SCHEUER & GILLETT, a crefessicnal corporation
felth Scleuer, Z3q. Zal. Bar No. €2797

4640 Adm:ralty Way, Suite 402

Marirna De. Rey, CA 907237

(310) 57 ~-117¢

AtTorney ror Plain-:i€s

BRUCE J. KELMRN

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, NORTH DISTRICT

BRUCE J. KELMAN, , CASE NO. :

37-2010-00061530-CU-DF-NC
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; Assigned for All Purposes to:
v, ; HON. THOMAS P. NUGENT
© DEPARTMENT: N-30
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SHARON KRAMER, and D2FS 1
12 throuch 2), inclusive, . UNLIMITED CIVIIL CASE
Ay
13 Defendants. ) PLAINTIFF'S EX PARTE
14 ) - ) APPLICATION FOR AN ORDER TO
SHOW CAUSE RE: CONTEMPT BY
15 DEFENDANT SHARON KRAMER :
DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER
16
Hearing Date: April 13, 2012
17 Time: 10:00 a.m.
18 Department: N-30
19 Trial Date: None
20 PLEAGE TAKE NOTICE that on April 13, 2012, at 10:00
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48 scon thereafter as the marter may be heard, in
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Departmert N-20 of the abcve-entitled Court, located ar 325

N
o

South Melrcse, Vista, California “208%, Plaint_ff will apply

Do
W

exX parte Zor an Order +to Show Cause why Defendant Sharon

25
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27 PLAINTIFF'§ EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE:
CONTEMET BY DEFENDANT SHARON KRAMER; DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER
28
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Kramer saow o d not e ne .¢ b contempn, puarsuans to
Califormis Code ORI R YOO bR S NSRS Vo - |
California Ccde ¢f Civi: Procedure § <208 (a) (5y, for again

violating tre prelininery intunction issaed Ly this Court on

= > p 11 2 RPN SN S B j J s - 7 1
May 2, <Cll. 3he repurlished the likel on at least three
Seéparate occaszions -- March 19, March 27 and April 2, 2012 -

- 2ach oI which corstitutes a Separate act of contempt and
cach of which subjects her to punishment o up to five days
in jail and payment orFf Dr. Kelman’s attorney’s fees and
costs ir oringing this motion. C.C.P. S 12181(a).

The prei.minary  injunction prohibits Kramer from
republishiing the following staterent, waich was cetermined
to be lirelous at tne trial of the prior actio (San Diego
Supericr Iourt case no. GIN 044539 :

“Dr. Kelman alterewi hls under oath statements on the

witness stand” wnie testified as a witness in an
Orecon _awsuit.

ﬂ)

On or apcut March 19, 2012, less than a week after she

was released from ‘nczrceraticn for her orior contemptuous

conduct, ¥ramer repunlisred the delamatory portiorn of her
2005 press release that precipitated these two lawsuits.

Soecirically, on tre Internet discuss_on boarc of the
American I[ndustrial Hygiene Association (hereafter “ATEAT),

Kramer wrote:
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PLAINTIFF' & EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE:
CONTEMPT BY DEFENDANT SHARON KRAMER; DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER




0 3 O Ov = N e

“Jet

.

S, LD answer your question of wny they ler me oy
early. Trhev FLad accomplished what they

Monzay afternoon Ma-ch l2th, the Jjudge had Lgnec tne
?raez‘ trnat “I Nas  TO be re.easec on Marohn They
lesv me urlawlully incarcerated for two rﬂ- in a
dorm setting wizh tweekers, pros itutes ar ifters
~ and they gave me z false cr iminal :eccrd f using
to be cosrcec to commit verjury aiding to ud the

pupli

not o

w;tn1

highlj

C over the rmold issue. It is really bea would
1ake these it T cculd not s T“hem
s irect evidence. Thne lirked evide 1s at
b odthosting. com/2246423749 . pdf  and links

n

l:ink. Be sure to read the links that are

posti
the a3

ng, inclucing the linked documents, is at-ached t
ccompanying Scneuver declaration as Fxhibit 1.)
The highlighted lirks that Kramer _r-ed ner rezaders t

“be sure

_east 5¢ =

0 read” repuplished the en-oined statement a

imes.

Cne of tre decurments that Kramer rezommended to ne

readers s titled, “Aprendix of Why Mrs. Kramer Cannot Sig

Mr. Kelman’'s Propcsed ‘Retraction by Mrs. Kramer’ Withou

Committing

Conceal Jicicial

table of

Sharon Krea

On page 7 of the MNc

Juaotes verbat.m the

release.

Perjury, Dsfrauding the Puklic and Aiding t
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conterts to ner screed titled No R

mer,” which fcllows the “Appencix.”
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ighted.” (Emphasis added. A copy of Kramer’s ATHA
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she republished these sare rarteria.s 2géin on March 27
3 n March ,
2012, lirxirc to them a- rer Bloc. Cormtemms fCon F
“VLie, L.DALLG LO Ttnem &t her plog, Contemptceft ourtrior.Me, to

=< 4

which her “Appendix” and “No Retraction” are electronically

St o~ oy e P e T @ P ATV P :

attached as Exnibit Z. She also linked ts her b_ocg oost o
Loy A g b ™ - - - ’ N 3 } : ! 3
Katy’'s Exposuire, the Yahoo group “sicx<buildings” anc the

Facebook group “Justice for Snaror Kramer.” (A ccpy of the

March 27 ContemptofCourtfor.Me posting on 1s attach:e

~
i

(e

d hereto
as Exhibait 2.

