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9:45 A.M. SEPTEMBER 30, 2005 
 
GEOFFREY NASE,  
Called upon by counsel for the Defendants was first sworn and then deposed as follows: 
 
DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI: 
 
Q.  Will you state your fall name, please? 
 
A.  Geoffrey Paul Nase. 
 
Q.  What is your address? 
 
A.  [REMOVED FOR PRIVACY] Indiana, 46038. 
 
Q.  Dr. Nase, my name is Ron Waicukauski, and I represent Laura Thomas in these proceedings.  I'm going to be  
      asking you some questions today.  If at any time you don't understand one of my questions will you let me  
      know, and I will clarify it? 
 
A.  Absolutely. 
 
Q.  Are you employed, Dr. Nase? 
 
A.  I am currently employed as Nase Publications.  I'm self-employed. 
 
Q.  And when did you previously have any employment that was not self-employment? 
 
A.  Roughly -- roughly September or October of this last year, and then I was finishing off manuscripts.  So there  
      was another couple months.  
 
Q.  As of September and October of last year, I assume you are talking about 2004?  What was the employment that  
      terminated at that time? 
 
A.  That was at IU School of Medicine.  I was a Biomedical Research Associate, and I stepped down to follow my  
      passion with Rosacea.  It was my decision. 
 
Q.  Was that the only reason why you stepped down? 
 
A.  Yes.  That was the only reason. 
 
Q.  What do you do in your position with Nase Publications? 
 
A.  Everything.  I research articles at the medical library.  I then photocopy them, read them all.  I then outline  
      them to find the most relevant parts.  Then I put them into my reference manager, catalog them.  Then I start  
      my writing and editing, printing.  Then I start working with the printing to figure out what we need as far as 
      photos and how big the book has to be and all those sorts of things. 
 
Q.  How many books has Nase Publications published? 
 
A.  Approximately 10,000 books. 
 
Q.  Is it 10,000 copies of the same book? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  So is it fair to say that there was just one book that was published, but you sold about 10,000 copies? 
 
A.  Yes. 



 
Q.  When was that book published? 
 
A.  In 2001. 
 
Q.  And it hasn't published any additional books or other items since then? 
 
A.  Not yet.  Actually we are in the process of researching and writing the second book. 
 
Q.  So up to now the only profit source of Nase Publications has been your first book? 
 
A.  That and rosacea consulting. 
 
Q.  Nase Publications does consulting? 
 
A.  We now have a subsidiary that we are starting called Dr. Geoffrey Nase, Rosacea Consulting Specialist, LLC. 
 
Q.  When was this LLC formed? 
 
A.  We are right in the process of doing that right now. 
 
Q.  It is not yet formed? 
 
A.  No.  It's not. 
 
Q.  Prior to today what consulting has Nase Publications done? 
 
A.  I have consulted with pharmaceutical companies, with investors looking to invest in the pharmaceutical  
      companies, and a few of these -- approximately five rosacea sufferers. 
 
Q.  Have you done that individually or as Nase Publications? 
 
A.  I have done that right now individually.  So now the next step is to do that as a --  
 
Q.  So that we are clear on this, is it correct to say that as of today the sole profit source of Nase Publications was  
      your first book? 
 
A.  Of Nase Publications, yes. 
 
Q.  All right.  You individually have done some consulting? 
 
A.  Correct.  Yes. 
 
Q.  That consulting includes consulting to five rosacea sufferers? 
 
A.  And multiple investors, Merrill Lynch, Globe, and several pharmaceutical companies through healthcare  
      systems, GLG Healthcare.  I'm a council member. 
 
Q.  We'll talk about that more in a little bit, but let me inquire first about consulting with the rosacea sufferers. 
      When did you do that consulting? 
 
A.  Probably I started about three months ago. 
 
Q.  And this is consulting for pay; is that correct? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  So prior to three months ago you had not consulted with any rosacea sufferer for pay? 



 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  How much do you charge these rosacea sufferers? 
 
A.  The general charge will be as we are working out -- this is an ever-evolving situation, a -- it will depend on the  
      time and the severity of the disorder.  Basically $100 per hour for any rosacea sufferers that is mild to  
      intermediate, and if it goes over that then it will probably be $150 an hour.  But I'm very flexible with what I'll  
      charge, and that will also include a call to the physician if need be and signed off.  That will include full 
      documentation that I need to help the physician make a better informed decision.  It's basically giving them --  
      there are basically five sub-types of rosacea, and it's very, very confusing.  And so my job is to get these patients  
      to get their doctors the most recent information from the experts in the field. 
 
Q.  Let me focus on what you have been paid so far as of today. 
 
A.  Okay. 
 
Q.  Can you tell us for these five rosacea sufferers that you have consulted with how much have you received in  
      compensation for your consulting work? 
 
A.  I have not received anything yet. 
 
Q.  So it's correct to say that as of today you've never received any compensation from any rosacea sufferer for  
      consulting on rosacea? 
 
A.  From a rosacea sufferer, that is correct. 
 
Q.  Okay.  You have received compensation from pharmaceutical companies? 
 
A.  And investors, yes. 
 
Q.  And investors, and was that pursuant to a relationship with the Gerson Lehrman Group? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Aside from that work with the Gerson Lehrman Group have you received any compensation for consulting as a  
      rosacea expert? 
 
A.  I have helped with designing two products for Dr. Linda Sy. 
 
Q.  For who? 
 
A.  For Dr. Linda Sy, S-Y, a zinc oxide sun screen and also an oatmeal based cleanser.  I have four rosacea  
      sufferers.  I don't know if that's considered consulting, but she used me as her main consulting partner,  
      consulting tester.  And actually she forced the payment on me.  I said -- she's a good friend.  So I said, "No,  
      thank you," and then she went ahead and paid me. 
 
Q.  How much did she pay you? 
 
A.  I believe the -- both times it was roughly $1,000. 
 
Q.  One thousand dollars each time? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  When did that occur? 
 
A.  That occurred roughly when the zinc oxide sunscreen came out -- probably about two years ago for the  



      sunscreen and a year ago, roughly, for the oatmeal cleanser. 
 
Q.  During the time you were still employed full-time at the IU Medical School? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  You mentioned that following your employment at the IU Medical School you were involved in writing two  
      articles, journal articles, papers.  Did I misunderstand? 
 
A.  I was involved in writing rosacea articles and also involved in writing -- finishing up my IU School of  
      Medicine.  We had results, and we still needed to publish the papers.  So there were two major papers.  So I was  
      still considered a part of the Department, whether it be adjunctive or whatnot, because I was still performing a  
     duty to finish off my physician's qualifications. 
 
Q.  Let me clarify.  When did you last work on-site as a full-time employee at the IU Medical School? 
 
A.  On-site would probably be the September - October, but I would have to look at my actual pay stubs.  I haven't  
      looked at that for a while. 
 
Q.  So about a year ago? 
 
A.  Yeah.  I would say that's probably about a year ago. 
 
Q.  And then you continued doing some clean-up regarding these papers that still needed to be published? 
 
A.  Clean-up work, and I had some calls to follow-up on some papers and stuff like that.  So, yes. 
 
Q.  Was there any compensation associated with this follow-up work? 
 
A.  No.  This is a normal collaborative effort that is part of any academic setting. 
 
Q.  So is it fair to say since you left the IU job in September or October of last year your source of income has been  
      from your work for pharmaceutical companies, your work for investors and the sales of your book? 
 
A.  And savings mostly. 
 
Q.  And whatever savings you have; that's what you've been living off of? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Have we covered everything in terms of how you've been supporting yourself since you left IU? 
 
A.  Yes.  I'm just trying to -- I'll have to backtrack on the dates just to make sure, but that's a very -- that's probably  
      right about the time. 
 
Q.  Are you licensed to practice medicine in Indiana? 
 
A.  No. 



Q.  Are you licensed to practice medicine in any State? 
 
A.  No.  I am not. 
 
Q.  What are you doing with your time today professionally? 
 
A.  I am -- currently I am in the process of writing a second edition, "Beating Rosacea", which will be  
      approximately 80 to 85 percent new material that will be completely revamped.  In fact, I might just re-name it.   
      I'm working on a third book which will just focus on laser treatment of rosacea, and I am still debating whether  
      to start a quarterly report which was going to -- which has been in the making for four years now.  So that  
      happens sometimes, but the books are in full swing.  And we are -- I mean, we are past the article research,  
      quotes, and we are very close to publishing the, "Beating Rosacea".  The laser one will be down the road.  So  
      that those things are very, very time-consuming because I have to read each article because there are tidbits that  
      you pick up that people can't pick up on by just reading an abstract.  So I have to read the entire article, and  
      currently I have about 5,000 to 5500 articles. 
 
Q.  5,000 to 5500 articles that you have read? 
 
A.  Yes, for both books. 
 
Q.  And either related to the diagnosis or treatment of rosacea? 
 
A.  It's related to the pathogenesis of the disorder.  It's related mostly -- it's basically taking what the experts in the  
      field have written about, summarizing them for the laymen and then putting them into the book with references  
      so that general physicians, general dermatologists who don't see rosacea patients that often can say, "Here's Dr.  
      Wilken.  He is the foremost expert in the world.  Here's what he recommends for this sub-type, and here's the  
      references one, two, three, four, five, six, seven, to back this up and to look at it at your leisure."  So that's my  
      job, and actually that's what I was taught to do in my doctoral and post-doctoral work. 
 
Q.  In connection with this deposition I sent to your lawyer an Amended Notice of Deposition of Geoffrey Nase, and  
      along with it a subpoena duces tecum requesting certain documents.  Actually, before I ask you about that in 
      particular, there was an original notice of deposition in this case for September 13.  Did you receive that? 
 
