
IN THE STATE COURT OF DEKALB COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

PATRJCK C DESMOND, MARY C 
DESMOND, Individually, and MARY C. 
DESMOND, as Administratrix of the Estate 
ofPATRJCK W. DESMOND 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

NARCONON OF GEORGIA, INC, 
NARCONON INTERNATIONAL, 
DELGADO DEVELOPMENT, INC., 
SOVEREIGN PLACE, LLC, SOVEREIGN 
PLACE APARTMENT MANAGEMENT, 
INC, LISA CAROLINA ROBBINS, M D , 
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Civil Action File No: 10A28641-2 

NARCONON OF GEORGIA, INC'S OBJECTIONS IN OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIF'FS' PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT 

COMES NOW Narconon of Georgia, Inc. ("Defendant" or "NNGA"), a Defendant in the above-

styled action, and hereby files its Ob;ertirms in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Proposed Findings of Fact, 

showing the court as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Plaintiffs have asked this Court to impose sanctions against Narconon of Georgia arising out of 

an alleged failure to produce documents in response to written discovery requests. The parties have 

extensively briefed the issues and the Court has held oral argument on the motion. After oral argument 

on July 19, 2012, the Court indicated that it was inclined to impose some sanction against Narconon of 

Georgia, but had not decided what sanction to impose. 1 The Court directed Plaintiffs to file a Proposed 

Findings of Fact for the Court's consideration. 

1 There has been no lranscnpt prepared of the July 19'h hearing. 



In response to the Court's request, Plaintiffs' counsel submitted a twenty-two page document 

that purports to be an "Order" on August 22,2012. However, this "Proposed Order" is nothing more 

than an emotionally charged brief drafted by zealous lawyers in an attempt to inflame the Court. It 

contains fewer "facts" than argument. Instead, it contains many misstatements of the evidence, opinion 

by counsel, and argument on matters that are disputed issues of fact in the case. The very language of 

this "Proposed Order" is similar to a closing argument and not appropriate as a "findings of fact" to be 

entered by the trial court, especially given the circumstances of this very heated litigation. This 

Defendant objects to the "Proposed Order" as submitted by Plaintiffs' counsel. 

II. STATEMENTOFFACTS 

Reducing the ultimate dispute between Narconon of Georgia and Plaintiffs to its simplicity, 

Plaintiffs contend that Narconon of Georgia has operated an "illegal" and "unlicensed" in-patient or 

residential drug and alcohol rehabilitation center. (See Complaint, ,137) The reason Plaintiffs have 

fought so vehemently to establish that Narconon of Georgia was legally responsible for the housing of 

its students is because Plaintiffs' decedent, 28 year old Patrick Desmond, died after drinking at housing 

supplied by Delgado Development, Inc., then leaving Delgado Development and injecting himself with 

heroin for the first time, somewhere on the side of Interstate 285. In other words, Patrick Desmond was 

not on the premises ofNarconon of Georgia when he either imbibed alcoholic beverages or decided to 

shoot up heroin for the first time. The clear and undisputed evidence is that he was drinking in an 

apartment with a formercrnplo_y~c:_and student ofNarconon of Georgia who was fired weeks before 

Patrick's death from Narconon, but who was still employed as a "monitor" at Delgado Development, the 

company that provided housing for many (but not all) of the students enrolled at Narconon of Georgia. 

The evidence before the Court is that Narconon of Georgia is a licensed outpatient drug and 

alcohol rehabilitation and education program that has been continually licensed by the State of Georgia 
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since 2002. While Plaintiffs have repeatedly asserted that Narconon of Georgia was operating outside of 

the scope of its license, there is not a scintilla of evidence that the State of Georgia agrees with 

Plaintiffs' argument This is not a new battle for Narconon of Georgia. In April 2007, the State of 

Georgia withdrew its citation that the program was operating outside the scope of its license. It not only 

renewed Narconon's license, but expanded the scope of that license. (Edidin Depo., p. 71) 

In January 2009, the State of Georgia again investigated a complaint that Narconon was 

allegedly running the housing program outside the scope of its license (just as has been asserted by the 

Plaintiffs in this case). The housing arrangement in January of2009 was exactly the same setup as it 

was when Patrick Desmond was a student enrolled in the program. After the State conducted its 

investigation of that allegation, it determined that the complaint was nnsubstantiated. (See, generally, 

Exhibit 6 to Edidin Depo., attached hereto as Exhibit A) 

Again, in March of this year, the State investigated Narconon of Georgia and whether it was 

operating a housing component outside of the scope of its license. Again, the State found that the 

"[r]eview ofNarconon of Georgia housing arrangements revealed that the facility did not provide 

housing to its clients, however, the facility recommended that students stayed in a supportive 

envirorunent near the center." (Exhibit B) The State went so far as to issue a retractwn of its original 

citation. (Exhibit C) Narconon of Georgia has always maintained that it is separate from housing; it has 

no control over housing; and it does not run housing. Indeed, the recently produced "Board of 

Investigation" documents (discussed more fully below) support what this Defendant has maintained 

since the onset of th1s litigation. 

Nevertheless_ the Plaintiffs are encouraging this Court to enter an Order that contains findings of 

fact that directly contradict what the regulatory arm for the State of Georgia has ever found during its 

on-site inspections of the program throughout the past decade: that Narconon of Georgia was operating 
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an illegal housing component. 

This Defendant has already briefed, at length, the extensive history of the discovery process in 

this case2 As the Court knows, Plaintiffs' Motion for Sanctions is based on the alleged failure to 

produce two sets of documents during the discovery process: (1) the "Board ofinvestigation" 

documents; and (2) a report of alleged drug use by Patrick Desmond on the night that he died. Narconon 

of Georgia has since located and produced both sets of documents, voluntarily and without an Order 

from the Court. 

Counsel for Narconon of Georgia has admitted that they should have identified and produced the 

Board of Investigation Documents in response to Plaintiffs' Third Request for Production of Documents, 

Request No. 28 (which sought "All documents relating to any claim and/or complaint known to you 

alleging that N arconon housed students in poor, neglected, substandard or bad housing conditions from 

2008-2009".) (April 5, 2012 Hearing Transcript, p.S: "If I had these documents they would have been 

produced, okay? Absolutely. Ifthese documents were in my file, I would have produced them.") 

Mary Rieser had previously produced to her lawyers the "Urgent Directive" document which led 

to the identification of (and eventual production of) the Board ofinvestigation documents. Due to 

oversight, the Urgent Directive document was not produced by counsel in discovery until January 2012. 

(March 23, 2012 Hearing Transcript, pp. 54-55) 

It is important to note that Plaintiffs' Motion for Sanctions is not based on the delayed 

production of the Urgent Directive documents, but the alleged failure to produce the subsequent Board 

of Investigation documents. In light of the delayed production of the Urgent Directive and Board of 

Investigation documents, counsel for N arconon of Georgia has repeatedly offered to Plaintiffs' counsel 

to submit the previously deposed witnesses for follow-up depositions at Narconon's expense. (March 

2 See Defendant Narconon of Georgia, Inc. 's Brief in Opposition to Plaintiffs· Motzon for Sanctions. 
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23, 2012 Hearing Transcript, pp. 54-55; July 19, 2012 Hearing) 

Instead of agreeing tore-depose the limited number of witnesses who were involved with the 

Board oflnvestigation (Mary Rieser; Tracey Stepler; Maria Delgado; and Don Delgado), Plaintiffs now 

seek to have this Court enter an Order that contains an explicit finding of fact that Narconon of Georgia 

engaged in the following "willful and intentional" alleged discovery abuses: 

(1) Providing false and misleading discovery responses about the cause of Patrick 

Desmond's death; 

(2) Providing false and misleading discovery responses about conditions at NNGA's housing 

prior to Patrick's death; 

(3) Providing false and misleading sworn deposition testimony; and 

( 4) Failing to timely produce and identify critical documents and witnesses. 

(See Proposed Order, p. I) 

Because ofthe breadth ofthe Proposed Order and the sweeping allegations that are cloaked as 

"findings of fact" made therein by Plaintiffs' counsel, this Defendant will briefly discuss each of the 

alleged discovery abuses in turn. 

