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John Eastman is a lawyer licensed in California and Washington, D.C., who represented former
President Trump in late 2020 and early 2021. Eastman was a key architect of Trump’s unlawful
plan to stay in power after he lost the 2020 presidential election.

On Jan. 26, 2023, the State Bar of California filed a Notice of Disciplinary Charges against
Eastman. The State Bar alleges that Eastman violated his ethical obligations by engaging in a
course of conduct to plan, promote, and assist then-President Trump in executing a strategy,
unsupported by facts or law, to overturn the legitimate results of the 2020 presidential election
by obstructing the count of electoral votes of certain states.

The Latest

The disciplinary trial against Eastman proceeded June 20-23, June 29-30, August
24-25, September 5-8, September 12-15, September 26-29, October 3-4, October 6,
October 17-20, and October 23-24 in the State Bar Court of California. Testimony
concluded on November 3. Post-trial briefs were due December 1, 2023.

Following the August 1 federal indictment of Trump for his efforts to overturn the 2020 election,
Eastman confirmed he is the unnamed, unindicted Co-Conspirator 2 in the federal indictment.

On August 4, Eastman filed a motion seeking to postpone his disciplinary trial, as a result of
Trump’s indictment. The State Bar opposed Eastman’s motion, seeking to proceed with the trial
as scheduled.

On August 14, Eastman was indicted in Fulton County, Georgia for his alleged participation in a
scheme to overturn the results of the 2020 presidential election in the state. The State Bar
argued that the trial should continue as scheduled. Eastman argued it should not.

On August 21, the court delayed the trial slightly to allow Eastman to surrender in Fulton
County, Georgia, which he did on August 22.

On August 23, the court denied Eastman’s motion to exclude evidence that he conspired to
create fake elector slates.

On August 25, the court denied Eastman’s request to postpone the trial, reasoning, in part, “if
Respondent is culpable of the conduct alleged, public protection necessitates that this case be
disposed of in a timely manner, particularly as there is an upcoming election in 2024.” In the
same order, the court concluded that Eastman had waived his Fifth Amendment privilege
against self-incrimination because he already testified for over eight hours at the trial without
invoking it.



https://www.justice.gov/storage/US_v_Trump_23_cr_257.pdf
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/justice-department/giuliani-powell-appear-alleged-trump-co-conspirators-rcna97641
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=abgqo5SmqswSQNM7tweoXg2&docTypeId=269&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Pleading&docName=RESPONDENT%27S+MOTION+FOR+ABATEMENT+OF+STATE+BAR+DISCIPLINARY+PROCEEDING%3B+DECLARATION+OF+ZACHARY+MAYER&eventName=Motion+to+Abate%2FStay+Proceeding
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=cR23pDcRsDM0OGstr4WIFA2&docTypeId=269&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Pleading&docName=STATE+BARS+OPPOSITION+TO+RESPONDENTS+MOTION+FOR+ABATEMENT&eventName=Response
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2023/08/15/georgia-indictment-charges/
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/23911016-sbc-23-o-30029-state-bars-supplement-to-opposition-to-respondents-motion-for-abatement
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=ak4gmpqPTKU4LWLL0KufXQ2&docTypeId=269&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Pleading&docName=RESPONDENTS+SUPPLEMENTAL+BRIEF+REGARDING+MOTION+FOR+ABATEMENT&eventName=Supplement+to+Motion
https://apnews.com/article/trump-georgia-election-indictment-fulton-county-clark-7641b5c61dbcc39ee3f0edbe51558925
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=hkiIYnFpD-Kr6yHRK1NkVQ2&docTypeId=13&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Order+%2F+Ruling&docName=ORDER+DENYING+MOTION+IN+LIMINE+NO.+7&eventName=Ruling+on+Motion+-+Denied
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=AgbC-Iht6Y1TPjJeqtsuTw2&docTypeId=13&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Order+%2F+Ruling&docName=Ruling+on+Motion+-+Denied&eventName=Ruling+on+Motion+-+Denied
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On October 4, the court ruled that William M. Briggs, Anthony Cox, Jr., Mark Finchem, Heather
Honey, Sandy Juno, Jeffrey O’Donnell, and Wendy Rogers cannot testify as rebuttal witnesses
for Eastman, because the testimony they intend to offer was anticipated and should have come
in during his defense.