 
MR. PEREZ:  I think he got the second copy of that.  Because we were -- that was the one that did not -- they  
       allowed us -- we asked for a  hearing, and then you did the motion to compel.  But the order didn't come in  
       until September 13th.  So I don't think he received that.  I think he got the second one. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I wasn't asking about the order.  I'm asking about the notice of deposition that I sent out  
        two weeks before September 13th. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  No.  I don't think he got a physical copy.  I'm sorry for answering, Ron.  I don't think he got a  
        physical copy.  I think it was me. 
 
Q.  MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Did you understand that a deposition had been noticed, and you had been subpoenaed  
      to appear here on September 13th? 
 
A.  I honestly -- with the lawyer papers I -- you could tell me something, and I wouldn't know. 
 
Q.  Were you available to appear in deposition on that date? 
 
A.  September 13th? 



Q.  Yes. 
 
A.  I have no idea. 
 
Q.  Have you had any conflicting appointments in the month of September? 
 
A.  Besides -- I don't believe so.  I mean, nothing major strikes me. 
 
Q.  Your lawyer represented that you were unavailable that day.  You don't have any recollection of any reason to  
      be unavailable that day; do you? 
 
A.  Dates and me do not mix.  I would have to look at -- I would have to look at what I was doing or where I was. 
 
Q.  Well, from the nature of your description of your work, which is largely research and reading of articles or  
      papers, it doesn't involve appointments with folks; right? 
 
A.  Not now, no. 
 
Q.  And you work out of your home; correct? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And this past month you don't recall ever having any appointments that would have conflicted with a deposition  
     on September 13; is that right? 
 
A.  I'm trying to think right now.  I can't recall right now. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 1 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  The court reporter has marked as exhibit 1 for purposes of this deposition a copy of  
      the Amended Notice of Deposition, and I want to start by directing your attention to Exhibit A, which is the  
      second to the last page in the document.  It includes a request for a series of documents.  The first one is, "All  
      documents related to statements that -- Dr. Nase's statements that the American Medical Association, Indiana  
      Affiliate, has allowed Dr. Nase to refer to himself as a rosacea specialist, to consult with rosacea patients and to  
      dispense medical advice?"  In connection with that request did you receive any documents from the American  
      Medical Association, Indiana Affiliate? 
 
A.  Actually one and two should be grouped together.  They both sort of fall under the same jurisdiction.  So they  
     sent me -- I condensed one and two into one answer.  The AMA passed me on to the Medical Licensing Board,  
     the IMLB.  So did I receive any formal documentation?  No.  There are no certificates or licenses that they can  
     give out for that. 
 
Q.  I want to focus first on what you characterize as the American Medical Association, Indiana Affiliate. 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Do I understand your testimony to be that you contacted them, and they simply forwarded you to the Indiana  
      Medical Licensing Board? 
 
A.  Actually, I think I went through about twelve different people until I figured out what I needed to say to explain  
      what I wanted, and so I was forwarded probably ten or twelve times.  And this is where I landed, at the IMLB,  
      with the director -- with the current director.  And my question was, can I, over the internet, consult with  
      rosacea clients.  And the director at the time, Angela Jones or Smith, we spoke for about 45 minutes, and I said  
      that -- I told her exactly what my qualifications were.  She looked up my resume.  I told her about rosacea.  She  
      knew about rosacea.  I told her that I am not an MD, but I do want to find out if this is legal, if this is fine, if  
      what I'm going to be doing is above-board.  And she said -- she looked over my medical doctorate at West  
      Virginia University School of Medicine was on Physiology and Pathophysiology of the human body.  My post- 
      doctorate was on neurophysiology, which is what rosacea is, and because I am published in peer-review articles  



      I am considered a rosacea specialist.  That's the basic definition of a specialist, once you've published one paper  
      in a peer-reviewed article -- and she was the one that told me that.  I told her exactly what I would be doing,  
      and she said that's fine.  And she thanked me for calling her because most would not.  She said the only two  
      things that we need to be clear on is, one, you cannot write prescriptions, and I said, "That's fine.  I can't  
      anyway."  And number two, the rosacea clients must see their physician in person.  So that those were the two  
      things that she emphasized, and then I asked, "Can I put up on my web site that I am qualified as a rosacea  
      specialist, a rosacea research specialist and a rosacea consultant?"  And she goes, "Absolutely.  There is no  
      reason why not."  And that was approximately ten or eleven months ago.  She was the former director.  That's 
      when I spoke to the first one.  So all lights were green, and I was thinking ahead.  And I just wanted to make  
      sure. 
 
Q.  Well, let me just make sure that I understand your testimony.  First, as I understand it, you didn't actually speak  
      with anybody from the American Medical Association, Indiana Affiliate who gave you authority to do  
      anything? 
 
A.  The way that I was explained is that they -- they are the ones that deal with everything from the AMA with  
      regards to the Internet and consultations and stuff like that.  So my understanding, or my impression was that  
      they were working in conjunction with each other like most of these departments do. 
 
Q.  Angela Smith-Jones identified herself as the Director of the Indiana Medical Licensing Board; is that right? 
 
A.  Angela Smith-Jones, the previous Director of the Indiana Medical Licensing Board of Indiana, yes. 
 
Q.  She didn't represent that she had any position with the American Medical Association, Indiana Affiliate; isn't  
      that right? 
 
A.  I was forwarded to her from my first call through the AMA Indiana Affiliate.  So I gathered that that was part  
     of a large group.  So it was -- it was my understanding that these two entities were one; that they funnel  
     eventually down into one. 
 
Q.  The American Medical Association and the Indiana Medical Licensing Board are one? 
 
A.  When it comes to my question -- when they were focusing on my question.  I came out and I said I was  
      interested in performing on-line consultations, and the AMA said, "Well, we need to send you down to here."   
      So I was under the impression that -- 
 
Q.  My question though was, Angela Smith-Jones never represented that she had any position with the American  
      Medical Association or any Indiana Affiliate of the American Medical Association; did she? 
 
A.  There was no follow-up, no question about that.  I assumed that because my first dial was to the AMA, and I  
      eventually ended up to her; that we were going through departments. 
 
Q.  I'm not asking what you assumed.  I'm asking you what she represented to you.  She never told you that she had  
      any position with the AMA? 
 
A.  She said she was the person to talk to about on-line consultations. 
 
Q.  She said she was the person -- the Director of the Indiana Medical Licensing Board at the time? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Now, let's talk a little bit more about the AMA, and let's take a look first at a document that I think you are  
      familiar with. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Let's mark this as the next deposition exhibit. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 2 was marked for identification.) 
 



Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, you have in front of you a document.  Can you identify it? 
 
A.  Oh, yes.  This a -- in response to the Debunking Nase hate site I prepared approximately 57 pages of facts to  
      discredit their information or their suppositions or their partial -- the partial posts that they would take in quote.   
      So I wanted to make it clear what exactly was happening.  So this was one of my responses that I posted. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Move to strike the portion of the answer that referred to anything as a hate site. 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  What you are speaking of is a web site; isn't that right? 
 
A.  I apologize.  Yes.  It's a site -- a web site. 
 
Q.  All right.  And directing your attention to page 2 of the document -- 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  At the bottom of the page there is a paragraph that begins, "As verified 9 months ago by the American Medical  
      Association, Indiana Affiliate, I am allowed to refer to myself as a, "rosacea  Specialist", "rosacea Research  
      Specialist", and, "rosacea Consultant".  Did you write that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Is it true? 
 
A.  As I understood it at that time, absolutely, yes. 
 
Q.  Okay.  If it is true it is because you believe Angela Smith-Jones was -- 
 
MR. PEREZ:  I'm going to object.  You've asked and answered this.  He has answered this like three times.  You  
      can go ahead, but -- go ahead, please.  But I think he has answered this twice. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I haven't even finished the question, Mr. Perez. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Okay.  Continue. 
 
THE WITNESS:  I am not -- 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Let me finish the question. 
 
THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Sure, yes. 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  If this statement is true it is because you believed that Angela Smith-Jones was  
      speaking on behalf of the American Medical Association, Indiana Affiliate, when you had this conversation  
      with her? 
 
A.  Yes, absolutely.  That was my impression. 
 
Q.  And she told you that you could call yourself a rosacea specialist? 
 
A.  All three of those, I asked her specifically. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Did you ask her to confirm it in writing? 
 
A.  No.  I did not.  She -- she did not imply that I needed anything, much like my entire doctoral and post-doctoral  
      work.  We don't get certificates and whatnot.  So that's quite common for me.  So my main goal was to see if  
      there were any problems down the road, if I was within my boundaries to do so.  And she did, and my main -- 
      my main reason for thinking that this was -- and indeed was associated, was because I called the AMA, Indiana  
      Affiliate, and I never had to hang up.  I was just changed from department to department to department. 



 
Q.  I just want to know.  That's the only -- when you say, "I verified this," the verification is this conversation with  
      Angela Smith-Jones at the Medical Licensing Board? 
 
A.  Yeah.  The verification was that I spoke with the perfect person that I needed to for my position. 
 
Q.  And it continues in the next sentence, "I can consult with rosacea patients over the internet." 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  That's what you understood her to tell you? 
 
A.  She said that. 
 
Q.  She said that you could dispense medical advice; is that right? 
 
A.  She said I could give them information from medical journal articles with references backing them up and send  
      them to their physicians.  So medical advice -- we can have 30 different ways to describe this one way or  
      another, but this was not -- this was Dr. Wilken's advice in the peer-reviewed article, the number one guru.  He  
      says the first tier drugs are bam-bam-bam for sub-type one, two, three, and then here are your references.  So  
      that was my information.  It was -- we never went into medical advice because she didn't really think that that  
      was medical advice to her. 
 
Q.  The director of the Indiana Medical Licensing Board did not tell you as a non-MD that you could dispense  
      medical advice; did she? 
 
A.  I'm sorry.  There were a lot of negatives in there. 
 
Q.  I'll rephrase.  The Director of the Indiana Medical Licensing Board, Angela Smith-Jones, did not tell you over  
      the phone that you could dispense medical advice? 
 