III. SPECIFIC ALLEGATIONS IN "PROPOSED ORDER" 

A. Alleged "False and Misleading Discovery Responses re: the Cause of Patrick Desmond's 

Death 

Plaintiffs contend that they were somehow misled by the witnesses about Patrick Desmond's 

alleged use of Oxycontin on the night that he died. However, an examination of the record before the 

Court will reveal that Plaintiffs' characterization of Ms. Rieser's testimony at deposition is patently false 

and misleading. Indeed, a careful reading of both volumes of her deposition testimony demonstrates 

that Mary Rieser was absolutely truthful in her testimony. Ms. Rieser previously testified at both of her 
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depositions that she had heard rumors of drug use the night Patrick Desmond died. (Mary Rieser Depo., 

Vol. I, p. 279; Vol. II, p.64) Plaintiffs' counsel did not follow up regarding any specifics regarding 

those rumors. Interestingly, Plaintiffs' counsel had sole access to the one witness who was with Patrick 

Desmond just before he died: Brad Taylor. Mr. Taylor refused to meet with or even speak with counsel 

for any of the Defendants before his deposition. (Taylor Depo., p. 4) Mr. Taylor never testified that 

Patrick Desmond took Oxycontin on the night he died. He testified that Patrick was drinking vodka and 

beer in the apartment before he left to buy heroin. (Taylor Depo., p. 91) 

Furthermore, during the discovery process, Narconon of Georgia properly objected to the 

production of the report that references the rumors about Oxycontin use; identified that report on a 

privilege log; and filed that privilege log with the Court. Plaintiffs' counsel then moved to compel the 

production of that report. After hearing argument on the motion, this Court ordered the report produced. 

This Defendant complied. This is just one more example of Plaintiffs' trying to paint with a very, very 

broad brush in the "Proposed Order". 

Significantly, Oxycontin had nothing to do with Patrick Desmond's death. Indeed, we have 

testimony from the Medical Examiner for DeKalb County about the cause of Patrick Desmond's death: 

a combination of heroin and alcohol. (Gowitt Depo., pp. 63; 68-69) Similarly, it is important to note 

that Oxycontin is notably absent from either of the toxicology screens done at the hospital. (Exhibit 

D) Thus, it appears that the rumors were just that: rumors. 

Mary Rieser admitted she heard rumors of drug usc on the mght Patrick Desmond died. There is 

no "willful or intentional" false testimony. Therefore, this court should not enter a "finding of fact" that 

N arconon of Georgia gave "false and misleading discovery responses" regarding the proximate cause of 

the death of Patrick Desmond. Patrick Desmond died from a combination of alcohol and heroin, not 

Oxycontin and the rumors about his use of drugs was disclosed by Mary Rieser in her first deposition. 
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B. Alleged False and Misleading Discovery Responses About Conditions at NNGA's Housing 

Prior to Patrick's Death 

The fact that there were problems that occurred at Delgado's housing has been disclosed in 

numerous documents before the Board oflnvestigation documents. This Defendant has produced in 

excess of 55 "Knowledge Reports", which are reports by students and/or ethics officers about students in 

the program doing something that they shouldn't be doing (i.e., drinking; sneaking out; doing drugs; 

etc.) throughout the discovery process. Further, witnesses have testified about these problems. 

However, in the proposed "findings of fact", Plaintiffs assert that Mary llieser failed to disclose 

the fact that she looked into reports of students using dmgs and alcohol at housing prior to Patrick's 

death, even though she was specifically asked that in her deposition. (Plaintiffs' Proposed Order, p. 1 0) 

This is just not true. Before entering the Proposed Order (or any form thereof), this Defendant 

encourages the Court to review the actual deposition testimony of Mary Rieser, who testified at length in 

both depositions that she was aware of complaints that students were using drugs and alcohol at housing 

and that she took steps to stop that behavior. Indeed, during Ms. Rieser's first deposition, taken in 

February of 2011, Rebecca Franklin, counsel for Plaintiffs introduced a multiple page exhibit that 

contained the "Knowledge Reports" of students drinking and/or doing drugs at housing that had been 

produced by this Defendant in response to written discovery. (See Exhibit 4 to Volume I of Mary 

Rieser deposition). 

Plaintiffs' counsel then questioned Ms. Rieser extensively about the specifics contained within 

those reports, including complaints that students were using alcohol (Vol. I. Rieser Depo., pp. 148; 163; 

7 



and 182); ecstasy (Vol. I, Rieser Depo., p. 156); and marijuana (Vol. L, Rieser Depo., pp. 157; 163)3 

Indeed, all of the witnesses who have been deposed have testified, some at length, regarding the 

conditions at housing before Patrick Desmond's admission4 For example, on October 13, 2011, Nick 

Parsons, a former student at Narconon of Georgia, testified that he was drinking alcohol before he 

completed the program (Parsons Depo., p. 30) He witnessed others using alcohol at housing as well. 

(Id., p. 31 ). Housing monitors at Delgado would often carry Breathalyzers and urine test kits to test 

students for drugs and alcohol. (Id., p. 31, 32) Nick Parsons was aware of another student overdosing 

on heroin at housing. (Id., p, 42i 

Plaintiffs have had unfettered and sole access to a witness identified by Narconon of Georgia in 

written discovery: former student and Narconon employee, Allison Riepe. Ms. Riepe was more than 

happy to testify, at length, about the problems that she thought existed at housing and at Narconon 

during her extensive timeframe there. She testified there was no supervision at Delgado because Maria 

Delgado couldn't afford to pay for security. (Riepe Depo., pp. 38-40); students sneaking off and doing 

drugs (Id., p. 41 ); students sleeping with staff or other students (!d., p. 41); students sneaking across the 

street to steal liquor and beer (Id., p. 41-42); and staff members drinking alcohol at housing (Id., p. 42). 

Because of these problems, Ms. Riepe herself left housing and went home because she thought she 

3 Interestingly, there were no such reports regarding Plaintiffs' decedent. Mary Rieser testified that she 
had only received one report regarding Patrick Desmond during his initial enrollment in the program, 
but later deterrrined that Patrick had not been drinking hut had failed to report someone else who had. 
He was disciplined for that failure. However, she received no prior reports that Patrick Desmond ever 
drank alcohol or used drugs while at Narconon or at housing. (Vol. I, p. 249) 
4 The Court should also be aware of the timelinc with respect to Patrick Desmond's admissions at 
Narconon of Georgia. He was initially admitted to the program on September 27, 2007 and completed 
the program on February 12, 2008. Within months of his completion of the program, Patrick Desmond 
relapsed and returned to Narconon of Georgia on May 23, 2008. If anyone had knowledge ofthe 
"conditions" at housing, Plaintiffs' decedent did as he had been there just three months before his 
previous admission. 
5 Ironically, Patrick Desmond was with Mr. Parsons when he learned of this other student's overdose on 
heroin, during his first admission in the program. 
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would be better off at home. (I d., p. 1 06) Unfortunately, Ms. Riepe was wrong. She relapsed yet again 

and found herself faced with yet another DUI charge. (!d.) At the end of the day, she realized that she 

was not better off at home and returned to housing, where she was able to get clean. (Id., p. I 07) She 

stayed clean for awhile, until she started a romantic relationship with a student in the program and 

relapsed. (I d., p. II 0) 

Before her unfortunate relapse, Ms. Riepe started a separate housing company after Patrick 

Desmond's death. (Riepe Depo., p. 56) "Maria [Delgado] would do something Mary [Rieser] didn't 

like and then they'd get into it. And so Mary wanted another option. She wanted another place to send 

clients and she wanted one that was safer." (I d. at 62) 

Plaintiffs' counsel also had sole and unfettered access to the person who was with Patrick 

Desmond on the night that he died, Bradley Taylor. Once again, Narconon of Georgia disclosed Mr. 

Taylor in discovery. Bradley Taylor was a fom1er Narconon employee and student at the time of Patrick 

Desmond's death. Though he had been fired from Narconon, Mr. Taylor was employed with Delgado 

Development as a "monitor". He testified that he kept alcohol in his apartment (Taylor Depo., p. 63) 

and that students were constantly drinking at housing (ld., p. 70). It was his job, as a monitor, to take 

away the students' alcohol and write them up to inform both Delgado and Narconon that the student had 

been drinking so the student could be punished. (!d., pp. 72-73). They called the police because there 

were drug dealers on the premises of the apartments. (ld., p. 79) 

Likewise, Tracey Stepler also testitied that she was aware of complaints about drug and alcohol 

use at housing. (Stepler Depo., pp. 92-93) Don Delgado and Maria Delgado; Brandon Ormsby; Jamie 

Thompson also all testified that they were aware of drinking and drug use at Delgado housing. When 

you have drug addicts and alcoholics trying to get off of drugs and alcohol, there are simply going to be 

some that have more difficulty "kicking the habit" than others. "So--the beer, yes; we- we would find 

9 



it. They were drug addicts, we're trying to get them out of addiction, you know, by trying to not be so 

easy to get beer." (M. Delgado Depo., p. 160). 

In short, there has been no willful effort in discovery to hide the fact of problems at Delgado 

Development's housing. 

