVW -RKQ 6XOOLYDQIV 'LVFRUG VHUYHU VKRZV WKH VR

vV DF

LQVLGH WKH 8 6 &DSLWRO RQ -DQ DV KH GDPDJHG IHGHUDO
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UHVHDUFKLQJ ZULWLQ
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QHZV \RX UHDG HYHU\ [
7KH *DWHZD\ 3XQGLW

6XOOLYDQ DOVR RUJDQL]JHG DQ $QWLID ,QVXUJHQFH UDOO\ RQ -DQXDU\ WK DW WKH
:DVKLQIJWRQ ORQXPHQW DW $0 EHIRUH WKH\ VWRUPHG WKH 86 &DSLWRO

7KH PDLQVWUHDP PHGLD UHIXVHV WR UHSRUW WKHVH IDFWYV

7KH PHGLD DQG -DQXDU\ FRPPLWWHH PLVVHG WKLV IRU VRPH UHDVRQ"
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7KH ELJ SLFWXUH b-RKQ (DUOH 6XO0OLYDQ ZKR SURVHFXWRUV VDLG HDUQHG PRUH WKD

IURP VHOOLQJ KLV YLGHR IRRWDJH RI WKH &DSLWRO EUHDFK ZDV FRQYLFWHG LQ
1RYHPEHU RI VHYHUDO FKDUJHV LQFOXGLQJ IHORQ\ REVWUXFWLRQ RI DQ RIILFLDO SUR
DQG FLYLO GLVRUGHU

e 7KH \HDU ROG IURP 6DOW /DNH &LW\ ZDV DOVR VHQWHQFHG WR PRQWKYV RI
VXSHUYLVHG UHOHDVH DQG RUGHUHG WR SD\ LQ UHVWLWXWLRQ DFFRUGLQJV
WKHBEDUWPHQW RI -XVWLFH

&RQWH[W b6XOOLYDQ ZKR ZDV ZHDULQJ D EDOOLVWLF YHVW DQG JDV PDVN ZKHQ KH M
ULRWHUV VWRUPLQJ WKH &DSLWRO ZDV KHDUG RQ YLGHR \HOOLQJ H[SOHWLYHV LQFO
DERXW WR EXUQ WKLV V W GRZQ ZH UH I NLQJV W XS DQG , P JRQQD PDNH WKHV

7UXPS VXSSRUWHUV I N DOOFRKUW VG RAFF XSH QS\HW b

7UHQGLQWFK 3DQLFNLQJ )XOWRQ &RXQW\ &RPPLVK :DQW
9RWHU 5R00 ,QYHVWLJIJDWRU ([SRVHV )UDXG DQG +HU (VF

$URXQG WKH :HE

VX712 &- Rt 4™
28 #4#*1< 2-D1%0
19;?

e +H WROG WKH PRE KH KDG D NQLIH DQG RITHUHG LW WR WKHP DV KH ILOPHG WKHP
WU\LQJ WR EUHDN RSHQ GRRUV WR WKH +RXVH &KDPEHU DQG WKH 6SHDNHU V /REE
SURVHFXWRUV VDLG &RQJUHVV PHPEHUV VWDII DQG MRXUQDOLVWY ZHUH LQVLGH
+RXVH RI 5HSUHVHQWDWLYHVY DW WKH WLPH

¢ 9LGHR HYLGHQFH VKRZV 6XOOLYDQ FOLPELQJ WKURXJK D EURNHQ ZLQGRZ DW WKH
&DSLWRO EXLOGLQJ DQG HYHQWXDOO\ UHDFKLQJ WKH 6SHDNHU V /REE\ ZKHUH KH
EH KHDUG HQFRXUDJLQJ D PRE EUHDNLQJ JODVYV SDQHV LQ WKH GRRU DQG WHOOLC
SROLFH RIILFHUV WR JR KRPH EHIRUH %YDEELWW FOLPEV WKURXJK DQG LV VKRW
o
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ODQ\ LQQRFHQW IDPLOLHY DUH EDQNUXSW DQG EXVWHG IROORZLQJ WKHLU SHUVHFXWLR(
JRYHUQPHQW IROORZLQJ WKH -DQXDU\ SURWHVWYVY ULRW