A.  We actually never discussed that. 
 
Q.  When you say here, "I can dispense medical advice," then it's not based on anything she said? 
 
A.  Well, when you follow that, "dispense medical advice," that is backed up by medical literature.  That's really --  
      that's really what I'm doing, medical advice from the experts on the literature.  It's not -- it's -- that's a full \ 
      sentence there.  It just doesn't stop with medical advice.  That's the whole thing, and that's why we never even  
      discussed any problems.  I can -- what we do as medical doctorates -- 
 
Q.  That's not what I'm asking.  I'm asking what she said. 
 
A.  Okay. 
 
Q.  Did she tell you that you could dispense medical advice? 
 
A.  As backed up by the medical literature, yes. 
 
Q.  That's what she said? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Were there any other observers to this conversation? 
 
A.  No.  She said she was the one to talk to. 
 
Q.  There was nobody with you at the time this conversation occurred? 
 



A.  No.  I live by myself. 
 
Q.  And you don't know whether there was anybody with her? 
 
A.  I went through her secretary. 
 
Q.  But it wasn't on a speaker phone or a conference call or anything like that? 
 
A.  I don't think so. 
 
Q.  That statement on the bottom of page 2 continues that, "I can help determine the sub-type of rosacea that each  
      consult has."  Did Ms. Jones tell you that you could do that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Did you document this in any way at the time? 
 
A.  No.  I did not. 
 
Q.  At the end of that paragraph it states, "The only thing I cannot do is to write prescriptions." 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Is that the only thing you can't do by way of assisting rosacea sufferers? 
 
A.  In the capacity that I was setting up my rosacea consulting business, yes, in just that capacity. 
 
Q.  You certainly couldn't treat rosacea sufferers; could you? 
 
A.  I would have to be with a physician. 
 
Q.  You understood that you cannot treat a medical condition unless it's with a physician or under the supervision  
      or at the direction of a physician; correct? 
 
A.  Right.  Correct. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 3 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, I've placed in front of you, or the court reporter has placed in front of  
      you, a document that's been marked as exhibit 3. 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  On the first page of that document is a statement that begins, "Posted on Warren's Forum."  Do you know  
      Warren's Forum? 
 
A.  I would gather that's the rosacea group.org, but I'm involved with so many forums I would really need to see  
     more information than this.  Was this -- who -- was this something someone posted on Warren's Forum?  This  
     was not me. 
 
Q.  Let me represent to you that this was a post that you made on Warren's Forum in July of 2005.  Read it fully  
      first, and then let's discuss it. 
 
A.  "GN posted under" -- 
 
Q.  You don't need to read it out loud.  Just read it to yourself. 
 
A.  Okay.  I have already. 



 
Q.  Did you write this? 
 
A.  I'm -- it looks like that would be something that I would have written.  Yes. 
 
Q.  It's very much like what you wrote in the document we just looked at; correct? 
 
A.  Exactly. 
 
Q.  But it begins with a statement, "A detailed description of my credentials," and then, "the following award he  
      received 9 months ago."  Did you describe this as an award that you received? 
 
A.  Actually, the entire paragraph says what I was able to do and allowed to do.  I was awarded these things to do.   
     This certainly didn't -- to take one word out of one post -- I mean, it's a difficult thing when I've posted things. 
 
Q.  Well, you've never received an award of the kind that's described here; have you? 
 
A.  I was awarded the opportunity to do these things.  That was the context that I was writing in. 
 
Q.  You interpret that conversation with Angela Smith-Jones as giving you -- awarding you the right to do those  
      things? 
 
A.  Awarding, but more importantly making sure that I was not overstepping any legal boundaries, so both.  Both,  
      yes.  I am qualified to do this fully, and yes.  You are within the legal boundaries within Indiana State to do  
      that. 
 
Q.  So if there is any award here it was simply what you were told in that conversation; is that right? 
 
A.  Right.  I was awarded the opportunity. 
 
Q.  Let's turn to the second page.  Did you write this post? 
 
A.  One second, please.  Yes.  I did. 
 
Q.  And did you write it on approximately June 29th, 2005? 
 
A.  I have no idea.  I've written approximately 55,000 posts in eight years.  So these are difficult to take one post,  
      and put it up there.  So I have no idea whether this was the date or not. 
 
Q.  How did you determine that that number is 55,000? 
 
A.  I know that I've posted over 30,000 posts with the rosacea support group because you can click into the group  
      under my name and find out how many posts I've made, or within a post how many times I've answered.  And I  
      had been part of nine other support groups where I posted several thousand posts to each group.  So that's a  
      conservative estimate.  55,000 would be the lowest number that I posted, and that's why it does get very difficult  
      and tedious to just take one post.  It's like going into a spy novel and picking out a paragraph and saying this 
      is what it's about. 
 
Q.  One of the places where you post is the ESFB message board? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And when you post there you sometimes use, D-R-N-A-S-E, as your identification? 
 
A.  Rarely -- oh, I'm sorry.  The user name? 
 
Q.  The user name. 
 



A.  Oh, yes.  That's always my user name across all boards. 
 
Q.  And you don't deny that you wrote this; correct? 
 
A.  No.  This looks like something that I would have wrote indeed.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Directing your attention to the third sentence of the document and just to put it in context, it begins, "I can  
      consult and recommend treatments to rosacea sufferers.  This is a fact, but they must then follow this up with  
      their physicians to get the scripts and make sure the treatment suggestions are not contraindicated for the 
      patient's current health status."  Do you see this? 
 
A.  Yes.  I do. 
 
Q.  And do you so advise the rosacea sufferers with whom you consult? 
 
A.  I'm sorry?  Do I -- 
 
Q.  Do you advise them that they should consult with their physicians as to whether the suggestions are  
      contraindicated? 
 
A.  They -- almost anything that I suggest they have to go to their physician anyway. 
 
Q.  And do you advise them that they should consult with their physician as to whether it's contraindicated or not? 
 
A.  They should consult with their physician about -- yes. 
 
Q.  But you don't ask or specifically warn them that it might be contraindicated depending upon their health status? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  One of the reasons you put this in here is because some of the treatment suggestions that you make could be  
      dangerous depending on the health status of some of the recipients; isn't that right? 
 
A.  No.  That's not correct. 
 
Q.  What isn't correct about it? 
 
A.  The suggestions that I make are -- the reason to go to a physician is to always check for anything.  So that's why  
      I stated that.  I mean, a Centrum pill can be dangerous to somebody.  So for you to say that I'm recommending  
      dangerous treatments is not correct.  I'm recommending peer-reviewed expert advice that has been documented  
      at least seven times.  That's the academic standard, seven times by seven different people; then that is basically  
      nearly a fact.  I do not recommend dangerous treatments, and my reason to say, "contraindicated", is just to  
      make sure that they follow up with their physician.  And they can't get most of the treatments anyway.  Either  
      it's over-the-counter where they can use it, and everybody gives advice.  In fact, Laura Thomas gives more  
     advice than I do on rosacea treatments.  And so, no.  I do not consider, "dangerous," to be a word that should be 
     put in that sentence. 
 
Q.  So it's your testimony that in the -- let's just say the 55,000 posts that you've just testified to, that for none of the  
      potential users of that advice that it might be contra-indicated or dangerous given that rosacea sufferer's health  
      status? 
 
A.  I think this question would be best broken down into smaller subsections, if you could, so that I can answer. 
 
Q.  Let's take it one step at a time. 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  In many of these posts you make recommendations for treatment; correct? 



 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Including recommendations for the use of certain drugs; correct? 
 
A.  Referenced, yes. 
 
Q.  Some of these are powerful drugs; aren't they? 
 
A.  Define, "powerful". 
 
Q.  They can significantly affect one's health in an adverse way? 
 
A.  Any medication can do that. 
 
Q.  Absolutely, any medication can do that.  And if you make a recommendation to a rosacea sufferer a medication  
      that can do that without consulting first with a physician there is a possibility of some danger occurring; isn't  
      there? 
 
A.  No.  Because they cannot get that medication without seeing their physician. 
 
Q.  Continuing to the next sentence on the document -- 
 
A.  Sure. 
 
Q.  It states, "In fact, I can set up a rosacea patient consultation over the phone or in person because in the State of  
      Indiana where I am considered to be a rosacea Research Specialist and rosacea Treatment Analyst due to my  
      medical physiology training, my specialized post-doctoral training and my expertise in the area of rosacea." 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Who is it that consider you to be a Rosacea Research Specialist in the State of Indiana? 
 
A.  Well, when I speak to the head Director of the Indiana Medical Licensing Board, and she considered that those  
      qualifications -- that I met those qualifications, that's exactly what I meant.  And she said, and I quote -- I kept  
      on getting transferred from phone to phone to phone.  And I said, "Have I finally found the right person for 
      internet consultations?"  And she goes, "I am the person," and she laughed.  And I said -- then I explained 
      everything.  So she was the one that gave me the okay, and she was the Director so I had no reason to -- there  
      was no one higher.  There was no one that I knew of.  So, yes. 



Q.  All right.  In that conversation she gave you her opinion that you were considered to be a rosacea Research  
      Specialist, a rosacea Treatment Analyst -- and a Rosacea Treatment Analyst; is that right? 
 
A.  And a Rosacea Consultant, yes. 
 
Q.  And if she comes to testify at the hearing next week you would expect her to confirm that? 
 
A.  Absolutely. 
 
Q.  All right.  In the next sentence it says, "This is a very serious road to go down, so before doing so I spoke with  
      the head of the American Medical Association, Indiana Affiliate."  And again, you are referring there to Angela  
      Smith-Jones? 
 
A.  That's what -- yes. 
 
Q.  At the Medical Licensing Board? 
 
A.  Within the same departments, directors, I don't know.  That's who I thought -- 
 
Q.  Okay.  And then it continues, "And she did indeed confirm that I was able to consult with rosacea patients and  
      recommend treatments that were backed by medical references.  I would then have to write up the information  
      on legal letterhead and send it with the patient to their doctor of choice." 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  How many times have you done that? 
 