C. Alleged False and Misleading Sworn Deposition Testimonv 

Plaintiffs want this Court to enter a finding of fact that Mary Rieser's "answers were almost 

always evasive and, again, often misleading." Plaintiffs cite to the following testimony in support of 

this broad brush, vague accusation: 

(Vol. 1., p. 166, II. 6-24): 

Q. Okay. So would it he important for you to 
7 know that your students were saying it was easier to get 
8 drugs at Delgado Development than it was at his home? 
9 MS. EYRE: Object to the form of the 
10 question. 
II THE WITNESS: Yeah. That's what he's 
12 saying. It's important for me that-- that 
13 any student--because it's so easy to get 
14 drugs in this world anywhere; I could go 
15 across the street if I know what I'm looking 
16 for--learn to say no. And also, if you 
17 find-- in the field of rehab, oftentimes 
18 when someone gets caught with something, they 
19 will blame their circumstances, their mother, 
20 "It's so easy to get, that's why I did it." 
21 So the main thing about this is that we would 
22 want to make sure that this person would 
23 learn to, you know, voluntarily say no, and 
24 Jearn how to maintain sobriety 

This Defendant urges the Court to inquire-· "how exactly is this false or misleading?" Plaintiffs' 

counsel asked if it would be important for Ms. Rieser to know something. And she responded "yes." 

The same is true for the next cited alleged "evasive" or "misleading" answers: 

Q. Okay. And did you discuss with Maria .or Don 
7 this sentence that says this student claims· that it was 
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8 "easier to get drugs at the apartments than at his 
9 home." Did you discuss that with Maria or Don? 
10 A In the particular case, that's not what was 
11 addressed. With this particular student. I don't know 
12 how much I can say. That's --that's not--
13 Q. I'm asking what you discussed with Maria or 
14 Don, just -- nothing about what -- what went on with the 
15 student. Did you discuss that sentence, that claim, 
16 that allegation? 
17 A. No, I didn't -- I don't believe I discussed 
18 that particular... 
19 Q. Okay. And you continued to refer students to 
20 Delgado Development after April of-- April 11, 2008? 
21 A. That -- that -- I never assumed this to be 
22 true. 
23 Q. Okay. Do you assume that it's not true? 
24 A. What, that it's easier to get drugs at the 
25 apartment than it was at his home? 
Page 169 
1 Q. Right. 
2 A. Yes; I-- I think that when people get caught 
3 doing stuff, they say things like that, and that's most 
4 likely the case in this situation. 

BY MS. FRANKLIN: 
14 Q. What--
15 A. She's wanting a discussion, "Please discuss 
16 this point with housing." So she's telling someone from 
17 Narconon to discuss something with housing. 
18 Q. Okay. What does-- what's your understanding 
19 of the tenn "housing"? 
20 A. Well, she's-- since she's Deborah Toth, she's 
21 probably noticed something. 
22 Q. Like the alanns are still not operational? 
23 MS. WHITLOCK: I'm going to object to 
24 the question. l don't-- l don't understand 
25 what your question is. 

Page 154 

1 MS. FRANKLIN: Can you read back the 
2 question before the last. 
3 (Thereupon, the record was read by the 
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4 court reporter.) 
5 MS. FRANKLIN: Thank you. 
6 MS. WHITLOCK: So what do you want her 
7 to answer? 
8 MS. FRANKLIN: What her understanding of 
9 the term "housing" is. 
10 BYMS. FRANKLIN: 
11 Q. 'Cause this -- this document was -- is -- was 
12 given to Narconon, correct? Or do you know? 
13 A. Yeah, I assume it was, because it's got, you 
14 know, it's got Toth to ethics. 
15 Q. Right. 
16 MS. EYRE: I object to the form of 
17 question to the extent you're asking her to 
18 identify Ms. Toth's understanding of the word 
19 "housing." 
20 BY MS. FRANKLIN: 
2 i Q. Do you know what Ms. Toih was referring to 
22 when she said, "Please discuss this point with housing"? 
23 A. Maybe I don't know exactly what you're saying 
24 or-- or if I'm -- like, I don't -- some people were 
25 housed at-- at Delgado, and so probably she wanted to 
Page 155 
I discuss something about the people that were housed 
2 there with a company where they went and did treatment. 
3 Q. Okay. 
4 A. And that to me is like wanting to have a 
5 discussion between the two groups about these things. 
6 Q. Okay. And--
7 A. I don't know why she called it that. I mean, 
8 but it's a discussion between two things. Two 
9 companies. 

I Q. Okay. Would rt also be important for you in 
2 considering whether to continue to refer students to 
3 Delgado Development? 
4 A All right. If someone said this, I would 
5 take -- this would have to be clarified for me. And, 
6 like I say, this population will use any kind of excuse 
7 if they get caught doing something. I've been doing 
8 this for a long time. "Oh, it's so easy here, it's all 
9 your fault, you shouldn't let me be here." I mean, so 
10 it would have to be within the context of what happened 
II at that time. 
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8 Q. Did Narconon -- does Narconon care how 
9 students' apartments or living situations are outside of 
10 the facility? 
11 A. We teach life skills. We want them to learn 
12 life skills in general, about all aspects oflife. 
13 Q. Well, what about a student's apartment being 
14 in disarray would be reason to alert the ethics officer 
15 ofNarconon? 
16 A. We teach life skills. 

Q. Okay. How-- how would a Delgado Development 
22 employee know what is important to Narconon? 
23 A. Well, I don't -- I mean, I think any-- I 
24 don't know how she would know, but I think if you 
25 understand our program is about integrity and 
Page 187 
1 maintain-- getting life skills, that this would he 
2 important. I don't know how she would know that, but 
3 makes sense that it would be important. 

(Yo I. I Rieser Depo., p. 168, I. 6 - p. 169, I. 4; p. !53, l. 15 - p. 155, I. 9; p.l67, II. 1-11; p. 183, ll. 8-16; 

and p. 18o. 1.21-p. 187, I. 4) 

Notahly, counsel has cherry picked portions of the deposition testimony and has not given the 

Court any clear context in which it was given. For example, the second to last citation relied upon does 

not include the follow up discussion, including the accusation by Plaintiffs' counsel that :vlary Rieser 

has no ethics: 

17 Q. It's an ethical violation? 
18 A. We're interested in life skills. So as it 
19 relates to a person's ability to maintain and, you know, 
20 have sobriety, we would be interested in that aspect. 
21 Q. Is it a ethical violation? 
22 A. Deborah considered it, obviously. 
23 Q. All right. Do you? 
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24 A. In terms of personal integrity, I think that 
25 part of recovery, you'd want to have neat surroundings, 

Page 184 

I you would learn how to keep things neat and -- wherever 
2 you are; in your car, your little space --your little 
3 desk space you might have at Narconon, wherever you 
4 live; I think that's part ofrecovery, is discipline, 
5 and I -- we help teach life skills. So it would be 
6 something that would be interesting in terms of someone 
7 who is trying to get better who is in the program. 
8 Q. Do you consider it an ethical violation? 
9 MS. WHITLOCK: Object to the form 
1 0 insofar as it's --
11 THE WITNESS: Deborah --
12 MS. WHITLOCK:-- been asked and 
13 answered. 
14 THE WITNESS: Deborah did. 
15 BY MS. FRANKLIN: 
16 Q. Do you? 
17 A. Ethical violation, I don't -- that infers like 
18 we've got some rules up, like "Keep your things _ _.. --
19 Q. Infers that you have some ethics? 

(Vol. I Rieser Depo., p. 183, I. 17- p. 184, I. 19) 

The statements in this "Proposed Order" that Ms. Rieser was "almost always" evasive and/or 

misleading is nothing more than a veiled attempt to have the Court make findings of fact on matters that 

are very hotly contested in the underlying case. Frankly, it is improper to submit the same as a "finding 

of fact" when it is nothing more than opinion of counsel. 

D. Alleged Failing to Timely Produce and Identify Critical Documents and Witnesses 

Plaintiffs completely fail to identify the "critical witnesses" that Narconon of Georgia allegedly 

failed to disclose. They do, however, spend a lot of time discussing the Post-Incident documents and the 

Board of Investigation documents, each discussed separately below. 

]. Post-Incident Documents 

During the course of discovery, counsel for Narconon identified several documents (referred to 
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by Plaintiffs as the "Post-Incident" doc\Ullents) on a Privilege Log and filed the Privilege Log with the 

Court. After several conferences between counsel and a hearing in front of the Court, the Court ordered 

those documents produced (with confidential information redacted). Again, Narconon of Georgia 

complied with the Court Order. In other words, Narconon of Georgia complied with the procedures set 

forth by the Georgia Civil Practice Act. Now Plaintiffs are crying foul and contend that the Post-

Incident documents (Bates Nos. 009821-009834) "provided even more information and identification of 

witnesses that had never been previously disclosed in discovery. Importantly, this new information was 

also contradictory to what the NNGA witnesses had testified to during their depositions." However, 

Plaintiffs completely fail to identify what the "new information" was or how it contradicted the 

Narconon of Georgia witnesses. This is inappropriate to enter as a "finding of fact." 

Yet another example of seeking to have opinions of counsel entered as "findings of fact" is the 

contention that "Allison Riepe apparently provided a written report indicatmg that she had been told that 

Brad Taylor confessed to giving Patrick Oxycontin on the night he died. This report has still not been 

produced." In support of this contention, Plaintiffs cite to Bates No. Desmond-G-GA-009823, which 

specifically states: 

PS I keep extending this report. I just got a written report from Alyson: 

"Josh called me at 2am and told me that Brad Taylor drunk and upset 
saying that the night before he and Patrick had gotten all fucked up and taken oxys. He 
didn't remember what happened or how much they took' 

lbis would verifY what Brandon and Jamie have reported - except the needle marks are 
odd. 