On November 2, the court made a preliminary finding of culpability against Eastman.

The 11 counts in the State Bar’s Notice of Disciplinary Charges are:

« Count 1 - Failing to uphold the Constitution and laws of the United States by planning,
promoting, executing, and assisting Trump in executing a strategy for Trump to overturn
the legitimate results of the election by obstructing the counting of electoral votes of
certain states, which strategy Eastman knew, or was grossly negligent in not knowing,
was not supported by either the facts or law. Business and Professions Code section
6068(a).

« Count 2 — Seeking to mislead the U.S. Supreme Court when he, on behalf of Trump,
filed pleadings in Texas v. Pennsylvania, seeking to block the counting of electoral votes
from four states carried by President Biden. In doing so, Eastman adopted Texas’s false
and misleading factual allegations. Business and Professions Code section 6068(d).

« Count 3 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption by,
in his two-page memo, falsely stating that seven states “have transmitted dual slates of
electors to the President of the Senate.” Business and Professions Code section 6106.

« Count 4 — Seeking to mislead the court in the Northern District of Georgia by filing a
pleading on behalf of Trump in Trump v. Kemp, seeking an emergency injunction to
decertify Georgia’s election results, which contained factual allegations Eastman knew
were false and misleading. Business and Professions Code section 6068(d).

« Count 5 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption
when he appeared on the “Bannon’s War Room” radio program and made statements
about absentee ballot fraud that he knew, or was grossly negligent in not knowing, were
false and misleading. He made these false and misleading statements with the intent to
encourage the public to question the legitimacy of the election results. Business and
Professions Code section 6106.

« Count 6 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption by,
in his six-page memo, making various false and misleading statements about the 2020
election. Business and Professions Code section 6106.

« Count 7 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption
when he, on Jan. 6, 2021, with the intent of promoting doubt about the results of the
election, told thousands of people at the rally that preceded the attack on the Capitol that
Dominion electronic voting machines fraudulently manipulated results. He knew or was
grossly negligent in not knowing that his statements were false and misleading. Business
and Professions Code section 6106.


https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Index/LeUht3d7AKwCMXAS2ahA_9As-LRx4Wpm2blQIQNdetrT3Pa9ZzwYUMI3zs3BkxZ46VYDiz2ZImSk3tVh8NGsKOjCpi3h0JF3SKca_oDHsO81?caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&docType=Order%20%2F%20Ruling&docName=ORDER%20RE%20REQUEST%20FOR%20CLARIFICATION%20OF%20COURT%20S%20RULING%20ON%20OCTC%20S%20MOTION%20IN%20LIMINE%20NO.%206&eventName=Order%20Filed&docTypeId=13&isVersionId=False
https://twitter.com/kyledcheney/status/1720211361370615877
https://www.calbar.ca.gov/About-Us/News/News-Releases/attorney-john-eastman-charged-with-multiple-disciplinary-counts-by-the-state-bar-of-california
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Index/xv_FicSci6H9VoCsxKkcVVqIlxBVZgX1T4U7NWRSzvWtgW8H1kv4DPfgbBfHMGMod0MPwiqkG7yhlp42frDgZtjouvz-_10p41IMUugMBRY1?caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&docType=Initial%20Pleading%2FResponse&docName=Notice%20of%20Disciplinary%20Charges&eventName=Notice%20of%20Disciplinary%20Charges&docTypeId=268&isVersionId=False&p=0
https://www.supremecourt.gov/search.aspx?filename=/docket/docketfiles/html/public/22o155.html
https://www.cnn.com/2021/09/21/politics/read-eastman-memo/index.html
https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.gand.285271/gov.uscourts.gand.285271.1.0_2.pdf
https://www.courtlistener.com/docket/28917289/trump-v-kemp/
https://www.mediamatters.org/steve-bannon/leading-january-6-steve-bannon-publicly-bragged-about-his-behind-scene-role-fomenting
https://www.cnn.com/2021/09/21/politics/read-eastman-full-memo-pence-overturn-election/index.html
https://www.c-span.org/video/?c4953961/user-clip-john-eastman-january-6-rally