A.  I have not done that yet. 
 
Q.  This conversation, if it was nine months before, around the 1st of July, that would put it in September - October  
      of 2004? 
 
A.  Just as I was leaving the -- yes, my position. 
 
Q.  Did you publish an article in the Dermatology Times in March of 2005? 
 
A.  What was the title? 
 
Q.  Let me see if I can get it for you. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 4 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  We have had another document marked as an exhibit.  I believe we are now at exhibit 4, and with respect to  
      your question as to the title of the article, on the bottom of page 1 of Exhibit 4 it makes reference to a  
      Dermatology Times article, "Latest Advances:  Triple-pass Laser Treatments?"  Do you see that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Did you in fact publish such an article? 



A.  I believe that was an interview article by John.  So he published that.  There are some articles I write up, and  
      other articles -- they are just interview articles, and sometimes they take many, many months to get published.   
      Other times they are put through rapid publication. 
 
Q.  So did you write this article or not? 
 
A.  I wrote parts of it and was interviewed for parts of it.  So I wrote -- I don't know what percentage, but when you  
      interview -- it was done over the phone.  And they ask you questions.  You answer them, and they fill in and do 
      what you will.  And they also have a word limitation, which makes it difficult to explain some things in full 
      thoroughness.  So -- in fact, with this article I actually had to go back and tell them that there were some things  
      wrong in it, and that we needed to have it updated. 
 
Q.  Was that before it was published, or after it was published? 
 
A.  That was after it was published.  I did not see it prior to. 
 
Q.  There was a description in this article of your credentials, and that's on page 2 of the document.  And in that  
      description in the last sentence it reads, "He is a Rosacea Research Specialist for the Indiana Medical  
      Association Affiliate and Rosacea Treatment Analyst, the Indiana University School of Medicine, 
      Indianapolis."  Do you see that? 
 
A.  Right.  I see that. 
 
Q.  Did you ask them to correct that information? 
 
A.  I actually asked them to -- I actually sent in another article, and actually I did ask them to correct quite a bit of  
      this.  Yes.  I did. 
 
Q.  Because that information is false; isn't it? 
 
A.  Yes.  What they -- what they asked me for was my CV, and they put it together.  Once again, this  was an  
      interview article.  So they put a lot of it together.  I saw the first couple sketchings, and then it was bam, right  
      out there.  So I did not have time to see that. 
 
Q.  Well, you were the lead author of this article; were you not? 
 
A.  I was the lead interviewee, but I -- there were -- John and I went back and forth several times.  And I finally  
      e-mailed him and said, "We need to redo this entire article." 
 
Q.  After it was published? 
 
A.  After it was published.  Because there were -- I had never given -- I always write my own articles.  So with  
      Dermatology Times they split them up.  Sometimes they like their people to interview and just interview --  
      because they usually have to keep it under 1,000 words.  So they condense it.  So I did indeed contact them and  
      said, "We need to add people in here who helped me and go over some things."  Because they just -- they just  
      lined everything up and put it down space, space space, space, and that's what that was about.  So actually, yes.   
      I did contact them.  "We need to redo this." 
 
Q.  Okay.  So you contacted them, and you told them first, "No.  I don't work at the Indiana School of Medicine any  
      more"? 
 
A.  No.  I said there were many things that we needed to redo. 
 
Q.  Did you tell them that? 
 
A.  Huh? 
 
Q.  Did you tell them that you didn't work at the Indiana School of Medicine any more? 



 
A.  I said that there were many things that we needed to redo. 
 
Q.  That's not my question.  Did you tell them that? 
 
A.  There were too many things that we needed to redo, but I did not. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Did you tell them that had you never worked as a Rosacea Treatment Analyst for the Indiana School of  
      Medicine? 
 
A.  Not at that time, no. 
 
Q.  Did you tell them that -- 
 
A.  I did in follow-up when I was able to do that.  Yes.  I did. 
 
Q.  Did they publish a correction in the Dermatology Times with a statement of your credentials? 
 
A.  In the last articles they revamped that.  Yes. 
 
Q.  With different credentials? 
 
A.  With -- I handed in my -- instead of -- they took my CV, and they blend the things in together.  And so what I  
      asked for the next time -- and I worked with Michelle Tackla on this.  I said, "This is exactly what I need to  
      explain."  So then everything was cleared up. 
 
Q.  Okay.  This will go a lot more quickly if you just answer my questions.  So let me start again, and let's approach  
      it this way.  Okay?  In the article that was published in the Dermatology Times it states that -- referring to you,  
      that you are a Rosacea Research Specialist for the Indiana American Medical Association Affiliate.  That is a  
      false statement; isn't that right? 
 
A.  Yeah.  That was a cut-and-pasted sentence from John over the phone. 
 
Q.  That's not my question.  That is a false statement; correct? 
 
A.  Not made by me. 
 
Q.  I'm not saying who it was made by.  It's false; correct? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And it continues, "And Rosacea Treatment Analyst, Indiana University School of Medicine, Indianapolis." 
      That was a false statement; correct? 
 
A.  Once again, correct, but not my doing. 
 
Q.  All right.  And it's false in two respects; correct? 
 
A.  Yes.  Correct. 
 
Q.  That is you didn't -- 



A.  And fixed. 
 
Q.  You had never -- you weren't working for the IU School of Medicine at the time; correct? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And you had never been a Rosacea Treatment Analyst in your employment at the IU Medical School? 
 
A.  Correct.  But I am a Rosacea Treatment Analyst, and I was at IU School of Medicine.  They put that together,  
      and if you check in the very latest articles those have all been corrected as per my request. 
 
Q.  Do you know Theresa Wilson, PhD? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Do you know Dr. Rick King of the Indiana State Medical Association? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Do you know Ms. Marlene Brown at the Department of Cellular and Integrative Physiology at the IU School of  
      Medicine? 
 
A.  Yes.  I do. 
 
Q.  And on page 1 of the document it indicates that she told -- that is, Ms. Brown, told Dr. Wilson that you were  
      not currently on the staff or faculty at IU School of Medicine and had not been there for a long time.  In that  
      respect Ms. Brown was correct? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Dr. Wilson continues, "It's unsettling that his professional affiliations seem to be unsubstantiated."  You would  
      agree that the professional affiliations that were reported in the Dermatology Times article on March 1, 2005  
      were unsubstantiated; correct? 
 
A.  I actually -- I didn't see them until they were published.  These were -- actually, this was a long ongoing  
      interview and correction and then postponed and then put on.  So this actually took a long time to get to  
      publication, which sometimes it takes six to nine months to get to publication.  And so with this interview this  
      took quite a long time, and I didn't actually -- John did not send me the final copy before it was going out, 
      which I was surprised.  And I didn't know what date it was going out. 
 
Q.  Are you telling us under oath that you did this interview while you were still employed at IU? 
 
A.  I was actually still doing things for IU.  My manuscript, finishing up my manuscripts, which is basically  
      collaboration, which you can term adjunctive or associated with.  In our specialty you don't always get paid for  
      things you do.  We collaborate all the time, and you can say, you know, "I am collaborating with University of 
      Kentucky."  That's basically the same way I was taking things.  So there is no -- but, that's -- so actually this  
      long period of time was not that long.  Because it takes a long time to get articles published, and I did not see  
      the final article.  And they have a 1,000 word limit, and they need to squeeze things in.  And if you see some of  
      my last articles we have made all the proper corrections. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 5 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, you now have in front of you a document which has been marked as 
      exhibit 5.  Do you recognize that as your CV? 
 
A.  Yes.  I do. 
 
Q.  Now, in the middle of the first page of that document as number 4 there is a referenced article in the  



      Dermatology Times dated March 1, 2005, which lists you as a first author and J. Jesitus as the second author. 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  Is that the article we were just referring to? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  When you list yourself as the first author does that mean you are the lead author of the publication? 
 
A.  No.  It doesn't. 
 
Q.  What does it mean? 
 
A.  Actually, it depends on whether you are in medicine or science or biomedical science.  For instance, my mentor,  
      Glenn Bohlen, he would write up an article, and he would be the second author.  I would be the first author, and  
      the second author under those circumstances means that this was the mentor of the lab.  So he was the main  
      author.  The first author does not always mean -- in journals, so no.  That does not actually -- it's actually, we  
      look at the first author if there is a group of names, and we look at the last author.  And if there is a group of  
      names the last author is either the lead writer or the leader of the lab, and the first author has had input into it.  
      Now, if there is just one author then there is no ambiguity, but -- so, no.  To say -- this actually was exactly the  
      way it should be.  John was the main author.  I mean, he was the interviewee.  He wrote it down, and he was  
      indeed -- now, number 3, Nase, G.P. Editorial Invite, I wrote that entirely myself.  But number 4, no.  I was not  
      the main author, and being second author does actually in most cases means that this is the lead author.  But 
      that's known throughout all of academics.  So I always look for the last author is always kind of the guy that you  
      want to contact. 
 
Q.  Okay.  This list of publications on the first page of exhibit 5, it makes reference to an article from October of  
      1999 in a newsletter, Dermatology Newsletter. 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Is that a peer-review publication? 
 
A.  No.  That is not. 
 
Q.  The next one is an article, "Lasers in Aesthetic Surgery." 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  Is that a peer-review publication? 
 
A.  That is a peer-review chapter in the most prestigious laser text book that you can publish in.  Yes. 
 
Q.  So it's a text book? 
 
A.  Yes.  And we did a medical chapter. 
 
Q.  And the first author listed in that is Dr. Bitter? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And I take it it's your testimony that he was not the lead author of that article; you were? 
 
A.  No.  That's not -- I said medicine and science are different sometimes.  This was medicine.  So Dr. Bitter took  
      the -- when you -- there is science; there is medicine, and there is biomedical science.  And each three -- each  
      one of these has a different way of writing and presenting information.  With MDs the first author is the main  
      author.  MDs are not -- with scientists and biomedical scientists the first author is rarely ever the main author. 