Plaintiffs' counsel fails to note that Ms. Rieser testified before the Court about that "report" 

[which, by the way, was identified as a privileged document during the discovery process.] 

Q. And the report that made that allegation was not 
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produced in this litigation; the handwritten report by Allison 
Riepe was not produced to the Plaintiffs in this case? 

A. Okay. I am not sure that Allison wrote that. I think 
it was written by a student and Allison showed it and it was 
given back to the student. 

Q. Go back to the first page that we were just looking 
at. "I just got a written report from Allison." 

A. Right. I don't know that she wrote it. I remember a 
handwritten, very short, and it could have been from a student. 

THE COURT: All right. Where is that 
handwritten report? 

THE WITNESS: That would have been handed back to 
the student like as part of the iuventorv. 

MR. HARRIS: 
Q. And shredded? 

A. Yeah. I think that's what that was, because she just 
showed it because otherwise if it were some report I would have 
like stuck it in with the others. I think she just showed it to 
me and shredded it, but at the time I mean I -- I wasn't trying 
to hide anything. I didn't even know that this would be coming 
or ever happen. I was just trying to figure out what happened 
at the time. The drug test on Patrick had been negative and so 
I thought that this was, like, this didn't make any sense, 
actually, to me. It was just all of these pieces of what could 
happen. It wasn't really like I need to hide this. This might 
come up later. It just -- I mean, I really wasn't. 

(April5, 2012 Hearing Transcript, pp. 21-22) 

The Post-Incident documents simply corroborate the tcstirnonv of the witnesses about what their 

investigation about Patrick Desmond's death revealed. These documents were properly objected to and 

noted on a privilege log. There is no intentional failure here. 

2. Board of Investigation Documents 

Once again asking that opinions of counsel be entered as "findings of fact", Plaintiffs encourage 
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this Court to enter a finding of fact that the Board of Investigation documents are "directly relevant to 

Patrick's death." The Board of Investigation was convened three months before Patrick's death and 

after he had completed the program the first time. The Board of Investigation had concluded by the 

time that Patrick Desmond returned to Narconon of Georgia as a student. Not only had the Board of 

Investigation concluded, but Ms. Rieser believed that housing was better as a result of it. "We did send 

that letter, and right after that it really appeared there was a huge effort on Maria's part that things got 

fixed, things looked better, and I just-- it didn't even-- I didn't think of it." (AprilS, 2012 Hearing 

Transcript, p. 34) 

Narconon of Georgia was not still having the same issues with housing that prompted the Board 

oflnvestigation at the time that Patrick Desmond returned. (!d. at p. 47-48) These documents were not 

"crucial" to Plaintiffs' case, as they want this Court to enter as a "finding of fact." While counsel can 

debate the significance of the documents, and a jury may consider the significance thereof, it is not a 

proper "finding of fact" to conclude what this significance may be. 

Plaintiffs argue that these documents are highly relevant because they demonstrate that students 

were drinking alcohol and sneaking out of housing; housing monitors were failing to report for work; 

staff members using drugs and alcohol; lack of control over staff at housing; lack of supervision of 

students at housing; complaints that drugs were too easily obtainable at housing; instances of students 

overdosing on heroin; substandard living conditions; and requests from students for changes to housing. 

However a close re~_Qi[1g_oftbe record before the Court will_rcveal that nearly all of this \\fa~ already 

testified to by the witness~~ _ijnd identified in the_go<;uments previously produced. (See supra, pp. 7 -I 0) 

The fact that there were problems with drug and alcohol abuse at housing is not something new 

that was just discovered as a result of the "Board ofinvestigation" documents. Indeed, Mary Rieser 

testified at her first deposition that a student had complained that it was easier to get drugs at housing 
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than anywhere else in the world. (VoL I, Rieser Depo., p. 166) 

Counsel for Plaintiffs later specifically asked: 

Q. Do you specifically remember any other instances where 
you were alerted of drug- or, alleged drug or alcohol use at the 
apartments? 

Ms. Whitlock: Object to the form of the question; its been asked 
and answered. You can answer if you can. 

A. Yes. 

By Ms. Franklin 

Q. Okay. Other- other incidents besides those in the reports? 

(VoL L, p. 201) Plaintiffs' counsel then stopped that line of questioning and did not inquire further 

about those 'other incidents' of alleged drug and alcohol use at the apartments. Even after Ms. 

Rieser testified that she was aware of drug and alcohol use outside ofthe Knowledge Reports, Plaintiffs' 

counsel did not ask any additional questions about those complaints. 

Similarly, Plaintiffs' counsel, Jeff Hanis, also inquired about drug use at Delgado during Ms. 

Rieser's second deposition: 

Q. Before Patrick enrolled in Narconon, you had gotten reports-

A. Yes. 

Q. --some number--

A. Yes. 

Q. --that drinking and drug use was going on at the Delgado Development 
Facility; right') 

A. Yes. 

Q. It's some number. I- I don't know what it is, and apparently neither does 
anybody else right now. But that- but we can have an agreement on that? 
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A. Yes, there was some number, yes. 

Q. Okay. What did you do- or what did Narconon of Georgia do to 
investigate that and to determine whether or not there needed to be any rule 
change over at Delgado Development? 

A. If it were an individual person we would address that person. If there 
was more concern, I- and normally it turned out to be an individual person. 
It wasn't some rampant thing. It was a person trying to bring something in. 
Trying to get- it would be an individual person. It wouldn't be like a report 
that everybody had- had a party on one particular night. We would deal 
with those people. And- and I- if there was any concern, I- I would talk to 
Don about it. Bnt my- my thing would be that that person get addressed. It 
wouldn't be like a report that ten people -like it would be- okay. We've got 
to help this person learn to say no, to make the right decisions. Obviously 
they are not in terms of, you know, learning to make decisions. I want to 
help them figure that out. So that's the key part of recovery. 

Q. All right. So you -you you addressed the- the complaints on an 
individual basis? I think that's what you just told me? 

A. Yes. The offenses. 

Q. Did- did you make any determination about whether or not, because of 
the number of complaints, Narconon shouldn't- shouldn't be allowing its 
students to stay over at Delgado Development? 

A. No-

Q. Did you look into that at am 

A. --no, no. I didn't look into that. It would be in reports like this and I 
just would address those. 

Q. Well, do you- was there any attempt by Narconon to keep up with the 
totals? 1 mean, did you have a monthly meeting where you would say, okay, 
we've gotten 50 KRs -- ur whatever the number would be- and talk about it in the 
aggregate as opposed to by the individual? 

A. No. 

(Mary Rieser Depo. Vol. II, ln. 17, p. 14 7 through ln. 18, p 149). 

At the direction of Plaintiffs' counsel, the line of questioning at issue was in reference to 

handling ofreports of drug and alcohol usage in housing during the time period prior to Mr. Desmond's 

enrollment in Narconon. (Mary Rieser Depo. Vol. II, p. 147, ln. II). Ms. Rieser later stated in the same 
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line of questioning that her answers were what she remembered "in that time period." (Mary llieser 

Depo. Vol. II, p. 149, ln. 20). Ms. Rieser later testified that Narconon had interviewed students and 

done internal questionnaires to find out if there was any drug or alcohol use at housing: 

Q You would agree with me that that's something that Narconon of 
Georgia wants to know? Wants to know whether or not there is some 
pervasive pattern of abuse of drug and alcohol? 

A Oh, of course we would be on top of that. 

Q Okay. That's something you would want to know. 

A Yes, of course we would, yeah. 

Q And you get these reports in on an individual basis, what is it -- what 
do you do to determine whether or not you've got a number of these? 

A Well, we have interviewed several students in the past if we think 
there is some kind of troublemaker that we haven't discovered then 
we will give people a right to speak confidentiality and say blah-blah. 
We have done that in an effort to see if we have troublemakers in our 
group that's trying to do stuff. I mean, we've had people try to bring 
drugs into N arconon, have somebody drop them off during lunch. So 
we'll-- if we think something like that's going on, then we will do an 
what's called an, you know, just an internal questionnaire where 
people can fill out if they know of a particular troublemaker and we'll 
--we'll address it like that. 

(Vol. II, RieserDepo., p. 150-151) 

Ms. llieser testified before the Court that the Board of Investigation was convened not because of 

the allegations of drug or alcohol use at housing, but because they wanted to make sure that all service 

points were good due to recent attacks by an outside group known as "Anonymous." 