On April 2, she again reposted the “Appendix” and “No
Retraction” on nexr ConzemptofCourtior.Me blog. (A copy of
the RApr:. 2 ContemptofCourtfor.Me b_og post is attached
hereto as Exhibit 23.)

The preliminary injunction is a valid order. Kramer was
served witnh the written prelimirary inijurcticn and at all

times has had actual knowledge of its existence ard terms.

Kramer at all times was able to comply with the terms of the

preliminary injuncticn, but she has willfullyv disobeved the

~ 4 RN e S o Sy ~ o~ 0 - vy T oo P T
Ccurt’s ocrder and cnosen regaatedly e viclate “he

prelimirary injunction.
Lramer represents herself in this acticn. Her address

. ~ [ T 3 in R o~ - oo Il 7o f . 2 (el e
is 2031 Arpbcrwoced Place, Escordido, Califcrnia 92029, 0On

April 102, Z012, Plaint:iff’'s ceocunsel sent hner an email

PLAINTIFF'S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE:
CONTEMPT EY DEFENDANT SHARON KRAMER,; DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER
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notifying ner of

20:00 a.r. i this Cours
application by Fedix cvern:

April 17, 2012, the

rext

Dated: April 1C, 2012 Respectfully submitted

4
SCHEUER & CILLETT
a ssicnal ccrporation
Scheuver - -
ey for Plaintiff
J. KELMAN
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DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER
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in this zcticn, I could and weculd testify corpetently tc

following facts, which are within my own perscnal knowledge.
1 Al an attorney licensec to practice law in the

o
\

state of Califeornia, and represent the Plaintiff 1in this
action. I make this de-lara-ion in support of Plaintiff’s
applicat-on for an Order to Show Cause
Kremer should not e held in contempt for viclating the
preliminacy injunction filed on May 2, 2011.

2, Plaint-ff reguests that tnh

®

[o8)

notice of Zzs files irn tnig actiocn, NC oin the pricr lawsuit

involving these parties, Kelman wv. Kremer, San Diego

Superior Czurt case ro. GINQ44339. In 2208, a Hdury in that
action found that FHrarer had Llipaled Flaintiff Dr. PBruce
Kelmar.. Cn May 2, 2011, this Court santered a preliminary

injunctior that enjoines her “rom repub_ishing the l:ibel.

()

vallid order that

. The preliminz-y indurcTicn 13

[$3]

i1ssued aiter briefing ard oral arcument by Plainrt:
Kramer. Kramer was present diring oral argumerts and was
served with tne written preliminary injancticn and at all

times hact act.al krowl
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Kramer at =211 times was able to comply with the termns of the

prelimirar:

el

‘rjunczicn, but has willZ ully and repeatzadly

disobeyec the Court’. order ard chcsen -
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orelininery injunction. Kramer has previously pee
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contempt for violatine the preliminary injunction and as a

censequence was 1ncarcerated ktetween March 12 and March 14,

2012,

4. On March 20, 2012, 1 learned that Kramer had
republishesd the defematcry statement cn  the Internet
discussio: foard of the 2Zmerican Industrial Hygiene

Asscclation (hereaiter “ATIHAY) tre previous day. A copy of
Kramer’s AIHA posting is attached nereto as Exhibit 1. On
the second page of that posting, Kramer exhnor-ed the readers
of the doscussion board to “lb e sure to read the links that
are highlighted.” The links she highlichted include at —east
56 repetitions of the enjoined defamatorv statement. Those
repetztions ©f the lirel appear osrimarily in her “Apperdix
of Why Mrs. Kramer Cannot Sign Mr. Kelman's Proposed
‘Retraction by Mrs. Kramer’ Without Committing Perurzy,
Defrauding “lhe Puc_ iz and Airding to Ccnceal cudicial
L

Misconduct which she uses as a table of contents to her

PLAINTIFF' 5 EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE:
CONTEMPT BY DEFENDANT SHARCN KRAMER; DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER
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"Ne  Retraction Ly Sharon Kramer,” wnich fcllzws the

Appencix,

S, onopage 7 2f the “No Retractior,” she gquotes
verbatim =“ne libelcus portion of her 2005 press release,

6. Sne republished these same materia s again on March
27, 2012, linking to ~hemn at her blog,
ContemgptorCourtfor.Me, 0 wnich her “Appendix” and “No
Retracticn” are electronically attached as Exhibit 2. (A

topy of the ContemnptofCourtfor.Me 2o0sting c¢n March 27 is

attached hereto as Exhibit 2.)

‘

)

7. On April 2, she agairn linkad to the “Apperdix” and

"No Retraction” c¢n her ContemptofCourtfcr.Me blog. A copy

of the April 2 ConterptofCourtfor.Me blog pcst 1s attached

heretc as Exhipit 3.)

8. Kramer represents herself in this action. Her
address s 2031 Arbcrwood Placs, Escondide, California

-

92029, On April 10 2017 at approximately 11:30 a.m.
4 7 !

b=

notified her by emeil of this ex parte application. (A copy
of that nctificatien is attached rereto as Exhibit 4. On

I

that same date, I sent a copy by FedEx cf th.s Ex Farte
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CONTEMPT BY DEFENDANT SHARON KRAMER; DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER
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Application  tec ner &t ner Arborwoon Flace addrass fo

delivery =he rext cay, April 11, 2012.

the State of Celifcrriia that the foregoing 1s +true an
correct.
Executed on April 10, 2012 at Marina Del Rey,

California. [ i

g

PLAINTIFF'& EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE:
CONTEMPT BY DEFENDANT SHARON KRAMER: DECLARATION OF KEITH SCHEUER