      So this is a physician, and he wanted to take -- this is just what happens.  He wants his name up there first.  So, 
      no.  He was -- actually, I wrote probably at least half of the journal, and he wrote the results and the biopsies  
      and the stuff like that.  But that's the way MDs -- and that's the difference. 
 
Q.  So for purposes of this publication Dr. Bitter would be regarded as the lead author? 
 
A.  Yes, for this one. 
 
Q.  The next one is an article in the Dermatology Times.  The Dermatology Times, I think it says, is the leading  
      news magazines for dermatologists.  Is that a peer-review publication? 
 
A.  No.  But the great thing about this is it's the only publication that every single dermatologist in the nation sees,  
      whether they are in pharmaceutical companies -- so peer-review is better to publish in.  But if you want  
      everybody to see it Dermatology Times is the number one place to publish. 
 
Q.  The next article was the one we previously talked about to which you attribute Mr. Jesitus as the primary author,  
      and again, it's Dermatology Times. 
 
A.  If you want to label that as an interview-based publication, which many things were wrong, like I said. 
 
Q.  All right.  The next one reflected something that had been submitted for publication, and then the last one also  
      was in process, again, for the Dermatology Times.  Have those been published yet? 
 
A.  The last one has not because we are still waiting to see the final outcome of this one.  Number 5, I believe, has  
      just recently been published.  I'd have to check on that because I've been swamped doing so many articles.  I  
      believe it has. 
 
Q.  So would it be correct to say that in terms of peer-reviewed publications relating to rosacea treatment and  
      pathophysiology you have been involved in one article? 
 
A.  That's -- yes. 
 
Q.  And Dr. Bitter was the lead author of that article? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  In the introduction to the Dermatology article it referred to you as a leading rosacea researcher.  How many  
      grants have you received for rosacea research? 
 
A.  None. 
 
Q.  How many clinical studies have you conducted? 
 
A.  None. 
 
Q.  How many research studies have you produced an article on? 
 
A.  The medical text book -- I helped Patrick Bitter evaluate the histological changes, and that's research.  And I  
      was also -- that was referring to -- I was the chair of the Medical Advisory Committee for the rosacea Research 
      Foundation, which is -- which we were accepting grants.  And I had received two grants.  So we were in the  
      process of actually looking to fund them.  So actually we were in the process of funding research, and I have --  
      so research with Dr. Bitter, yes.  I have.  Grants, no, but that was in the process.  But then things happened to  
      waylay that. 
 
Q.  Let's return to this issue of your dealings with the Medical Licensing Board. 
 
A.  Excuse me.  May I add something that will show you the difference between science and medicine?  If you look  
      at my publications probably -- yeah, probably the last fourth page or so where it starts, "Publications," and then  



      it says, "rosacea-related Publications and Scientific Manuscripts," -- sorry.  I don't have a -- page 8 of 12 at the  
      top, if you can see it. 
 
Q.  Okay. 
 
A.  Okay.  Number 1, it was my very first -- that was my very first article.  I was a pee-wee, ten - twelve -- ten years  
      ago.  Matthew Boegehold -- Dr. Boegehold was my advisor.  I did a lot of work on this, but he was the main  
      author.  And he is second.  I'm first.  In science that's just the way it's done.  It shows you who is in charge of  
      the lab unless you write it by yourself then you know.  So that just goes to show you, I mean, that was my first  
      article.  I didn't know what I was doing, and I'm the first author there.  So that's how different it is.  Now, MDs,  
      they don't -- they are not taught to write.  They don't take writing classes, and they put it up front.  So that helps  
      explain what might be a little tricky. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 6 was marked for dentification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  All right.  Moving onto the next exhibit, which would be 6.  Turning to page 1 of  
      the document marked as exhibit 6, let's look at the first post at the top of the page on page 1.  Do you recognize  
      that as a post that you wrote on or about July 27, 2005? 
 
A.  I'm looking at November 9th. 
 
Q.  Excuse me.  Let's look at the first page of exhibit 5.  This is a little different from what I was looking at a  
      moment ago.  Do you recognize this as a post that you wrote on November 9th, 2004?  All right.  Exhibit 6. 
 
A.  This here?  Okay. 
 
Q.  Do you recognize that as a post that you wrote? 
 
A.  Yes.  I do, actually.  Yes. 
 
Q.  On this document it indicates that you wrote on November 9th, 2004, "I am in the process of getting approval to  
      perform medical consultations strictly for rosacea from the Indiana Board of Medical Licensures.  I have to leap  
      through one more hurdle before getting my license, but I should have it soon." 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  What was the hurdle? 
 
A.  The hurdle was a misunderstanding, and that's why you -- it's hard to take one post.  I need to see the entire  
      thread on this one.  Because this was updated.  I was under the impression at first that they would be able to  
      possibly give me some type of license, but that was my impression.  Once again, I'm not a physician, but this is  
      one -- I would need to see the entire thread.  Because the entire thread would then explain that there are no  
      more hurdles.  I am able to consult.  I don't need a license for this.  So if we could see the entire thread that  
      would be great.  Because then that would explain -- this was right about the time when I was talking with  
      Angelina or Angela. 
 
      Q.  Angela Smith-Jones? 
 
      A.  Angela, yeah. 
 
Q.  Did you have more than one conversation with her? 
 
A.  No, just one.  But I was -- I went to the web site, and I found out that there is actually no license that they can  
      give me.  And I was under the impression after we were finished with her saying so bluntly that that's what I  
      could do, that there would be a need to have a license for that.  So that was just -- 
 
Q.  Who led you to believe that you might be able to get a license to be a medical consultant for rosacea? 
 



A.  Because consultants usually can get licenses.  That was just my understanding. 
 
Q.  Can you identify anyone who has such a license? 
 
A.  A medical aesthetician has a license. 
 
Q.  A medical aesthetician is not a medical consultant; is it? 
 
A.  He or she can.  Yes. 
 
Q.  They can in fact perform under the supervision of a dermatologist usually? 
 
A.  No.  Actually they can do laser treatments without any supervision.  So, yes.  That would be one example. 
 
Q.  They can provide treatments, and that's what you call consultation? 
 
A.  Well, they can consult and treat.  Sorry.  So, yes.  They can do both.  They can remove hair.  They can treat  
      faces with lasers without the supervision of any physician. 
 
Q.  And you've never obtained any such license as an aesthetician would have; is that right? 
 
A.  No, which is sort of ironic.  Because they only need two years after college to do this.  I need 17 years. 
 
Q.  I'm sorry? 
 
A.  I need quite a bit of schooling to not have a license. 
 
Q.  Turning to the second page of the document do you recognize the post at the top of the page dated July 27, 2005  
      as one that you wrote? 
 
A.  One second, please.  Yes.  I do. 
 
Q.  The post begins, "I just received important information today that opens up the entire roof to achieve goals that  
      I set for myself many years back."  The information that you received on July 27, was that information in  
      writing or orally? 
 
A.  That was orally. 
 
Q.  From whom? 
 
A.  Mike Reibach, the current Director of the Indiana Medical Licensing Board. 
 
Q.  And what did Mr. Rinebold tell you. 
 
A.  Rinebold, thank you.  Well, I actually called to follow-up with him because I hadn't officially started the  
      consultations, and my father is a cardiologist.  He wanted me to be -- he is very conservative, and he wanted to  
      make sure that everything that I was doing was -- all my ducks were lined up.  And I called and found out that  
      Angela had been promoted to a different director of something else, and now he was currently the Director that  
      I would talk to.  And I told him that I had set up and was in the process of setting up a rosacea consulting 
      business, and I went through the same exact details with him.  And he also verified that I could do everything  
      that Angela said.  And he -- there was one other thing that he added that I was very thrilled with, and that is  --  
      that's what excited me.  And let me go over this again.  Oh, that's right.  I had asked him -- most of what I was  
      setting up was on-line consultations.  Because over the eight years I've been on the internet I would say I've  
      averaged ten to twelve people that would ask me every single week, "Can we -- can I have your full attention,"  
      either over the phone or via e-mail.  "I will pay you whatever you want, just give me your full attention.  I am  
      caught in my house.  I can't do anything."  And what I would do was I would have to keep it short.  I didn't  
      accept any payments, but over the years I realized that there was a great need for this.  And I couldn't continue  
      to spend all the hours doing this.  So I was going to focus on on-line.  So the exciting part was that I could in  



      fact meet with them in private, and that was -- that was a potential possibility for me setting up my own little  
      drive-through.  But I hadn't verified -- but it was very exciting.  Because I had gone from on-line consultation --  
      well, if we do the same thing in private, but no prescriptions, and they had to see their doctor, that was also  
      okay.  And that was very exciting for me. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Let's take a break. 
 
(Whereupon there was a short recess.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, before we took this short break we were talking about exhibit 6, and I  
      direct your attention to page 2 of the exhibit, which is than e-mail from you dated 20  July 27, 2005.  In the  
      middle of that -- or a post on that date.  In the middle of that document it states, "After detailed interviews and  
      evaluation the Medical Licensing Board of Indiana has granted Dr. Geoffrey Nase full privileges to offer  
      in-depth private consultations to rosacea sufferers?"  This grant of privileges that you refer to in the post is not  
      documented anywhere; correct? 
 
A.  Correct. 
 
Q.  The detailed interviews and evaluation that are referred to with respect to this interview and evaluation process,  
      what did you submit to the Medical Licensing Board in writing? 
 
A.  Actually it was mostly verbal, but it was a lengthy 30 to 45-minute conversation.  And I believe they did check 
     my internet web site and my CV on there.  So that was what I perceived to be an interview, a very detailed  
     interview and evaluation of my credentials. 
 
Q.  Okay.  So the answer to my question as to what you submitted in writing is nothing; is that correct? 
 
A.  That's right.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And with respect to the detailed interviews in the plural, there was in fact only one interview; correct? 
 