A. That was the report. I wasn't -- what I was looking 
for was stated in the Board oflnvestigation. I don't remember 
being concerned about staff or students doing drugs at the time. 
If you look at the first paragraph there was several things 
going on and I wanted to make sure that all service points were 
good, like from all aspects, like I always do, but it was a very 
heightened necessity even more at that time because the 
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beginning paragraph says, "Attacks by an outside group known as 
Anonymous." It was this kind of hate group that was going 
around with these signs and there was threats of violence and 
stuff, and they were vowing on the Web to take us out, and so 
everything that could be wrong, or might be wrong, could 
possibly be wrong in my perception was completely heightened, 
and I wanted to know anything that could be going on just 
because in the face ofthis particular very unusual !Ond of 
thing that was happening I thought the best protection would be 
that everybody's house was in complete order, and so I was 
willing-- I wanted to look at every single possible thing, and 
that was put on the board. It wasn't that I thought Delgado 
staff members were doing drugs. I would have taken that up with 
Maria in a minute. In the course of that somebody wrote this, 
this thing. 

(AprilS, 2012 Hearing Transcript, pp. 30-31) 

Q. Ms. Rieser, if you could tell the Court what was 
happening in March of 2008 at Narconon to prompt the Board of 
Investi galion? 
A. What was happening was there is a group called 
Anonymous. They had originally come with masks. They were like 
a hate group. They were across the country. They had-- there 
were threats. They had already taken down some Web sites. 
Back then nobody knew about them. Now they have had 
more national attention, and they would stand at the end of the 
road taking pictures ofthe students. Putting online that they 
intended to close us down because they thought we were 
affiliated with the Church of Scientology. 
They went to the local Church of Scientology and 
DeKalb County came in big riot gear because it looked like 
something bad was going to happen. Anyway, it was that kind of 
thing was escalating and I would get word of what was going on 
in their chat rooms, and there was some -- one of these nights 
or one of these things was prompted by the fact that it looked 
like thev were ahout to do something physical, and so that is 
why I prompted -- I always wanted to know what was going on, 
but in this particular case it is like everything has to be-- I 
just want everything perfect. I don't know who these people are 
or why they are doing this, and that's what prompted it. 

(April 5, 2012 Hearing Transcript, pp. 46-47) 

Ms. Rieser testified that she had forgotten about the Board of Investigation because "my main 
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thrust in that investigation was because of these attacks and making sure that all service points were 

good. It wasn't a main- I didn't start it because I think I thought there were a lot of drugs, but I actually 

was focused on all ofthose documents that had been presented and I had studied those documents." 

(Id., pp. 32-33) She did not have the documents fresh in her mind when preparing for her deposition. "I 

was thinking all these documents that we were looking at as I was preparing for deposition hour after 

hour after hour and it was just that's how in my mind it was. It was many, many hours of talking about 

these various documents." (Id., p. 34) 

Plaintiffs boldly want this Court to enter a finding of fact that the documents "related to, or 

implicated in some way, virtually every previous deposition that had been taken in the case, as well as 

the opinions maintained by all of experts who had already been disclosed." This makes no sense. This 

Defendant urges the Court to ask: how do these documents "relate to or implicate" the depositions of 

the following individuals identified by the Plaintiffs? 

(I) Brandon Ormsby (former student who was not present during Board of 

Investigation and had no knowledge thereof); 

(2) Jamie Thompson (former student who was not present during Board of 

Investigation and had no knowledge thereof); 

(3) Randy Taylor (father of Brad Taylor); 

(4) Nick Parsons (student who was unaware of and had no part of the Board of 

Jnvesti gat ion): 

(5) Nina Edidin (Legal Affairs Officer with Georgia Office of Regulatory Services); 

(6) Dr. Gerald Gowitt (Medical Examiner); 

(7) Lisa Mooty (Brevard County, Florida Drug Court Administrator); 

(8) Mark O'Donnell (Patrick Desmond's probation officer); or 
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(9) Dr. Stephen Kent (expert re: practices and beliefs of the Church of Scientology). 

At best, the witnesses who would need to be questioned about the Board oflnvestigation 

documents are Mary Rieser; Don and Maria Delgado; and Tracey Stepler. Narconon of Georgia has 

already agreed to make all witnesses available at its expense for follow-up questioning about the Board 

of Investigation. The findings of fact proposed by Plaintiffs are overreaching at best. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

This Defendant objects to the "Proposed Order" submitted by Plaintiffs' counsel on August 22, 

2012 as it contains misstatements of the evidence; argumentative assertions regarding issues that are 

disputed by the parties; and opinions of counsel. What was submitted to the Court was not a proposed 

"finding of fact", it was a hybrid brief/closing argument. Narconon of Georgia respectfully submits that 

it would be wholly inappropriate for this Court to enter such a proposed Order and is therefore 

compelled to object to the proposed Order. Defendant's counsel understood that the Court requested 

that the Plaintiffs' lawyers submit proposed findings of fact to assist the Court. This proposed Order, 

however, is not limited to "facts." Instead, it portrays arguments and conclusions by Plaintiffs' counsel 

about matters of genuine dispute in the evidence as purposed "facts." This is improper and Narconon of 

Georgia objects. r 
This 9{ay of September, 2012. 

DREW, ECKL & FARNHAM, LLP 

~--~ 

StevanA. Miller 
Georgia Bar No. 508375 
Barbara A. Marschalk 
Georgia Bar No. 324498 
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880 West Peachtree Street (30309) 
P.O. Box 7600 
Atlanta, Georgia 30357-0600 
T: (404) 885-1400 
F: (404) 876-0992 
E: smiller@deflaw.com 

bmarschalk@deflaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Narconon of Georgia, Inc. 
3418126/1 
5346-81580 
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IN THE STATE COURT OF DEKALB COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

PATRICK C. DESMOND, MARY C. 
DESMOND, Individually, and MARY C. 
DESMOND, as Administratrix of the Estate 
ofPATRICK W. DESMOND 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

NARCONON OF GEORGIA, INC., 
NARCONON INTERNATIONAL, 
DELGADO DEVELOPMENT, INC., 
SOVEREIGN PLACE, LLC, SOVEREIGN 
PLACE APARTMENT MANAGEMENT, 
INC., LISA CAROLINA ROBBINS, M.D., 
and THE ROBBINS GROUP, INC. 

Defendants. 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

Civil Action File No: 10A28641-2 

5.2 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am counsel for Defendant Narconon of Georgia, Inc. and 

that I have this day served a true and correct copy of the foregoing Defendant Narconon of 

Georgia, Inc. 's Objections in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Proposed Findings of Fact, upon counsel 

for all parties by United States Mail, addressed as follows: 

Rebecca Franklin, Esquire 
Franklin Law, LLC. 
400 Colony Square 
1201 Peachtree Street, NF, StJitc 90(1 
Atlanta, GA 30361 

David F. Root, Esq. 
Cheryl Shaw, Esq. 
Carlock, Copeland & Stair, LLP 
191 Peachtree Street, N.E., Suite 3600 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

Stephen G. Lowry, Esquire 
Jeffrey R. Harris, Esquire 
Jed D. Manton, Esquire 
fhrris Penn T_ 0\\TY DelCampo_ T.LP 
400 Colony Square 
1201 Peachtree Street, NE, Suite 900 
Atlanta, GA 30361 



r'Lfr-
Thisif __ ' day of September, 2012. 

DREW, ECKL & FARNHAM, LLP 
880 West Peachtree Street (30309) 
P.O. Box 7600 
Atlanta, Georgia 30357-0600 
T: (404) 885-1400 
F: (404) 876-0992 
E: smiller@deflaw.com 

bmarschalk@deflaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Narconon of Georgia, Inc. 

Barbara A. Marschalk 
Georgia Bar No. 324498 
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Due Oat~: o310911009 ACTS Complaint Summary 
Intake Number: GA000~388-7 

Facility 10: DRUG002034 

Provider Number: Priori-ty: Non-tJ Medium 

Mgmt.Unit: HCS 

PRBvllll!;i{ iNRilRffi'it+I('JN': n . \c . , Name: NARCONON OF GEORGIA License#: 044-493-0 
Type: DRUG 

Medicaid#: 

Address: 5688 PEACHTREE PARKWAY#B1 

GityiState/Zlp!Gounty: NORCROSS, GA, 30092, GWINNETT 

Telephone: (770)379-0208 

Complaint Number: GA00063887 
State Complaint Number: 

Received End Date: 01/27/2009 

Investigation Completed: 

ALLEGATIONS 

Allegation#: 

Category: Resident/Patient/Client Neglect 

. Subcategory: Other 

·Findings: · Unsubstantiated:Lack of sufficient evidence 

Findings Text: The complainant alleged that the facility had client housing which was in bad condition and had no food for 
the clients_ 

An Unannounced on-site visit \A;as made to the fac!!ity on 2/3/2009, by a quailfied surveyor, to investigate this 
complaint 

Based -on record review, and interview, it was determined that the allegation was not substantiated. No 
deficiency were written. 

The complainant alfeged that the facility had client housing which was in bad condition and the housing had 
no food for the clients. 

