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DAVID LOY, Cal. Bar No. 229235

AARON R. FIELD, Cal. Bar No. 310648

FIRST AMENDMENT COALITION

534 4th Street, Suite B

San Rafael, CA 94901-3334

Telephone:  415.460.5060

Email: dloy@firstamendmentcoalition.org
afield@firstamendmentcoalition.org

Attorneys for Petitioners CHRISTOPHER

DAMIEN and NEW YORK TIMES COMPANY
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

CHRISTOPHER DAMIEN and THE NEW Case No. CVRI2506919

YORK TIMES COMPANY,
Assigned for All Purposes to Dept. 2

Petitioners,
PETITIONERS’ REQUEST FOR
V. JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF

MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE and DOES 1-10, PETITION FOR DECLARATORY
inclusive, RELIEF AND WRIT OF MANDATE
UNDER THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC
Respondents. RECORDS ACT

Date:  September 18, 2026
Time: 10:00 a.m.

Dept.: 2

Judge: Hon. Steven G. Counelis
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REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE

Pursuant to Evidence Code sections 452 and 453, petitioners Christopher Damien and The
New York Times Company (collectively, “petitioners”) respectfully request that the Court take
judicial notice of the following documents in support of their Motion for Judgment on Verified
Petition for Declaratory Relief and Writ of Mandate under the California Public Records Act:

1. The July 10, 2023 bill analysis by the Assembly Committee on Public Safety
attached to the Declaration of Aaron R. Field in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit A.

2. The September 12, 2023 Senate Floor Analysis attached to the Declaration of
Aaron R. Field in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit B.

3. The consent decree in Gray v. County of Riverside (C.D. Cal. June 7, 2016) Case
5:13-cv-00444-VAP-OP, Dkt. No. 173, attached to the Declaration of Aaron R. Field in Support
of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit C.

4. The protective order in Estate of Abel Chacon v. County of Riverside (C.D. Cal.
Feb. 23, 2024) Case 5:23-cv-00990-JGB-SP, Dkt. No. 28, attached to the Declaration of Aaron R.
Field in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit E.

5. The protective order in Estate of Kaushal Niroula v. County of Riverside (C.D. Cal.
Feb. 23, 2024) Case 5:23-cv-01739-JGB-SK, Dkt. No. 21, attached to the Declaration of Aaron R.
Field in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit F.

6. The protective order in S.V. v. County of Riverside (C.D. Cal. Aug. 14, 2023) Case
5:23-cv-00860-SSS-kk, Dkt. No. 40, attached to the Declaration of Aaron R. Field in Support of
Motion for Judgment as Exhibit G.

7. The protective order in Estate of Alicia Upton v. County of Riverside (C.D. Cal.
Dec. 12, 2024) Case 5:23-cv-02655-JGB-AYP, Dkt. No. 30, attached to the Declaration of Aaron
R. Field in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit H.

8. The investigation report filed in Estate of Mario Solis, et al. v. Cnty. of Riverside, et
al. (C.D. Cal.) Case No. 5:23-cv-00989 (Dkt. No. 119-36) attached to the Declaration of

Christopher Damien in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit H.
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0. The death certificate of Richard Contreras attached to the Declaration of
Christopher Damien in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit 1.

10. The Riverside County Sheriff’s Department policies attached to the Declaration of
Christopher Damien in Support of Motion for Judgment as Exhibit J.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Evidence Code section 452 allows judicial notice of “[t]he decisional, constitutional, and
statutory law of any state of the United States and the resolutions and private acts of the Congress
of the United States and of the Legislature of this state;” “[o]fficial acts of the legislative,
executive, and judicial departments of the United States and of any state of the United States;”
“records of (1) any court of this state or (2) any court of record of the United States and of any
state of the United States;” and “[f]acts and propositions that are not reasonably subject to dispute
and are capable of immediate and accurate determination by resort to sources of reasonably
indisputable accuracy.” (Evid. Code §§ 452(a), (¢), (d), (h); Lockley v. Law Office of Cantrell,
Green, Pekich, Cruz & McCort (2001) 91 Cal.App.4th 875, 882 [“The court may in its discretion
take judicial notice of any court record in the United States.” [Citation] This includes any orders,
findings of facts and conclusions of law, and judgments within court records.”].) Evidence Code
section 453, in turn, provides that a court “shall” take judicial notice of any matter specified in
section 452 if a party requests that such notice be taken, furnishes the court with sufficient
information to take judicial notice of the matter, and gives each adverse party sufficient notice of
the request. (Evid. Code § 453.)

Here, the matters of which petitioner asks that the Court take judicial notice fall into three
categories: legislative history, court records, and records of official acts and policies of county
agencies, each of which is subject to judicial notice. First, the Court may take judicial notice of
legislative reports and analyses when interpreting a statute. (Kaufman & Broad Communities v.
Performance Plastering, Inc. (“Kaufman’) (2005) 133 Cal.App.4th 26, 32.) Second, the Court
may take judicial notice of relevant judicial records, as those presented here are. (Evid. Code §§
452(a), (¢), (d), (h), 453.) Third, the Court may take judicial notice of the official acts and records

of counties under Evidence Code section 452(c), “since counties are legal subdivisions of the
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state.” (Edna Valley Assn. v. San Luis Obispo County etc. Coordinating Council (1977) 67

Cal.App.3d 444, 449; see also Marino v. City of Los Angeles (1973) 34 Cal.App.3d 461, 465

[“This provision is also applicable to counties since they are, of course, legal departments of the

state.”].) Accordingly, petitioners respectfully request that this request for judicial notice be

granted.

Dated: July 20, 2026

FIRST AMENDMENT COALITION

np—

-

By

(_PAVIDLOY
AARON R. FIELD
Attorneys for Petitioners
CHRISTOPHER DAMIEN and THE NEW
YORK TIMES COMPANY
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