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) Ahrm, or send ce]lular text messages to Petmoner Howevcr, B

g Respondent may. connmmrcate with Petruonor in wntmg solcly
concerning matters pertaining to the chrldren R&spondcnt is on
authonzed to transmrt said wntten commlmrcatron pertammg to
the children to Petitioner via electronic mail, facsmnle, uU. S - Mail,
or hand delivery. This Order specrﬁcally supcrsedcs Paragraph 21

: of the Orders’ issued by the Court on March , 2006.
A trug and correct copy of the June 5, 2006 Order is attached hereto and rarked as. Exhr'lnt “B”
5. Notwrthstandmg the Court’s. March 6 2006 and June 5, 2006 Ordem Rapondcnt
continues to telephone me, harass me, and oﬁen call me derogatory and vulgar nam:s in thn
presence of our children, including a “ f-king awhole" and “alcohohc” Respondent has also sent

| me vulgar and hostile emails in violation of the Courc’s Ordsr

36. Respondent Has Violated the Stay Away Orders: OnMarch 6, 2006 the

Com-t issued an order precluding Respondent from commg within a 100 yards of me, or my
1l residence, except for peaceful contacts relatmg to our chrldren Rcspondent has vmlated the

March 6, 2006 stay away order, as well ag numerous ‘other orders on hterally hundreds of

1 occasions. A true and correct copy of the March 6, 2006 Order is attached hereto and marked
as Exhibit “F”. (See Paragraph 18 of the Ma.rch 6, 2006 Ordct)

37.  For example, Respondent bmke into my former ramdence thrs past Father’s Day
on nor one, but two (2) separate occasions. On the first occasion, I found R&spond__enr: nmy
apartment without my knowledge or consent prior to my departure to New York. Neither of the *

grrls were present with Respondent when she d1d so. Iescorted Respondcnt out ofthe Legacy

Apartment, only to later learn that Respondent had broken into mmy apartment again, had rcmovcd
property from my apartment without niy knowledge or consent, and had been escorted from my .
apartment on the sixth (6*) floor to the lobby of the burld.mg by the concrerge An mvesﬁgatron

of this incident has been commenced.
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CONCLUSION )

-1 want to have a peaoeful relanunshxp with Respondent and be able to eﬁ'cctlvely

_ r chﬂdren wnth Respondcnt 1 truly believe that, desplte the fact that Respondent

d I have been embroiled in lmgatmn fot the past several months Rcspondent and I both still

are deepky for oné -another, and I hope that we will someday be able to effectively co-parent our - »

dren. v By entenng in to-the Amcnded Custody Iudgment ‘and workmg thh Dr. Strachan, I
ehe§e we are takmg the first steps toward that goal. )

.39, Meanwh]le, it appears that Respondent is so angry about the demise of our
.relanonshlp and her mabllrty to control me that she is presently mcapable of effectively and
10 posmvely commnmcatmg with me. She continues to call me on a- daily basns to harass me.

,"‘z . i1 | _ Despite our agreemcnt to refram from dlsclosmg our private affairs, Respondznt and her busmess
il 2 I .“mager contmue to leak false stories to the tabloids and. place inappropriate and false statements
QY 2e 13 A on Respondent’s web-sne in a transparent effort- to de-ptct me as an absentee and uncanng father.
) 3“;2314 o 40 Asset forth in the Declaration of Andrea D, Gledl'ams filed concurrently herewith,

nli,=:~ 15. ’ _R'esi)ondent and 1 ‘have been attempting to negotiate a dl_sm:ssal of my Order to Show Cause and
<28 9316 | Respondent’s DV Request'. However, at the eleventh hour,‘ Resﬁdﬁdent refused to agree to a
3% z=17 dlsxmssal ortoa contmuance of these matters While I agree to mmitual personal restrammg
% § . 18 ' ordcrs, I ain opposed to any DV restrammg orders against me as they are wholly unwarranted.
] 19 . 41. Respondent’s action is s:mply her method of harassmg me and sub_]ectmg me to’
.20 .pubiic ridicme, as 1o other purpose is served by not dismissing these actions, especially given the

21 |
2 | W
23 | w
24 |
25
26

, * '] had filed 2 DV Request against Respondent on March 13, 2006, however voluntarity
27 dismissed it behevmg that Respondent would refrain from contactmg and harassing me
voluntarily. As it is clear that Respondent has no intention of refraining from he-r abus:ve

28 .|| behavior, I will be refiling a DV—l 10 Request.
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; “fact ihat the Court has madé several mutual restraining brdersand personal conduct restraumng o
rders, as well as the fact that a Custody Judgment has been entered.

v I declare under penaky of perjury under thie Jaws of the State of Callforma that the o
4 ‘v'forcgomg is true and correct. '
-] Executed this A day of October 2008 at Los' Angeles, Cahforma.
et o o © SEEFACSIMILE SIGNATURE
ey 26 : _ ...~ ONATIAGHED PAGE " ®
7 DAVID HASSELHOFF -
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fact that {he Couxt has made sevevel sl sestraining orders and personal mmm@n; : \ 5
xders, as well 28 the fact that ac.mmaymaga;mmumwm ‘ ) B
1 declare under peoaky nfpgij\iwmderthehwaofdw State of Cali a that the

foregoing is true and cotreck,

" Gxecuted this ___dey of Ocrober 2006 8t
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