Backgrounder: John Eastman’s Trial Before the State Bar Court of California

« Count 8 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption by
stating to former Vice President Mike Pence’s attorney, with the intent of pressuring
Pence to adjourn the joint session of Congress, that there was “compelling” and
“overwhelming” evidence that the election was “stolen,” when he knew the statement was
false and misleading. Business and Professions Code section 6106.

« Count 9 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption
when, with the intent to encourage the general public to question the legitimacy of the
election results, he published an article in the American Mind, a publication of the
Claremont Institute, regarding the 2020 presidential election containing false and
misleading statements. Business and Professions Code section 6106.

« Count 10 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption
when he proposed to Pence that Pence had the legal authority to and should act
unilaterally to resolve purported disputes regarding electoral votes on Jan. 6, 2021, or
that Pence had the legal authority unilaterally to delay certification of the votes. Eastman
advanced a radical and incorrect theory of constitutional law and election law, based on
misinterpreted historical sources, misinterpreted law review articles, and law review
articles which he knew, or was grossly negligent in not knowing, were themselves
fundamentally flawed, and on the false premise that the seven states at issue had
transmitted alternate slates of electors, such that no reasonable attorney with expertise
in constitutional law or election law would conclude that Pence was legally authorized to
take the actions that respondent proposed. Business and Professions Code section 6106.

« Count 11 — Committing an act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, and corruption
when he made false and misleading statements that contributed to provoking the crowd
to assault and breach the Capitol in an effort to intimidate Pence and prevent the
electoral count from proceeding, when such harm was foreseeable. Business and
Professions Code section 6106.

Key Takeaways from the Parties’ Joint Pretrial Statement:

« The State Bar of California Office of Chief Trial Counsel (OCTC) seeks disbarment.

« Eastman seeks dismissal of the case. Eastman contends that his conduct was reasonable
under the circumstances and protected by the First Amendment.

« After three settlement conferences, the parties did not agree to a settlement.


https://www.washingtonpost.com/investigations/eastman-pence-email-riot-trump/2021/10/29/59373016-38c1-11ec-91dc-551d44733e2d_story.html
https://americanmind.org/memo/setting-the-record-straight-on-the-potus-ask/
https://www.cnn.com/2021/09/21/politics/read-eastman-full-memo-pence-overturn-election/index.html
https://www.c-span.org/video/?c4953961/user-clip-john-eastman-january-6-rally
https://www.abajournal.com/web/article/law-prof-eastmans-false-statements-about-election-helped-provoke-capitol-rioters-ethics-charges-say
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Index/cXlzg9b29387WoJeVjKz-jJvNvaH7oKCUAdNDGcN4IA_c2xq3nS9qA5N7GVY7FPsO4hvFOhN1g8np3MzzPo_3zAjhHiMykv-YMcIT9NelAU1?caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&docType=Pleading&docName=Joint%20Pretrial%20Statement&docTypeId=269&isVersionId=False&p=0
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Trial Procedures:

The case is before State Bar Court Judge Yvette Roland.

1.