-D\GHQ ; ZLOO JHW KLV PRQH\ EDFN
6XEPLW DGGLWLRQDO LQIRUPDWLRQ

-LP +RIW

-LP +RIW LV WKH IRXQGHU DQG HGLWRU RI 7KH *DWHZD\ 3XQGLW RQH RI WKH WRS
FRQVHUYDWLYH QHZVY RXWOHWV LQ $PHULFD -LP ZDV DZDUGHG WKH 5HHG ,UYLQH

$FFXUDF\ LQ OHGLD $ZDUG LQ DQG LV WKH SURXG UHFLSLHQW RI WKH
%UHLWEDUW $ZDUG IRU ([FHOOHQFH LQ 2QOLQH -RXUQDOLVP IURP WKH $PHULFDQV
IRU 3URVSHULW)\ JRXQGDWLRQ LQ 0D\ Q 7KH *DWHZD\ 3XQGLW UHFHLYHG WKH ORVW

7TUXVWHG 3ULQW OHGLD $ZDUG DW WKH $PHULFDQ /LEHUW\ $ZDUGYV

<RX FBHI@DLO -LP +RIWVDRBUHHDG PRUH RI -LP +RIW V DUWLFOHV KHUH
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03+ 28, 36 7-+2 948, (-7597 ©)

2EQI
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[- )RXIV IQEMP EHHVIWW ][
J ,MHI XLMW QIWWEKI
7LEVI &IWX 2I[IWX  3PHIW.
1EG
QSRXLW EKS

7S [LIVIMW HE .ER XL XETIW ERH FSH] GEQW .SLRWSR###

/EWL ERH &SRHM ;%/) YT

6ITP] 7LEVI!

6SRQVRUHG

$URXQG WKH :HE

6HDUFK IRU $OPRVW $GXRXHOGHDG3DLQ ([SHUWNVXOH\ BHUUHWWH
RU $OLYH :LWK 7KLV 7TRRXQQHG 1HZ 'HYLFH*UDE 7LVVXHV %HIRU

$G E\ %HHQ SHULILHG &KDQJLQJ /LYHV )DVW +HU
$G E\ 5SHMXYD&DUH $G E\ VXEXUEDQILQDQFH
VSRW NSLRWSR 1EG
QSRXLW EKS

8LI R\X VITYFPMGER WTIEOIV GER TVSQMWI MX XLEX [SYPH QEOI XLVII
XLVII YWIPIWW VITYFPMGER WTIEOIVW XS WXVMOI SYX
QSVI PMOI 0YG] TYPPMRK XLI JSSXFEPP SR 'LEVPMI &VS[R

[LEX E NSOI
6ITP] 7LEVI|
6IREXI 1EG
QSRXLW EKS

HE MW RSX MR XLI )RKPMWL PERKYEKI RS QEXXIV LS[ QER] XMQIW ]SY YWI MX

6ITP] 7LEVI!

'STEGST 1EG
QSRXLW EKS

8LI] WIIQ XS FI [SOI

6ITP] 7LEVI!

KWWSV 2ZZ WKHIJDWHZD\SXQGLW FRP JRYHUQPHQW VHW UHWXUQ QHDUO\ M GHIH
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JIWX

6ITP] 7LEVI!

1EG +YIWX
QSRXLW EKS

- GER X VYPI SYX 8VYQT ER]QSI EPWS

7SVSWJSVKEZIMR E XS QMPPMSR HSPPEV QI"ERMRIPSER 8VYQT XSSC
LMQ JSV LMW 'LMGEKS 8VYQT 8S[IV MR

%RH %00 HE %- KY]W EVI [MXL 8VYQT 23;
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8LIBIH'SEXW6 'SQMRK 1EG
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6ITP] 7LEVI!

6SRQVRUHG

$URXQG WKH :HE
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6KRXOGHU 3DLQ ([SHUWV 6WXQQ0IDXQ 1K 3WWIGAHWHG 1YLGLD D
LV &KDQJLQJ /LYHV )DVW 6WRFNV IRU

$G EBHMXYD&DUH $G ELHZVOHWWHU -RXUQDO

‘:DWFK 7KH\ 6DLG +LV: 3%@0)?PQHRL:8D$SURX+§V %Q@N\DUG &RLO
'RXOGQ W :RUN 8QW] QXP ) X QGNERXYowLo <RX 6
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KWWSV 2ZZ WKHIJDWHZD\SXQGLW FRP JRYHUQPHQW VHW UHWXUQ QHDUO\ M GHIH
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The Gateway Pundit Comment Policy

We welcome comments from our readers while reserving the
right to edit or remove comments that do not meet our policy.