An unannounced on-site visit was made to the facility on-2/3/2009, by a qualified surveyor, to Investigate this 
compfaint The complainant does have durable power of attorney. 

A review of the facility policy and procedures on 21312009 revealed that the facility was a outpatient drug 
treatment program. Any assistance the facility provides concerning housing and meals is strictly limited to 
referral to places of business that can provide these services. 

A .review of the clients records revealed that each client is given a outpatient rehabilitation program form 
which states that the facility will provide a referral to supportive housing. 

An interview on 213/2009 at 12:00 p m. with the administrator, stated that the facility does not require clients 
to stay at certain places, but will give the client a referral list of places they might stay_ 

An interview on 2/3/2009 at 4:30 p.m. with the administrator of Delgado Development, confirmed that their 
facility was independent of all the drug treatment programs they work with. 

Based on record review, and mterview, 1\ was determined that the allegation was not substantiated. No 
deficiency was written. 

Total Numbe-r of Allegations for CompiainL -~ 

END OF SUMMARY EXHIBIT 
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GEORGIA DEPARTMENT 
OF COMMUNITY HEALTH 

David A. Cook., Commissioner 

March 29, 2012 

Ms. Mary Rieser, Administrator 
Narconon of Georgia 
5688 Peachtree Parkway #B 1 
Norcross, GA 30092 

RE: Complaint#: GA00109510 

Dear Ms. Rieser: 

2 Peachtree Street, NW, Ste. 31.447 
Atlanta, GA 30303-3159 

Nathan Deal, Governor www.dch.georgia.gov 

Enclosed is CMS form 2567 which contains deficiencies noted during a complaint 
investigation conducted on March 21, 2012, by a surveyor from this office. The report 
contains one or more violations which must be corrected. 

Your plan to correct these violations should be entered in the right-hand column entitled 
"Providers Plan of Correction" with a projected completion date entered in the column 
entitled "Completion Date." The completion date should not exceed 30 days from the exit 
date of the survey. After you have completed the form, SIGN AND DATE it in the space 
provided at the bottom of the first page and return it to this office no later than 10 business 
days from the receipt of this letter. Feel free to make a copy of this report for your files. 

Thank you for the courtesy extended to our representative during the visit. If I can be of 
further assistance, please contact my office at (404) 657-5411. 

Sincerely, 

j'l~v~:;l:--'-~~ 
Deborah Ferguson, MSN, RN 
Director 
Specialized Healthcare Section 
Healthcare Facility Regulation Division 
Department of Community Health 

DF mab 

Enclosures 

Equal Opportunity Employer 
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compliance with Chapter 290-4-2. Rules and 

; Regulations for Drug Abuse Treatment and 
l Eduea\ion Programs. and the fOllowing 
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SS=D 

In these rules. unless the context otherwise 
requires. the words and phrases set forth herein 
shall mean the following: 
(m) "License" means the official permit issued by 
the department which authorizes the holder to 

1 operate a drug abuse trea_tment and_ education 
i program for the term provtded therein. 

This Rule Is not met as evidenced by: 
Based on rev1ew of facility documentation client 
record review and interviews, it was determined 
that the facility was operattng a residential Drug 
Abuses Treatment and Education Program, when 
the facility was license for Outpatient Drug 
Abuses Treatment and Education Program The 
findmgs were 

'An interview on 3/21/2012 at 10:00 a.m. with the 
recept10n1st who just started two to three months 
ago, stated !hat the facility did have a housing for 
the clients 

Review of facility pol1c1es and procedures on 
3/21/2012. revealed that the facil1ty was an 
outpatient druo rehabilitation ::Jnrl edr.w;:1(1r:m 

facility 

Rev1ew of lhe fac1lrty financial po!lcy and 
agreement form on 3/21/2012 . under housing, , 
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N 312 i Continued From page 1 

preferred providers 

Review of Narconon of Georgia housing 
arrangements revealed that the facility does not 
provide housing to its clients, however , the 
facility recommends that students stay in a 
supportive environment near the center. The 

, facility list three places, the Discovery Course, 
i Garden Plaza Hotel, and the Hyatt Place Hotel. 
· The list did not include One Sovereign Place, 

which the facility allegedly was illegally operating 
as an off-site housing program. 

' Review of client records on 3/21/2012, revealed 

I
. that all the clients signed and initial that they were. 

aware that the housing was not part of the faci11ty 
outpatient drug rehabilitation and education 
facility. One client did have a copy of a check in 
the facility record that had the residential facility 
name on it. 

' Review of the facility web s1te on 3/16/2012, 
stated that ProJect Discover (residential) at 
Narconon represents an innovative's successful 
approach to drug rehabilitation This connection 
seems to connect the two facil1ty as one facility. 

Review of the residential facility documentation 
on 3/21/2012 revealed that the credit card 
authonzation forms states that when the client 
leaves Narconon Program, Discovery Course, Ltd 
will cease charging the client's credit card. Also, 

, a rev1ew of the employee list revealed that the 
employees who work at the residential program 
do not wor~ at tht: d1-ug tre<:~tn-10nt program 

lnterv1ews with clients on 3/21/2012, revealed that 
1 eight of eight sample clients stated that they were 

in the facility's "residential program". When 
asked who they pa1d to stay 1n the residential 

State of GA Inspection Report 
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The website did not state anyvvhere that 

Narconon was a residential program, but we want to 

jensure that there are no confusions between "Project 

Discover" and "Discovery Course~. The inspector 

flistakenly assurnect1f1at Proj~~t Piscov~r _lWQ. ,,.,.,.,-.,,_!' . ~ 
foiscovery Course are connected in some way. { 
Project Discover was a collaborative project with 

everal entities Intended to help clients leam how to 

~et GEDS, build resumes' etc. Project Discover was 

mtended to add another service for Narconon dients. 

Discovery Course, on the other hand, is a housing 

pption for Narconon clients. We realize the name 

'Project Discover'' could cause confusion regarding 

fn affiliation with "Discovery Course", so we changed 

he website on March 21st. 

The credit card documentatfon was written by 

Discovery Course and was never seen, nor approved 

by Narconon staff. The Director of Narconon has 

r-vritten a letter to Discovery Course requesting that 

hey remove mention of Narconon in their 

ocumentation so as to avoid any confusion. 

Discovery Course has agreed to remove Narconon's 

name from this document. 

We have discussed this finding with Discovery 

Course and both Narconon and Discovery Course 

are taking measures to ensure that students are fully 

aware that they are separate companies and have 

distinct functions. Discovery Course informed us on 

March 23, 2012, they had a meeting with its 

residents clarifying their scope of services (which are 

not drug treatment) and that they are one option for 

supportive housing for Narconon clients. Discovery 

Course informed us that its clients signed paper work 

that was read and explained at that meeting. These 

forms included rules and protocol. As noted. 

Narconon is implementing an additional form. to 

"ensure clanrlcatlon. On Apni 5th, Narconon S\ah 

members attended a meeting where they were 

thoroughly briefed on how to clearly communicate to 

students and their families that Narconon of Georgia 

is an out patient facility and that all the residential 

options are operated by separate entities g 
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program, they stated that the family paid the bill 
so they were not sure. The interviews also stated 

' that the Discovery Course uses the Narconon 

I
. Pro.grarn van. s to transport the clients back and 
. forth from the residential program to the day 

> 

i program and other community activities. The 
' clients also stated that Narconon told them that 

they would be going to Discovery Course, and 
they felt that they did not have any choice in 
\vhere they were being housed. 

Interviews with the director's of both facilities on 
3/21/2012 at 3:00p.m., revealed that 95% of the 

i clients who go to Narconon stays at the Discovery 
Course, and Discovery Course does not have any 
clients from any other facility. It also revealed 

, that the two facilities share their vans to transport 
the clients around 

Review of legal documentation regarding the 
~ facility revealed that the facility had a history of 
I operating a Residential Drug Abuse Treatment 

and Education Program. when the facility was 
' license for an Outpatient Drug Abuse Treatment 

and Education Program. 
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Since this report of misconception was brought to 

our attention, Narconon purchased an Evolls 

identification system. We have created official 

employee identification badges, which all Narconon 

staff are required to wear. Each staff member ha~ __ . -~~-: 

been provided a Narconon picture I D. 

See previous comments regarding new forms for 

families regarding housing. Payments for living 

arrangements are separate from Narconon 

payments. It has been our experience that families, 

·who are usua!ly the paying party, have a strong 

influence on where they want their family member to 

stay, and many decide on Discovery Course. 

Narconcon provides transportation services for its 

clients. One of those services includes offering 

transportation to clients to and from where they are 

residing. Every driver, who is transporting Narconon 

students to and from their choice of residence, is fully 

licensed and covered under Narconon's vehicle 

Insurance policy with Progressive Insurance 
Company. To alleviate any confusion and/or 

misperceptions about transportation, Narconon has 

con finned that Discovery Course will provide 

separate transportation services in its own vehicles 

to its clients who wish to be transported to activities 

outside of the Narconon outpatient drug treatment 

program. (1. e. grocery shopping, etc J 1n 2 weeks 
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N 400 290-4-2-.04 Governing Body 
SScD 

N 400 About 10 years ago, Narconon of Georgia applied 

for a residential license in Col1oden Georgia and it 
was ultimately denied, citing deficlent facllities. 