Procedure: The bar trial proceeded very similarly to a standard civil trial, but with no
jury. Both parties began by providing an opening statement. The bar has the burden of
proof (clear and convincing evidence) and presented its case first by calling witnesses to
testify and providing documents for the court to consider. Eastman’s lawyers then cross-
examined the bar’s witnesses. After the bar finished presenting its case, Eastman began
putting on his defense by calling witnesses and offering documents for the court’s review.
The bar’s attorneys have also had the opportunity to cross-examine Eastman’s witnesses.
After the close of Eastman’s defense, on November 2, the court issued a preliminary
finding of culpability against Eastman. The court will determine the appropriate sanction
in the final ruling, which will take into account aggravation and mitigation evidence
presented by the parties. The parties both waived the opportunity to present brief oral
closing arguments.

Ruling: The court set December 1, 2023, as the deadline for the parties’ post-trial briefs,
in which each side presented their strongest evidence and arguments in writing. The
court typically files its decision within 9o days from the submission of the parties’ post-
trial briefs, however, on February 15, 2024, Judge Roland extended the timeline due to
additional filings from the parties near the end of December. We expect a final ruling in
late March 2024.

Appeals: Either party may request review of the trial court’s decision by the State Bar
Court’s Review Department. In most cases, the parties would have 30 days after Judge
Roland’s order to request that review. Thereafter, either party may seek review of the
State Bar Court’s decision by the California Supreme Court.

Overview of Witnesses:

Below is a brief overview of the witnesses who testified at the trial and their credentials,
compiled from publicly available information.

State Bar Witnesses Who Testified

Jonathan Brater — Director of Elections, Michigan Bureau of Elections.

Bo Dul — Former State Elections Director and General Counsel, Arizona Secretary of
State; currently general counsel to the Arizona governor.

John Eastman — Respondent.

Justin Grimmer — Professor of Political Science, Stanford University.

Greg Jacob — Former chief counsel to former Vice President Mike Pence.

Jonathan Marks — Deputy Secretary for Elections and Commissions, Pennsylvania
Department of State.

Stephen Richer — County Recorder, Maricopa County (Arizona); in charge of elections.
Jake Rollow — Former Director of Communications, Michigan Department of State.
Matthew Seligman — Partner, Stris & Maher LLP, Former Fellow, Constitutional Law
Center at Stanford Law School.

Mark Wlaschin — Deputy Secretary of State for Elections, Nevada Secretary of State’s
Office.



https://statesuniteddemocracy.org/eastman-preliminary-finding/
https://statesuniteddemocracy.org/eastman-preliminary-finding/
https://www.calbar.ca.gov/portals/0/documents/publiccomment/2013/2013_ProposedStandardsforAttySactionsforProfMisconduct_Jul2013.pdf
https://statesuniteddemocracy.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/03/EASTMAN-ORDER-11.pdf
https://www.statebarcourt.ca.gov/Portals/2/documents/Rules/Rules-of-Procedure.pdf
https://www.courts.ca.gov/cms/rules/index.cfm?title=nine&linkid=rule9_13
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/resources/news/2019/11/25/secretary-benson-names-jonathan-brater-director-of-elections
https://azgovernor.gov/office-arizona-governor/news/2023/01/governor-katie-hobbs-announces-additional-staff-hires
https://politicalscience.stanford.edu/people/justin-ryan-grimmer
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/who-is-greg-jacob-and-why-is-he-testifying-in-the-jan-6-hearings
https://www.dos.pa.gov/about-us/Pages/Deputy-Secretary-for-Elections-and-Commissions.aspx
https://recorder.maricopa.gov/recorder/
https://www.michigan.gov/sos/resources/news/2019/10/08/secretary-benson-names-jake-rollow-director-of-communications
https://www.matthewseligman.com/
https://www.nvsos.gov/sos/sos-information/office-facts/executive-staff
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Eastman Witnesses Who Testified

« William Allen — Eastman’s dissertation advisor at Claremont Graduate University.
Following an unsuccessful run for U.S. Senate, Allen became chair of the U.S.
Commission on Civil Rights during the Reagan Administration but resigned after being
arrested by police during an incident on Arizona’s White Mountain Apache Reservation.