A.  I was referring to the two that I had, the previous one that was -- 
 
Q.  What those really were were phone conversations that you initiated; correct? 
 
A.  Right. 
A.  They were -- yes, phone conversations asking if I could do this. 
 
Q.  Did Dr. Rinebold say that you could do in-depth private consultations -- or Mr. Rinebold? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Did Mr. Rinebold have further contact with you after this conversation? 
 
A.  Actually, I contacted him again. 
 
Q.  What happened on that occasion? 
 
A.  Well, I had -- the debunking site mentioned that they had contacted somebody within the Prime LB, and that  
      basically I was lying.  And so I called up Michael Rinebold to make sure..  because many of these supposed  
      interviews that they were doing were not substantiated.  So I thought that was just the case, and when I spoke to  
      him he first asked me, "Did my legal counsel get in touch with you?"  And I said, "No".  And I said, "Why?"  
      And he indicated that he was contacted by someone, and that he thought everything I was saying was a  
      hypothetical.  And I said -- I said, "I was very clear to you.  I had already gotten the previous Director's 
      permission to do exactly what I asked you.  You had given me permission, and I don't understand why."  And I  
      won't hypothesize on pressure or who called or who did what.  But I said, "So what now is the problem?"  And 
      he goes, "Well, there is no problem.  Just we can't give you a license.  This is up to your lawyer.  Leave this up  
      to your lawyer."  And so that was it.  I mean, that was basically -- it was a complete about-face.  So someone  



      had indeed contacted him, whether it was a doctor or somebody, and -- but he did not say I could not do those  
      things any more.  He just said he thought I was just presenting a hypothetical, and I said, "No.  It's right up  
      there on my site."  I said it was clear; that I was just making sure.  The reason why I called Mike Rinebold was I 
      wanted to make sure that no changes had been made with the internet since things move so quickly, and  
      changes are made I just wanted to reassure, because it had been a while between my first okay with the  
      Director, and now here I wanted to make sure because I was starting it up, and so that was my whole purpose.  I  
      just wanted to make sure.  I said, "Have any internet rules or regulations changed?"  And he said no the first 
      time.  So that was my reason for calling him back -- calling him the second time.  Now, the third time was  
      because of the debunking site, and this was not the same person that I spoke to the first time.  It was a totally 
      different person that was behind -- just now hiding behind legal counsel, and he would not discuss anything.   
      And then he basically gave me the approval, "You are fine to go.  Just clear it with your lawyer."  And that was  
      the end of that, and it was very, very confusing.  The same look that you have, I had.  I was confused. 
 
Q.  So you've had three conversations with Mr. Rinebold? 
 
A.  No, two -- two, three total, Angela -- 
 
Q.  Three total with the Medical Licensing Board? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  One with Angela that we have described? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  The one with Mr. Rinebold on July 27? 
 
A.  Yeah, roundabout. 
 
Q.  Well, we looked at page 2 of exhibit 6.  "I just received important information today that opens up the entire  
      roof to achieve goals."  That information was what you said was what you were told on the telephone when you  
      called Mr. Rinebold? 
 
A.  Okay.  Then that makes sense. 
 
Q.  All right.  When was the third conversation? 
 
A.  Oh, I honestly don't know.  It would have been right after the debunking site put up that they had contacted  
      somebody.  It would have been the following day, and I don't know whether that was a couple days or weeks or  
      -- I don't have that information. 
 
Q.  The third conversation was initiated by you or Mr. Rinebold? 
 
A.  Yes, by me.  His legal counsel never contacted me, and it -- so, yes.  It was initiated by me myself. 
 
Q.  As a part of exhibit 6 do you have a page there, page 71? 
 
A.  Yes.  I do. 
 
Q.  Do you see this as an e-mail exchange between Artist Cloutier and Mr. Rinebold? 
 
A.  I see that. 
 
Q.  In which she inquiries as to whether -- what you have said in this July 27th e-mail was accurate or not?  And do  
      you see Mr. Rinebold's response, which is, "This person is not licensed by the Medical Licensing Board, and I  
      am not familiar with any privilege granted to him by the Medical Licensing Board.  From your e-mail I will be  
      having our Chief Counsel following up with Mr. Nase to refrain from using the Board's name in any  
      solicitation."  And it's your testimony that the Chief Counsel did not contact you; correct? 



 
A.  Never, no. 
 
Q.  But you did talk with Mr. Rinebold about this? 
 
A.  Yes.  I don't see Artist Cloutier's e-mail here. 
 
Q.  At the bottom of the page. 
 
A.  But that doesn't say anything about licensing.  I had never mentioned I was licensed.  So that's misleading. 
 
Q.  Well, let's talk about that for a moment and about what's misleading.  When you say, "After detailed interviews  
      and evaluation the Medical Licensing Board of Indiana has granted Dr. Geoffrey Nase full privileges to offer  
      in-depth private consultations to rosacea sufferers," you were not meaning to suggest that you were getting any  
      kind of license authority; right? 
 
A.  I didn't say, "license". 
 
Q.  You said, "Full privileges granted by the Licensing Board." 
 
A.  Full consultation privileges, yes. 
 
Q.  Now, when Mr. Rinebold responds to the question, "Is it accurate," and says, "I am not familiar with any  
      privilege granted to him by the Medical Licensing Board," are you saying that Mr. Rinebold is mistaken? 
 
A.  May I have a second with my counsel? 
 
Q.  Why don't you answer the question first to the best of your ability?  Then you can consult with counsel. 
 
A.  I am saying he did an about-face.  He was not the same person that I spoke to the first time. 
 
Q.  I don't think that was the question. 
 
A.  Please repeat the question then. 
 
Q.  Are you saying that Mr. Mr. Rinebold is mistaken when he states, "I am not familiar with any privilege granted  
      to him by the Medical Licensing Board"? 
 
A.  I guess the context that that is put in means some type of license or something.  The way I presented it was that  
      I was fully approved to do consultations.  So my answer to his mistaken just has to be plain miscommunication  
      on that point right there.  I don't know what he would consider in the physician field a privilege and what I  
      would consider a privilege in my field. 
 
Q.  Well, let's approach it this way very quickly.  Mr. Rinebold says, "I'm not familiar with any privilege granted to  
      him by the Medical Licensing Board," in his e-mail of August 4th.  In your post of July 27th you say, "The  
      Medical Licensing Board of Indiana has granted Dr. Geoffrey Nase full privileges to offer in-depth private  
      consultations to rosacea sufferers." 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  One of those has to be false; doesn't it? 
 
A.  I don't think -- I mean, different context.  My full privileges, the way I -- to take a post and to just take a  
      sentence like that, you know, we can twist this any which way, but my description right there was that I was  
      given full -- the full nod, the full okay to perform the consultations and everything that I had asked to do.  Full  
      privileges, you are allowed to do something.  So that was my take on that.  Now, I don't know what his take --  
      and that's why I then put it up on the web site.  Because it was clear in my mind that we had both come to this 
      conclusion.  Otherwise I would have never put it up for the entire world to see. 



 
Q.  Maybe Mr. Rinebold can clarify with us at the hearing next Thursday whether the Medical Licensing Board has  
      granted you any privileges, but let's approach it from this direction.  Did Mr. Rinebold ask you to refrain from  
      using the Board's name in any solicitation? 
 
A.  On the second conversation, yes. 
 
Q.  Did he suggest to you that you were misrepresenting what the Medical Licensing Board had done or not done? 
 
A.  I don't remember that part.  I truly don't recall that.  The first one I do. 
 
Q.  Okay.  You say that he changed his position; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  A complete turn-around? 
 
A.  Well, not a complete turn-around, but he was -- the very first time I called him everything was okay.  
      Everything that I asked him was doable.  There was no hypothetical.  I had stated, "I'm starting this company.   
      This is underway.  I wanted to find out if anything had changed since I got the okay from your previous  
      director."  He said, "No.  No changes.  You are good to go.  Good luck.  Thanks again for calling.  Good-bye."   
      Then when I called next time he mentioned had the legal counsel contacted me, and it sounded like they should  
      have contacted me a couple weeks ago.  There was never any contact.  There was no phone messages, and he  
      was very short with me.  And what happened was he basically -- he said very straightforward three times at  
      least in a row, "Just pass this by your lawyer.  This is up to your lawyer."  And so that's basically where we  
      ended that. 
 
Q.  Did you try to get a consultation document from the Medical Licensing Board? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Did you ever ask either Mr. Rinebold or Ms. Jones for such a document? 
 
A.  No.  I would have expected them to have suggested, "Why don't you do this and fill this out?"  But there was no  
      -- it was so very clear to me with my first conversation that everything was 100 percent okay; that that was --  
      and they understood that I was a PhD. 
 
Q.  I'm just talking about documentation for a moment.  Isn't it true that you tried to get a consultation document  
      approved by the Indiana Medical Licensing Board, and their response to that request was, in essence, no way? 
 
A.  Did I ever get a documentation? 
 
Q.  No.  You sought such a document, but they said no way? 
 
A.  No.  That is not correct. 
 
Q.  In any event, you never got any such document? 
 
A.  I was led to believe that I didn't need such a document. 
 
Q.  And after you started publishing this information about a granting of privilege by the Medical Licensing Board  
      the Director of that Board told you to stop saying that; right? 
 
A.  After he had been contacted, yes. 
 
Q.  And you took it off the web site? 
 
A.  I took off a portion of it that he had said, but I still have that I'm able to consult.  I'm a Rosacea Specialist.  So I  



     did take down the Indiana Medical Licensing Board sentence, but I left the rest up, which they had said that I  
     could do. 
 
Q.  Because they took the position that they had not granted you any such privilege; correct? 
 
A.  They did two out of three times. 
 
Q.  They granted you the privilege? 
 
A.  They said -- yeah, the privilege to do everything that I asked.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Did Mr. Rinebold ever discuss with you whether you were practicing medicine without a license? 
 