Please read our Comment Policy before commenting.

442 Comments Login

LOG IN WITH OR SIGN UP WITH DISQUS @
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Like Gateway Pundit?

Subscribe to The Gateway Pundit to receive daily updates of the latest articles delivered straight to

your email.
[ Enter email address j [ j
Hide this message
8 Share Best Newest Oldest
Reflect
3 years ago

The siege at Waco revealed what kind of human history's garbage infests the U.S.
alphabet agencies.

116 Reply

THEO Q| m GH G801 3 1L | /G ilNe:: ¥ K
BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0129 | PAGE 129 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1 Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.130 Page 130
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0130 | PAGE 130 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.131 Page 131
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0131 | PAGE 131 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.132 Page 132
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0132 | PAGE 132 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.133 Page 133
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0133 | PAGE 133 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1 Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.134 Page 134
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0134 | PAGE 134 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.135 Page 135
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0135 | PAGE 135 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.136 Page 136
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059-202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0136 | PAGE 136 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Documentl1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.137 Page 137
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0137 | PAGE 137 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.138 Page 138
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0138 | PAGE 138 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.139 Page 139
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0139 | PAGE 139 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1 Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.140 Page 140
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0140 | PAGE 140 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.141 Page 141
of 179

BATES: 0928- JES- V- TGP- COVP- 2026- 3059- 202609271915- 39E80983- 04FB5899- 0141 | PAGE 141 OF 179



Case 2:26-cv-00899-AMA-JCB  Document1l Filed 09/28/26 PagelD.142 Page 142
of 179

EXHIBIT 64

GATEWAY PUNDIT REPORTER PROFILE (CARA CASTRONUOVA)
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TGP COMMUNICATIONSLLC MISSOURI CORPORATE ENTITY FILING
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FORMAL RETRACTION DEMAND & NOTICE OF VIOLATIONS
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FORMAL ES PRESERVATION HOLD & SPOLIATION WARNING NOTICE
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ANONYMOUS DISCORD RUMOR CROP FROM JAN 09 2021 ARTICLE
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na 0
supporters.

"THERE WERE TONS OF ANTIFA MEMBERS BUT WHY WOULD THEY RAT
THEMSELVES OUT.”

O

™ You can't think it was just trump supports
right?

IDK about ANTIFA of PB, or infiltrating, or
working with PB, or whatever else the
article stated. But he's definitely not a
certified member of BLM. His Ildeology, I'm
unaware.

There were tons of Antfia member but
why would they rat themselves out?

A majority of trump supporters??
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EXHIBIT 69

TGP UNAUTHORIZED BROADCAST FRAME (INSURGENCE USA)
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EXHIBIT 70

TGP OFFICIAL YOUTUBE LIVESTREAM BROADCAST FRAME (JAYDEN X)
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Live chat replay

Everything They Told You Is A Lie Producer Nick Searcy and Director Chris Burgard. | ...more QJ See what others said about this video while it was live. i
56 Comments = Sortby
b Add a comment...
. (@pattichristensen9814 4 years ago E
God bless you guys for bringing TRUTH. Can hardly wait to see this film, and on Thanks...Giving!
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@no.4mk1 hoft is a true American hero a
@devilsden2283 Gestapo....

@harvestmarymoon9453 | know that good over powers
evil and we will win on earth before heaven

@Cenepk101 Hello ... We are a Marxist State now
@tamaramitchell1173 That is Biblical stuff!
@judymarquette8847 trump won
@SharonMarlow HAPPY DAY FOR ALL

@devilsden2283 fate of America rests on mids.....

@FuckTheGlobal if Kyles fall, America falls. it is that
simple!

@kristenannmosley1198 ' . .

@chrisbaker2697 itis all a part of a master plan for
Democrats to keep control and create one world
government the pope also signed one world religion peace

treaty
@aliciastay7535 Thank you

@Cenepk101 We are like a frog in a cauldron- The heat is
turned up & most aren't even noticing. You have the totally
lunatic right who are waiting on JFK Jr; you have sleepers,
Awake & Awake, Loud & persecuted.

@JZ-ManJr THANK YOU

@SharonMarlow God Bless The Movie Looks Great We
will Share it out sir Thank You

@Cenepk101 Thank you !l

Neil deGrasse Tyson

" Explains How the Periodic
Table Works

StarTalk @
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The Moment That Made
Me | Major General Julian
Thompson

BFBS Forces News @
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