« Ray Blehar — Gained prominence claiming a cover-up in the Penn State Sandusky
scandal. Had no elections experience prior to 2020. Following 2020, Blehar claimed on
his personal blog that because the Green Party candidate in Pennsylvania—who was not
even on the ballot—received very few votes in the general election, the election
equipment must have somehow transferred 70-80k Green Party votes to Biden. He has
also written that he believes the Jan. 6 insurrection was a false-flag operation.

+ Judge Janice Rogers Brown (character witness) — Former Circuit Judge, U.S. Court of
Appeals for the D.C. Circuit (2005-2017); Associate Justice, California Supreme Court
(1996-2005); Associate Justice, California Third District Court of Appeal (1994-1996).
Per court order, Brown was excluded as an expert witness because the court concluded
that her opinion regarding the State Bar’s decision to pursue charges against Eastman
was irrelevant to the court’s determination whether Eastman violated the Rules of
Professional Conduct or Business and Professions Code.

« John Droz — Although Eastman identified him as a statistician in the parties’ joint
pretrial memo, Droz holds an MS in physics focused on energy policy and critiquing
wind energy; has no professional experience with elections and no expertise in statistics.

» Garland Favorito — Co-founder of VoterGA. Favorito is a frequent guest on shows hosted
by conspiracy theorists, including Mike Lindell’s programs “The Lindell Report” and
“FrankSpeech,” and Steve Bannon’s “War Room” show.

» Joseph Fried — Certified public accountant and author of a book that promotes
numerous discredited claims of 2020 election irregularities. Per court order, Fried, who
was excluded as an expert witness, is limited to testifying “as a percipient witness—
excluding any expert opinion testimony.” Ultimately, after hearing some of Fried’s
testimony, the court excluded him as a percipient witness, finding he lacked the personal
knowledge to provide such testimony.

* Michael Gableman — Former Wisconsin Supreme Court Justice, facing numerous ethics
complaints, who was retained by the state legislature to conduct an “audit” of the 2020
election, despite admittedly lacking any prior professional election experience.

+ Judge Philip Mautino (character witness) — Former Los Angeles Superior Court Judge
(2000-2018) and former Los Cerritos Municipal Court in Los Angeles County Judge
(1993-2000).

« Kurt Olsen — Attorney in litigation attempting to overturn the 2020 election; sanctioned
for making “false, misleading, and unsupported factual assertions” in Lake’s 2022
election contest. Per court order, “Olsen may testify as a percipient witness as specified
on page 64 of the June 5, 2023 joint pretrial statement regarding his involvement with
the Texas v. Pennsylvania case—excluding any expert opinion testimony.”

« Laurie Stewart (character witness) — Adjunct professor at Trinity Law School of Trinity
International University, which follows the doctrine of the Evangelical Free Church of
America. Stewart graduated from Chapman University School of Law in 2003.

«  Wendy Stone Long — Ran unsuccessfully in 2012 and 2016 as Republican U.S. Senate
candidate from New York. She was a delegate to the Republican National Convention in
support of Donald Trump in 2016. In 2014, Dinesh D’Souza, who went on to direct
“2016: Obama’s America” and “2000 Mules”, pleaded guilty to illegally reimbursing two
'straw donors' who donated $10,000 each to Long’s unsuccessful 2012 campaign.