A.  He did.  He just -- he said, "Obviously, you can't practice medicine."  So I guess that would be yes, but he didn't  
      define it.  Or as I had explained what I was doing, that was fine under his understanding. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 7 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, I've placed in front of you a document marked as exhibit 7.  This exhibit  
      appears to be a post from you dated July 20th, 2005.  Do you recognize it? 
 
A.  I don't, but it looks like that would have been something I would have written. 
 
Q.  In the middle paragraph it states, "Right now I am not consulting.  After a few things are straightened up I will  
      resume." 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Why weren't you consulting as of July 20th, 2005? 
 
A.  Because I was spending most of my time defending myself against a site and against people that were  
      fraudulently changing their names and attacking me.  It took up all of my time almost every day.  So once that  
      was straightened up then actually I stopped most things because this was taken up. 
 
Q.  When was it that you took this break from consulting? 
 
A.  After the -- well, actually I took a nice break after GLG Healthcare council -- I spoke to them, and they  
     mentioned they really didn't have time to be harassed by cyber stalkers.  And my consultations went down to  
     almost nada with them.  So that was a forced break.  And then as the debunking site went up my book sales  
     plummeted, and I no longer got the ten to twelve per day.  I got zero per day questions for consultations.   
     Reputation is everything on the internet, and for eight years I held that as an academician, as a disseminator of  
     all information.  And once I stepped out in the corporate world I was under an entirely different position than I 
     had ever been before and was -- so straightening out things were trying to save my career. 
 
Q.  I think the question was when, as a date. 
 
A.  I have no idea when.  Right after the debunking site started up. 
 
Q.  All right.  So after the debunking site started up you stopped consulting? 
 
A.  Actually I was never asked to consult again. 
 
Q.  By anybody? 
 
A.  Maybe one or two here and there, but not ten to twelve per week. 
 
Q.  The ten to twelve consults that you were doing per week -- 
 



A.  No.  I was not doing.  I was asked from the date that my book was published 2001 until 2005 I would  
      conservatively estimate that each week, every day 1.5 people would ask, "Can you spend time?  I'll pay you as  
      much as you want.  You seem to be the guy to go to."  And after the debunking site came up the ten to twelve  
      went down to most days zero. 
 
Q.  Identify for me all rosacea sufferers who said to you, "I'll pay you as much as you want." 
 
A.  Off the top of my head, Jonathan Gamache.  These are going back four years.  I don't have that information  
      with me.  I certainly can't remember all these names.  That's 30 to 40 names per month. 
 
Q.  I just want the ones that told you that they will pay you as much as you want.  That's the one I'm interested in.   
      Jonathan Gamache told you he would pay you as much as you want? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  How much has he paid you? 
 
A.  Huh? 
 
Q.  How much has he paid you as of today? 
 
A.  I never started up with him.  We were supposed to. 
 
Q.  And he is the only one that you can identify that said to you, "I will pay you as much as you want"? 
 
A.  I then I also gave a free consultation to Mike Andre. 
 
Q.  That's not my question.  My question is, who told you that they would pay you as much as you want? 
 
A.  I would say several dozen people.  I don't have the names. 
 
Q.  Other than Jonathan? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  He is the only one? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Okay.  And this consulting that ceased upon the starting of the Debunking Nase web site -- 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  You said -- when did that go up?  Do you know? 
 
A.  End of June, beginning of July. 
 
Q.  When prior to that was the last time you had consulted with the Gerson Lehrman Group? 
 
A.  I have that information here somewhere.  They actually -- I had like four or five in June.  It's somewhere under  
      loss of revenue probably. 
 
Q.  Is this among the documents that you've produced to us today? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  It should be under question number 8. 
 



THE WITNESS:  I had basically six in June and none after.  I had just been contacted actually today though for one  
      interview, but so from July, August, September, three months, zero.  June, five or six major ones with Globe,  
      Merrill Lynch, a couple pharmaceutical companies.  I have to get the exact things, but that is a document you  
      have.  It's a list. 
 
Q.  I want to make sure I'm looking at the right document just for the record. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Let's go ahead and mark this as exhibit 8. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 8 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Do you recognize exhibit 8 as the documents you produced at the outset of the  
      deposition this morning? 
 
A.  Yes.  Yes.  I do. 
 
Q.  All right.  The page of the document that you were just describing, what is at the top of it? 
 
A.  I saw at the top it says, "GLG Healthcare," on the left, left-hand side, the upper left-hand side. 
 
Q.  What's on the upper right-hand side? 
 
A.  It's right here.  It's upper left-hand side, Hot Mail, GLG Healthcare.  Site effect on business.  It's near the end. 
      It's right here if this helps you to kind of see what it looks like. 
 
Q.  Okay.  I've got it.  Is this a document you printed? 
 
A.  Yeah.  It's a printout of the GLG interviews for the most part.  One was a payment sent, and the rest were  
      consultations on some of the newer drugs coming out that people want to know if they want to invest in them,  
      and that helps rosacea sufferers get the best medications.  And that's how I was trying to help. 
 
Q.  All right.  The first one of these that I see recorded here is June 23rd of 2005. 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Is that the first time you did work for the Gerson Lehrman Group? 
 
A.  I believe that was his -- yeah, invitation to consult.  That was his -- and I did include that e-mail either before or  
      after.  You have to be invited based on your expertise, and they needed a rosacea specialist.  So that's why I was  
      invited. 
 
Q.  And you were invited to consult specifically on a drug called Oracea? 
 
A.  No, on anything related to rosacea -- anything, which is why this was such a huge opportunity.  Any new drug  
      coming out, the investors want to know, the pharmaceuticals want to be -- know.  Merrill Lynch, their investors 
      say, "Is this a good" -- I mean, the conversations were an hour to an hour and a half. 
 
Q.  Okay.  I believe we identified earlier that you had about five of these; is that right? 
 
A.  Yeah, approximately five. 
 
Q.  And for each of these you were paid how much? 
 
A.  $150 an hour. 
 
Q.  And all of this occurred over what period? 
 
A.  Month-wise or -- 



 
Q.  Well, these only reflect June 23rd to July 6.  Is that the time period when you had all of these consultations? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  None before June 23rd? 
 
A.  That's when they invited me.  Actually it stopped once they were called. 
 
Q.  June 29th? 
 
A.  Roughly about.  And I spoke to the main female -- the main two females, and they are a very professional  
      company.  And they said that I had given out -- and I quote, "The best consultations, the highest marks." They  
      actually give grades on this, but they don't have time to deal with people calling them out of the blue, whether  
      they are stalking you or whatever is happening.  So they took a break, but now she has finally re-contacted me. 
 
Q.  I'm going to ask you about that in just a minute.  Right now I'm just asking about you this time period. 
      Basically you did consulting for this operation for about -- for a little less than a week? 
 
A.  Yeah.  And it exploded right away. 
 
Q.  Okay.  And -- 
 
A.  I am sorry.  I also had four other consultations pending that were then cancelled. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Are those documented? 
 
A.  I can get them from GLG.  I'll have to get them. 
 
Q.  Who at GLG made the decision to stop using your consulting services? 
 
A.  I honestly don't know.  I know that my two contacts are -- actually three.  And I forget who I spoke to -- Myra  
      Walker, Duressa, I believe, is her first name, Grant, and Paula Hirsh and Douglas Mirsky.  So all these people  
      are involved.  I forget.  I believe I spoke to women though. 
 
Q.  Do you remember who it was that told you your services were no longer needed? 
 
A.  No.  They did not say that my services were no longer needed.  They said once this -- 
 
Q.  Whatever it was they said, who was it that said it? 
 
A.  It's one of those four people.  I honestly do not remember.  Because you get patched through to different people.   
      It's 50,000 people.  It's huge.  It's nationwide.  So they have a lot of different -- I mean, one number goes to 
      whoever is open.  I forget, but they had mentioned once things had settled down and that they were not  
      contacted and harassed that they would then start again.  And they haven't been contacted, and they are starting  
      again, just like I said. 
 
Q.  All right.  You have no documentation of this conversation? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  You didn't put it in an e-mail? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  It occurred, you think, around the end of June or early July? 
 
A.  Yeah, right about when the site came up. 



 
Q.  Okay.  And this person -- unidentified person said it was because of what reason? 
 
A.  They were a professional group, and they didn't need to be harassed.  And that once things were cleared then I  
      would freely be invited back because of my past performance, but just for me to clear this situation up. 
 
Q.  Did they tell you -- or this person tell you what led them to think that they were being harassed? 
 
A.  Calls and sending to debunking sites from people that really had no business calling them is basically what they  
      said. 
 
Q.  Did they say who had called? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Did they say how many times they had been called? 
 
A.  I believe just once. 
 
Q.  Did they say what was said in the call? 
 
A.  They just said -- they just said -- they used the term, "harassed".  They were being harassed by this phone call.  
      They don't have time for this silliness basically. 
 
Q.  So in term of being harassed, you are aware that they were called once by one person? 
 
A.  That's my guess. 



Q.  And you don't know who that person was? 
 
A.  No.  They sent them directly -- they did mention that there was a site that they were directed to, but they didn't - 
 
Q.  So the person who called advised them of the Debunking Nase web site?  
 
A.  That's what I was told. 
 
Q.  Do you know whether they checked the Debunking Nase web site or not? 
 
A.  I do not know. 
 
Q.  So as you sit here today you don't know whether the person who called had any involvement in the Debunking  
      Nase web site? 
 
A.  For someone to call and to follow me to look at my web site and then to call up that place and then sent them to  
      the debunking site, it's fairly logical to assume that they were involved in the debunking site in some fashion or  
      form.  So, yes. I do believe. 
 
Q.  That's an inference you draw? 
 
A.  It's a fairly clear inference.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Did you pass your medical school boards? 
 
A.  I passed my medical qualifying exams.  Yes.  And we have documentation of that. 
 
Q.  What is the documentation that relates to your medical school boards? 
 
A.  My medical qualifying exam, which is, once again, the post that I know was taken out of that.  You need the  
      entire thread because then I explained what my boards were.  We take two years of medical school classes,  
      every class. 
 