Narconon of Georgia has never applied for a 
I Each licensed program shall have a clearly 

identified governing body The chairperson or 
chief execut1ve officer of the governing body shall 
complete a statement of responsibility on behalf 
of the governmg body acknowledging the 
governing body's responsibility for the operat1on 
or tne program tn accordance wtth these rules in 
connection with any application for a license on a 

I 
forrnprov1ded by the department If a program is 
1nd1v1dually owned, then the owner(s) will 

1 complete the statement of responsibility. 

State of GA Inspection Report 
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residential facility license since that time 

•N 400 
I The receptionist interviewed by the inspector was 
I f8irlv new with Norcnnnn of G;;;nrrJIB ShP i" not the 

I pe~on responsible for_ address in~ questions by 

students and their families m regards to housing 

options. Upon questioning the receptionist 

regarding this matter, she stated that when speaking 

to the inspector she understood that many Narconon 

clients lived in apartments and tt1ose apartments 
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This Rule is not met as evidenced by: 
Based on review of facility documentation, 
policies and procedures, facility's application and 
client interviews, it was determined that the facility 
was operating a residential Drug Abuses 
Treatment and Education Program, when the 
facility was license for Outpatient Drug Abuse 
Treatment and Education Program. Findings 
were: 

An interview on 3/21/2012 at 10:00 a.m. with the 
receptionist who just started two to three months 
ago. stated that the facility did have a housing for 
the clients. 

Rev1ew of facility policies and procedures on 
3/21/2012, revealed that the facility was an 

I outpatient drug rehabilitation and education 
facility. 

i 

Review of the facility financial policy and 
agreement form on 3/21/2012. under housing, 
revealed that the facility would provide a list of 
preferred providers. 

Review of Narconon of Georgia housing 
arrangements revealed th!3t the f;ilcility does not 

I provide housing to its clients, no·w~-~er . the 
facility recommends that students stay in a 
supportive environment near the center. The 
facility list three places. the Discovery Course. 
Garden Plaza Hotel, and the Hyatt Place Hotel 
The l1st d1d not Include One Sovereign Place, 
which the facility allegedly was illegally operating 
as an off-site: lwusmg program. 

Review of client records on 3/21/2012, revealed 
that all the clients signed and initial that they were 

, aware that the housing was not part of the facility 
: outpatient drug rehabilitation and education I 

State of GA lnspect1on Report 
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were referred to in the discussion. However, when 

the inspector asked to see the apartments, she 

reports telling him that he would have to ask the 

owner of that company. She also reports that she 

told the inspector that the apartments were down the 

road even though she had never been tti"ere. Thai'; l 
employee has now been educated on the full correct 

information to ensure that she is able to accurately 

communicate this information to anyone. 

At the time of inspection, we provided the 

inspector with a pamphlet describing the living 

arrangement options for our clients. As the inspector 

notes, we have suggestions of three separately 

named places to stay in the pamphlet. Clients are 

infonned they can stay anywhere they want during 

treatment, but that we recommend staying in a 
supportive environment near the center. Since the 

time of inspection, we have created an additional 

document for families and the client to sign at the 

time of intake. The purpose of this form is to ensure 

without question, that families and clients understand 

that Narconon is an out-patient facility and that is up 

to the client and their family to choose where they 

would like to stay during treatment. The form will be 
put into use by April 16th to ensure that the intake 

registrars have been fully trained on this fonn and its 

purpose 

The family requested that Narconon's intake 

registrar pass on this initial check to Discovery 

Course because they had to leave. The intake 

registrar made a copy of the check documenting that 

he received it. The check was made out to 

Discovery Course. 

The website did not state anywhere that 

Narconon was a residential program. but we want to 
"!nsure !hell 1herp are nn (:nnfw;inns hAtween "Projed 

Discover" and "Discovery Course". The inspector 

mistakenly assumed that Project Discover and 

Discovery Course are connected in some way. 

Project Discover was a collaborative project with 

several entities intended to help clients leam how to 

get GEDS, build resumes' etc. Project Discover was ; 
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facility. One client did have a copy of a check in 
the facility record that had the residential facility 

'name on it 

\ Review of the facility web site on 3116/2012, 
. stated that Project Discover (residential) at 

Narconon represents an innovative's successful 
approach to drug rehabilitation. This connection 

i seems to connect the two facility as one facility. 

Review of the residential facility documentation 
on 3/2112012 revealed that the credit card 
authorization forms states that when the client 

. leaves Narconon Program. Discovery Course, Ltd 
will cease charging the client's credit card. Also, 
a review of the employee list revealed that the 
employees who work at the residential program 

I do not work at the drug treatment program. 

Interviews with clients on 3/21/2012, revealed that 
eight of eight sample clients stated that they were 

' in the facility's "residential program". When 
asked who they paid to stay in the residential 
program, they stated that the family paid the bill 
so they were not sure. The interviews also stated 

I that the Discovery Course uses the Narconon 
' Program vans to tr?/\~P~~~ ~J!~nts back and 
) forth from the resident® program to the day 

program and other community activities. The 
· clients also stated that Narconon told them that 

they would be going to Discovery Course, and 
they felt that they did not have any choice in 
where they were be1ng housed 

3121/2012 at 3 00 p.m . revealed that 95% of the 
· clients who go to Narconon stays at the Discovery 

Course, and Discovery Course does not have any 
clients from any other facility. It also revealed 
that the two facilities share their vans to transport 
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intended to add another service for Narconon clients. 

Discovery Course, on the other hand, is a housing 

option for Narconon clients. We realize the name 

~Project Discover" could cause confusion regarding 

an affiliation with "Discovery Course", so we changed 

the· website ·on March ·:tfSf. ~· - - - · 
The credit card documentation was written by 

Discovery Course and was never seen, nor approved 
by Narconon staff. The Director of Narconon has 

written a letter to Discovery Course requesting that 

they remove mention of Narconon in their 

•docurnentaUon so 8S to avoid any confusion. 

Discovery Course has agreed to remove Narconon's 

name from this document. 

We have discussed this finding with Discovery 

Course and both Narconon and Discovery Course 

1 are taking measures to ensure that students are fully 

aware that they are separate companies and have 

distinct functions. Discovery Course infonned us on 

March 23, 2012, they had a meeting with its 
residents clarifying their scope of services (which are 

not drug treatment) and that they are one option for 

supportive housing for Narconon clients. Discovery 

Course informed us that its clients signed paper work 

that was read and explained at that meeting. These 

fonns included rules and protocol. As noted, 

I 

Narconon is implementing an additional form, to 

ensure clarification. On April 5th, Narconon staff 

members attended a meeting where they were 

thoroughly briefed on how to clearly communicate to 1 

students and their families that Narconon of Georgia 

is an out patient facility and that all the residential 

options are operated by separate entities 

Since this report of misconception was brought to 

i our attention. Narconon purchased an Evolis 

i identification system_ We have created official 
,,.,, .. !.~.,_ . .,_"' •. -i.-occtiflr"!ic-.rc t:·s.dges ·.,..,+;:ch all ~~:::::conc:n 

staff are required to wear. Each staff member has 

been provided a Narconon picture 10 
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the clients around. I 
I 
I Review of legal documentation regarding the 

facility revealed that the facility had a history of 
operating a Residential Drug Abuse Treatment 
and Education Program, when the facility was 
license for an Outpatient Drug Abuse Treatment 
and Education Program. 

I 

N 70ifi 290-4-2-.07(2j Applications 
ss~o 

False or Misleading Information. An application 
: for a license must be truthfully and fully 
i completed. In the event that the department had 

reason to believe that an application has not been 
completed truthfully, the department may require 
additional verification of the facts alleged. The 
department may refuse to issue a license where 

i false statements have been made in connection 
, with an application or any other documents 
: required by the department. 

This Rule is not met as evidenced bye 
Based on review of the facility documentation, 
client records, and interviews, it was determined 
that the facility was operating a residential Drug 

I Abuses Treatmant and Education Program, wt:en 
the facility was license for Outpatient Drug 

· Abuses Treatment and Education Program 
Findings were: 

Cross Reference· N 312 and N 400- Failure of 
the facility to operate their facility in accordance to 1 

application submitted for state licensure I 
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See previous comments regarding new forms for 

families regarding housing. Payments for living 

arrangements are separate from Narconon j 

payments. lt has been our experience that families, 

who are usually the paying party, have a strong 
influence OifWfiefe-Uiey want thetr familY meiTiOei'lO -l 
stay, and many decide on Discovery Course. 