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_B._Allen
https://washingtonmonthly.com/2023/04/04/the-dangerous-journey-of-john-eastman/
https://www.nytimes.com/1989/03/18/us/chairman-s-arrest-jars-rights-panel.html
https://digitaledition.chicagotribune.com/tribune/article_popover.aspx?guid=fa2656d2-9774-4d05-8db6-5439baf47b39
https://revealthesteal.blogspot.com/2020/12/20k-votes-for-green-party-pilfered-in-pa.html
https://revealthesteal.blogspot.com/2021/01/false-flag-attack-stopped-exposure-of.html
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:f5261f97-2e4a-3d7d-bc1b-a82540165172
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=YN-MOc7cZ8JGme9E9t3yLg2&docTypeId=269&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Pleading&docName=Joint+Pretrial+Statement&eventName=Pretrial+Statement
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=YN-MOc7cZ8JGme9E9t3yLg2&docTypeId=269&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Pleading&docName=Joint+Pretrial+Statement&eventName=Pretrial+Statement
http://wiseenergy.org/Energy/JohnDroz_Energy_CV.pdf
https://archive.is/odHVr
https://archive.is/odHVr
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:c0a58b07-a3cd-3fe0-86dd-b9bb49e6f46b
https://www.imdb.com/name/nm12264140/
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2024-election/expert-report-fuels-election-doubts-georgia-waits-update-voting-softwa-rcna89566
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=rjkdeOpf2eMbKoe6yfskZg2&docTypeId=13&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Order+%2F+Ruling&docName=Ruling+on+Motion+-+Granted%2FDenied+in+Part&eventName=Ruling+on+Motion+-+Granted%2FDenied+in+Part
https://discipline.calbar.ca.gov/portal/DocumentViewer/Display?eid=BtV5aUJF2I0bYEsNuwAS5A2&docTypeId=13&caseNum=SBC-23-O-30029&locationId=1100&caseId=-60Jj8mumvqGooncgoM4wQ2&docType=Order+%2F+Ruling&docName=Ruling+on+Motion+-+Denied&eventName=Ruling+on+Motion+-+Denied
https://wisconsinexaminer.com/2023/03/03/third-ethics-complaint-filed-against-gableman/
https://wisconsinexaminer.com/2023/03/03/third-ethics-complaint-filed-against-gableman/
https://www.jsonline.com/story/news/politics/2021/10/06/republican-reviewing-2020-vote-says-he-doesnt-know-how-elections-work/6020978001/
https://www.thedailybeast.com/this-pro-trump-lawyer-was-a-rising-stop-the-steal-star-his-firm-erased-him)
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/06/15/us/politics/trump-justice-department-election.html
https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.azd.1294569/gov.uscourts.azd.1294569.106.0.pdf
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:f5261f97-2e4a-3d7d-bc1b-a82540165172
https://catalog.tiu.edu/university/statement-faith/
https://catalog.tiu.edu/university/statement-faith/
https://ballotpedia.org/Wendy_Long#cite_note-2
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2016_Republican_National_Convention
https://www.huffpost.com/entry/dinesh-dsouza-sentenced_n_5869666
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John C. Yoo — Constitutional law scholar and Emanuel S. Heller Professor of Law at the
University of California, Berkeley. Longtime friend of Eastman who said, “Unfortunately,
he [Eastman] drank the Kool-Aid that President Trump was selling — that the election
was a fraud.” Per court order, Yoo is precluded from offering certain opinions concerning
the tenability of Eastman’s advice to former Vice President Pence concerning his
authority on January 6.

S. Stanley Young — Statistician who holds a doctorate but had no professional experience
analyzing election data before 2020 and has no peer-reviewed publications about
elections.

The Bar Court granted the State Bar’s motions to exclude testimony from several of Eastman’s
proposed expert witnesses:

Rebecca Roiphe was excluded because generally witnesses are not permitted to give
expert opinions on legal issues—in this case, First Amendment defenses—that are for the
court to decide.

Joseph N. Fried and John “Jay” Valentine were excluded because the court concluded
that they lacked relevant expertise and that their analyses, because of when they were
produced, could not have been relevant to Eastman's actions relating to the 2020
election.

The Bar Court granted the State Bar’s motion to exclude testimony from a number of Eastman’s
other witnesses, because Eastman did not timely disclose them:

William M. Briggs — Statistician who served as plaintiffs’ expert in King v. Whitmer,
where the judge found the evidence to be an “amalgamation of theories, conjecture, and
speculation,” sanctioned the plaintiffs’ attorneys, and ordered them to get remedial legal
education. Also served as expert in Bowyer v. Ducey, which was dismissed due to
insufficient evidence of fraud. Briggs hosts a blog where he outlined a plan to initiate a
violent coup by killing government officials at the State of the Union address, and, in
September 2020, recommended that President Trump declare the election invalid and
institute a coup should he lose.

Anthony Cox, Jr. — Associate professor at Colorado University at Denver Business School
with no professional experience in elections and no peer-reviewed publications about
elections.

Mark Finchem — Former Arizona state representative and former candidate for secretary
of state in Arizona who promoted falsehoods about elections throughout his campaign.
He was sanctioned for filing a “baseless” election lawsuit. Finchem is also a self-
identified member of the Oath Keepers, the extremist group which played a role in the
attack at the Capitol on Jan. 6.

Heather Honey — Witness in failed Arizona gubernatorial candidate Kari Lake’s 2022
election contest, where she admitted she had no election experience. She also worked for
the Cyber Ninjas during their so-called forensic audit of the 2020 vote. Recently, Honey
has led efforts to encourage states to leave the Electronic Registration Information
Center (ERIC), presenting a report at an anti-ERIC summit at the Conservative
Partnership Institute.

Sandy Juno — Former County Clerk of Brown County, Wisconsin, during the 2020
election. She testified in an investigation into the 2020 election claiming the vote count
was tainted but didn’t offer any evidence. The Wisconsin Elections Commission (WEC)
corrected all her claims, and the investigation found no fraud.



https://www.latimes.com/politics/story/2022-06-26/trump-lawyer-john-eastman-jan-6-notoriety
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Backgrounder: John Eastman’s Trial Before the State Bar Court of California

« Jeffrey O’Donnell — O’'Donnell, who also goes by “The Lone Raccoon” online, runs a
website and social media community dedicated to unprofessional, online “investigations”
into debunked misinformation topics. He has made several controversial claims on social
media, including that the 2020 election was a coup funded by Europeans. He has no
professional elections experience.

+  Wendy Rogers — Arizona state senator who was censured last year by lawmakers from
both parties for her remarks at a white nationalist conference calling for public hangings.
She also helped organize Stop the Steal rallies in Arizona.

» Patrick Colbeck — Former Michigan state senator who pressured local clerks in the
aftermath of the 2020 election, requesting to illegally examine election equipment.
Colbeck has spread election disinformation and conspiracy theories and authored the
book, “The 2020 Coup: What Happened. What We Can Do.” In a ruling on a 2020
election challenge, a Wayne County, MI judge said Colbeck’s “predilection to believe
fraud was occurring undermines his credibility as a witness.” Unlike with the other
witnesses, the court’s order left the door open for Colbeck to testify “as a percipient
rebuttal witness—excluding any expert opinion testimony.” Ultimately, the court
excluded Colbeck as a rebuttal witness finding his testimony was not appropriate
rebuttal testimony.

Resources:

»  State Bar Court of California website

» States United’s bar complaints against Eastman

+ States United’s statement on the Bar Court’s preliminary finding of culpability against
Eastman

» States United’s statement on the trial

» Backgrounder: The Final Case for John Eastman’s Disbarment: Breaking Down the
California Bar’s Closing Brief

* American Oversight: In The Documents: Witnesses For John Eastman’s Disciplinary
Trial

« Sacramento Bee: John Eastman faces the music for trying to swing the 2020 election to
Donald Trump (Opinion)

¢ CNN: Ex-Trump attorney to face attorney disciplinary proceedings for 2020 election plot
aimed at Pence

* Orange County Register: John Eastman’s Law License Trial Raises Big Questions

« Politico: Eastman plan to keep Trump in power faces a reckoning, as authorities seek his
disbarment
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