Narconon provides van services for its clients. 
One of those services was taking clients to and from 

their housing choice. Every driver of the Narconon 

vans are currently insured through Progressive 

insurance. Discovery Course has since agreed to 

have their own vans in two weeks to ensure clear 

delineation of company duties. 

About 10 years ago, Narconon of Georgia applied 

for a residential license in Colloden Georgia and it 

was ultimately denied, citing deficient facilities. 

Narconon of Georgia has never applied for a 

residential facility license since that time. 

N 701 
As noted above, Narconon of Georgia has been j 

run as an out patient facility for nearly 10 years and 

continues to operate as an out patient fac'ility. We 

were surprised to learn in the inspector's report of 

confusions about this, and we are rigorously working 

to to correct any mis-perceptions or 

misunderstandings by the actions addressed above 

and by requesting that Discovery Course also take 

actions to eliminate any possibility of such 

confusions. about our scope of services. Narconon 

services involve delivery of the Narconon program, 

from 1 0 am -6pm with branch operation from 10 -3_ 

I 
I 
! 

I 
Narconon of Georgia continues to operate as an 

out-patient facility and is rigorously working to correct 

any misconceptions of misunderstandings about our 
scope of services. Narconon services involve 

delivery of the Narconon program, from 10 am -6pm 
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~ Gi!i:ORGIA Dl!PAittM£NT 

~"' OF COMMUNJ"n' HEALTH 

David A. Coo~, Commissioner Nath&ln Deal, Governor 

2 Po~et>tree Street NW I Allan\a, GA 30303-3159 1 404-656-4507 I www.dctLgoorgia.gov 

June 7, 2012 

Ms. Mary Rieser, Administrator 
Naroonon of Georgia 
5688 Peachtree Parkway Suite #81 
Norcross, GA 30092 

RE: Ci:mipP.iinfiil'"GAU01 0961 0 

Dear Ms. Rieser: 

'"·- -~-

Enclosed Is an amended copy of the report pertaining to a complaint investigation 
completed at yoMr facility on March 21, 2012, by a surveyor from this office. After further 
investigation of the allegation, it was determined that the allegation was not substantiate£! 
and the deficiencies that were previously-cited related to this complaint stand retral;led. 

We appreciate the courtesy extended to our representative during the visit and apologize 
for any inconvenience Imposed on your facility. If we may be of assistance at any time, 
please call our office at (404) 657-5411. 

Sincerely, 

~?o~~ 
Director 
Specialized Healthcare Section 
H~lthOare F acflity RegUititlon ·Division 
Department of Community Health 

DF:mab 

Enclosure 

. ~ 

EXHIBIT 
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N ooo Initial Comments 

At the time oflhe complaint Investigation 
(GA00109510), Narc:onPn ofG<!Orgia was in 
compliance with Chapter 290-4·2, Rwles and 
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Education Prog!'<'lme. The allegation wa,s not 
~ubstantiated. No deficiencies wars naoo. 

Sta"' of GA ln!!pe<:tkm Rapotl 

NOOO 

LABORATORY DIRECTOR'S OR fRO\IIPS'JSIJf'<'UER REI'RESI<NTATMl'S SIGNATURE 

STATE FORM .... 

. " --

TITlE 

J1YE11 



Official Report 

Division of Forensic Sciences 
Georgia Bureau of Investigation 
State of Georgia 

Headquarters 
DOFS Case#: 2008·1013366 
Report Date: 7126/2008 

------------------------~ George Herrin ·ISO 17025 Accredttad ·• 
Deputy Director • ASCLDILAB Accradtted • 

Requested Service: Toxicology - Postmortem 
Agency. Del<alb Co. Medical Examiner 
Agency Ref#: 0800743 
Requested by: G. Gowitt 

Case Individuals: 
Victim: Patrick Desmond 

Evidence: 
On 07/0112008, the laboratory received the following evidence from the DeKalb Co. Medical Examiner via 
Lockbox. 

001 Sealed plastic bag(s) containing the following items identified as collected from Patrick 
Desmond 

001A Two tube(s) containing hospftal admission blood 
001 B One tube(s) containing hospital admission urine 

Results and Conclusions: 

Drug Screen Results by: Immunoassay 

Subm#: Drug Screen Classification 
OOJA blood-common opioids 

blood-cocaine/cocaine metabolites 
blood-certain benzodiazepines 
blood-cannabinoids (marijuana) 
blood-barbiturates 
blood-amphetamines 

Drug Confirmation Results 

Result 

Indicative 
Negative 
Negative 
Negative 
Negative 
Negative 

Results were obtained using one or more of the following instrumental methods: 
Gas chromatography/mass spectrometry (GC/MS) 
Liquid chromatography/mass spectrometry/mass spectrometry (LC/MS/MS). 

Submission 001A 
1) positive, morphine, 81 micrograms/liter (+/-16 %) 

Only those items discussed in the results above were analyzed for this report. The above represents 
the interpretations/opinions of the undersigned analyst Evidence analyzed In this report will be 
returned to the submitting agency. Biological evidence (body ftulds and tissues) and fire debris 
extracis will be destroyed aftef one year. HlJS report may not be reproduced except In full withoUJII••~~IJI!I!i~~--· 
written permission of the laboratory. EXHIBIT 

This case may contain evidence that must be preserved In accordance with O.C.G.A. § 17·5·56, 

Report Date: 07/2612008 
Report id: MC68Y2EOOIM2JL 

D 
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Official Report 

Division of Forensic Sciences Headquarters 
Georgia Bureau of Investigation OOFS Case#: 2008-1013366 
State of Georgia Report Date: 111512008 

~~~------~~~~--George Herrin * ISO 17025 A=edttad * 
Deputy Director * ASCLD/LAB AccredHed * 

Requested service: Blood Alcohol - Postmortem 
Agency: DeKalb Co. Medical Examiner 
Agency Ref#: 08D07 43 
Requested by: G. Gowitt 

Case Individuals: 
Victim: Patrick Desmond 

Evidence: 
On 07/01/2008, the laboratory received the following evidence from the DeKalb Co. Medical Examiner via 
Lockbox. 

001 Sealed plastic bag(s) containing the following items identified as collected from Patrick 
Desmond 

001A Two tube(s) containing hospital admission blood 
001 B One tube(s) containing hospital admission urine 

Results and Conclusions: 
Subm#: 001A 
1) Ethyl Alcohol Result by Gas Chromatography: 0.157 (+/- 0.005) grams per 100 ml 

Only those Items discussed in the results above were analyzed for this report. The above represents 
the interpretations/opinions of the undersigned analyst. Evidence analyzed In this report will be 
returned to the submitting agency. Biological evidence (body fluids and tissues) and fire debris 
extracts will be destroyed after one year . This report may not be reproduced except In lUll without 
written permission of the laboratory. 

This case may contain evidence that must be preserved in accordance with O.C.GA § 17-5-56. 

CC: 

Related Agencies: 
DeKalb Co. District Attorney 
Stone Mountain Judicial Circuit 

Report Data: 0711512008 
Report Id: MC68Y2EOOIM094 

F. VVayne~Uen 
Forensic Toxicologist 
404-270-8239 

End of Official Report 
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Official Report 

Headquarters Division of Forensic Sciences 
Georgia Bureau of Investigation 
state of Georgia 

DOFS Case#: 2008-1013366 
Report Date: 7/15/2008 

-:---g=~~~""':":""""a ~~::--~or -~;~~g---L]j",5..5---sA:;~':.,---~\~~-,·. I~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ II 1111111111 
Requested service: Blood Alcohol- Postmortem 

Agency. DeKalb Co. Medical Examiner 
Agency Ref#: 08D0743 

~~\t€]01, 
Requested by: G. GoWitt 

Case Individuals: 
Victim: Patrick Desmond 

Evidence: 
On 07/01/2008, the laboratory received the folloWing evidence from the DeKalb Co. Medical Examiner via 
Lockbox. 

001 Sealed plastic bag(s) containing the folloWing items identified as collected from Patrick 
Desmond 

001A Two tube(s) containing hospital admission blood 
001 B One tube(s) containing hospital admission ur!ne 

Results and Conclusions: 

Subm#: 001A 
1) Ethyl Alcohol Result by Gas Chromatography. 0.157 (+/- 0.005) grams per 100 ml 

Only those items discussed In the results above were analyzed for this report. The above represents 
the Interpretations/opinions of the undersigned analyst Evidence analyzed In this report will be 
returned to the submitting agency. Biological evidence (body nulds and tissues) and fire debris 
extracts will be destroyed after one year. This report may not be reproduced except in full without 
written permission or the laboratory. 

This case may contain evidence that must be preserved In accordance with O.C.G.A. § 17·5·56. 

CC: 

Related Agenci~::s: 
DeKalb Co. District Attorney 
Stone Mountain Judicial Circuit 

Report Data; 0711512008 
Report ld: MC68Y2EOOIM094 

F. Wayne Lewallen 
Forensic Toxicologist 
404-270-8239 

End of Official Report 
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