Q.  My question is where is the document?  What document are you referring to?  Are you looking at exhibit 8? 
 
A.  Yeah.  Under question number six there is a fax from the School of Medicine that I passed my written.  We  
      have written and oral exams -- from the Medical Center Graduate Programs Office. 
 
Q.  How many exams are a part of the medical school boards? 
 
A.  We had five straight days, Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. 'til 6 p.m.  That was our -- those were our tests. 
 
Q.  That's what you understand the medical school boards to be? 
 
A.  No.  There are different types of boards within the medical school.  There are -- we were tested on every single  
      medical class, and a board is something that is nationwide.  It's accepted, and there are some standards to it.  
      And that's what this -- that's what these exams were based on, the written part.  The oral was actually a grant  
      proposal.  So the first -- I listed all of my medical school classes that I took.  We take every single class.  The  
      first test  -- you take all the classes.  You are attending all their medical classes. 
 
Q.  Where -- oh, this is -- 
 
A.  And there are a couple at the end.  We also had to take graduate.  So we are actually taking more classes than  
     medical students. 
 
Q.  Isn't it true that what you completed was simply the first medical school board of three that are recognized as  
      being required to pass one's medical school boards? 
 



A.  No.  It's one that is required to become a medical physiologist, to become a medical doctorate, and those within  
      our terms are considered medical boards for us.  Once again, we need the entire thread for that one because I 
      fully explain that. 
 
Q.  Let's go back one step.  If you are going to pass your medical school boards as a doctor you completed this  
      five-day exam at the end of your second year of medical school.  That you in fact did.  Is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  But if you are going to be a medical doctor there is another set of exams at the end of your third or fourth year  
      of medical school? 
 
A.  The fourth year, yes. 
 
Q.  And then there is another set of medical exams after your second year of post-graduate training? 
 
A.  Right.  But I said after my second year -- my two years. 
 
Q.  So that a person who has completed his medical school boards to become a medical doctor will have completed  
      three sets of exams? 
 
A.  Right.  But we have to complete six sets of exams.  So I'm not sure where the numbers are.  A physiologist, if  
      that's medicine, that is the entire body, every organ we learn. 
 
Q.  But just so that we are clear, you never completed the medical school board exams or set of exams that a  
      medical doctor would take and complete at the end of his fourth year of medical school? 
 
A.  No.  I never said that. 
 
Q.  And you never completed the medical boards that a medical doctor would take and complete after his second  
      year of residency? 
 
A.  No.  I never said that. 
 
Q.  What you said is, "I passed my medical school boards," in the plural; correct? 
 
A.  I actually -- that's one post -- yeah, medical school boards.  Yes, five days of testing. 
 
Q.  And is that generally thought of in the plural?  That single set of exams, if you passed that you've passed your  
      medical school boards? 
 
A.  In our specialty, yes, our medical qualifying exams, our medical qualifying boards.  Once again, first author,  
      second author, it is confusing. 
 
Q.  Are you now or were you ever the main editor for Lasers in Surgery and Medicine? 
 
A.  Yes, the main peer-review editor, and we have documentation for that. 
 
Q.  Well, I know you have documentation.  Let me just make sure that -- 
 
 (Whereupon Exhibit 9 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, you have a document in front of you which has been marked as exhibit 9.  
      It appears to be another post from you.  It includes this statement.  "It usually does make quite a difference if  
      you print off my resume.  Then you will see I have a medical degree in human physiology and have passed my  
      medical school boards.  Tell him that I am the main editor for Lasers in Surgery and Medicine."  Did you write  
      that? 
 



A.  Yes.  I did.  But once again this has -- as you can see, there is a previous post.  Many posts are 30 to 50 posts  
      long, and there are more descriptions.  And then I followed up with, "I am the main rosacea editor, peer-review  
      editor for rosacea."  And that is shown as number one.  I'm the first guy they go to with rosacea and lasers. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 10 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Directing your attention next to the document which has been marked as exhibit  
      10.  Do you recognize this as a document showing the Editorial Board of Lasers in Surgery and Medicine? 
 
A.  Yes, but that's staff. 
 
Q.  It refers to an editor in chief as J. Stuart Nelson.  Are you familiar with Mr. Nelson -- or Dr. Nelson? 
 
A.  I believe so.  I believe I've spoken with him. 
 
Q.  He was the editor in chief of the publication; correct? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Wouldn't you regard him as the main editor for the publication? 
 
A.  On staff, yes. 
 
Q.  It refers and includes lists of -- I don't know about 20 - 25 other folks on the editorial board and associate  
      editors and managing editors.  Your name is not included; correct? 
 
A.  Right.  Because that's staff. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Your role was as a -- someone to whom they referred some publications or some articles for review? 
 
A.  We are the main people.  With any manuscript they have anywhere from two to four peer-review editors or  
      peer-review consultants or peer-reviewers.  They use all three terms.  So those are all -- so I'm a peer-review  
      editor. 
 
Q.  In your e-mail or post that is exhibit 9 you never qualified it by saying you were the main peer-review editor;  
      did you? 
 
A.  I did in the following post. 
 
Q.  In another post? 
 
A.  In the same thread.  That's why you can't just pluck -- I really need to see the entire thread for this because then  
      it would be very clear. 
 
Q.  You straightened it out later? 
 
A.  Actually, yes.  I got many questions.  People fly in.  Do you want to answer questions?  You know, I was  
      answering 100 questions a day, and then they follow-up, and then you refine it. 
 
Q.  And then you make it accurate? 
 
A.  No.  You refine it to make it more descriptive, but the main difference here -- and it's just something known in  
      academics and in medicine, is that there is an editorial staff that is the final say, and these are these folks.  We  
      are the ones that actually pass or fail them.  So the buck stops with us.  Two, three, four people -- we are peer- 
      review editors, and if there are three or four it's considered a board. 
 
Q.  Let's talk about the documentation regarding your role as one of the peer-review editors on rosacea subjects.   
      What is the documentation you have of that?  I see a document which appears to be downloaded from a web  



      site.  It says, "Dr. Geoffrey Nase", at the top, "peer review editor/consultant for Lasers in Surgery and 
      Medicine." 
 
A.  It's been downloaded from a secure password-based site. 
 
Q.  For how long were you a peer-review editor of this publication? 
 
A.  What does my CV say?  It's on my CV.  It's been several years. 
 
Q.  But you are no longer in that position; are you? 
 
A.  Oh, yes.  Yes.  This is current.  I did take some time off.  There were some brief stints.  When you say --  
      because what happens is you hand them three -- two or three things that once across their desk -- like rosacea  
      and laser.  I have rosacea and laser treatments.  When anything crosses their desk like that, facial flushing laser  
      treatment, facial telangectasia and laser treatment, and now there are many, many peer-reviewers that may 
      cross paths.  But those are my main times, and when you have a period where you are busy for six months, nine  
      months, sometimes a year, you say, "Okay.  I need a break," and then you come back on.  So it's a fluctuation of  
      -- a constant flux, but my main thing was rosacea and laser treatment.  So that's why I mentioned that's my 
      main focus on reviewing those types of articles, and we are considered peer-review editors.  And I never did 
      mention staff, and that's what these gentlemen are, staff.  We -- an editor peer-review, we review the articles for  
      different things that they have to meet, and then we also edit them.  And then these guys are the final.  These  
      gentlemen are the final. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Actually let's go off the record for a moment.  It's 12:30. 
 
(Whereupon the luncheon recess was taken.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, let me just remind you, you are still under oath.  Let me direct your  
      attention next to a document which has been marked as exhibit number 12, and I will represent to you that this  
      is our attempt to download the material that is on the web site that has been referred to as the Debunking Nase  
      web site.  Have you ever reviewed that material in the past? 
 
A.  Most of it on and off, yes. 
 
Q.  I take it that it's your claim in this lawsuit that the material on this web site is defamatory? 
 
A.  Defamatory, yes. 
 
Q.  And you are seeking an injunction to close down the entire web site? 
 
A.  The entire site, yes. 
 
Q.  And it's your position that 90-plus percent of the material on here is false and defamatory? 
 
A.  False, defamatory or misleading. 
 
Q.  Let me direct your attention to page 28 of the document.  There is a portion here of the web site that begins with  
      the statement, "Nase has publicized a health history that is very difficult to believe."  Have you in fact  
      publicized some of your personal health history? 
 
A.  I have. 
 
Q.  You've done that on public web sites, message boards? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And the bottom of page 28 it states, "On May 6, 2005 he posts on RSG that he has, quote, "Been battling cancer  
      for the last eight months, a stromal tumor in the intestine and a benign tumor in the brain near the temporal  



      lobe, tumor cells metastasized." 
 
MR. PEREZ:  We are going to object to this line of questioning, and we are not going to answer until the Court -- I  
      know you have received our motion to request a hearing on both the medical and the emotional behavior  
      histories.  And we are going to object right now, just a blanket objection, and he is not going to answer those  
      until the Court decides on our pending motion that we filed on Wednesday.  And I know we talked, and for the  
      record, we have inferred by and from your message that we wanted to get most of the deposition done, and we 
      wanted to figure out what issues we had in the deposition.  And those are the two main issues which really have  
      no relevancy as far as what we are saying -- I don't want to give you the whole hearing right now, but for the  
      record we have never really discussed any medical thing that was on the web site.  We just said -- when we filed  
      our complaint we actually filed three or four different quotes, I believe.  I don't have a complaint in front of me, 
      but we never really addressed the medical part of the web site, either it being defamatory or not.  So that's why  
      we find it to be completely irrelevant.  That's why we asked a judge for a hearing on that.  So we just want to  
      blanketly object to that, and we're not going to answer any questions either until the Judge says, either in  
      camera or says you have to answer that, or whatever. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I understand that is your position.  Let me just for the record, first of all, clarify what I said  
       yesterday on the phone to you, which is, I said let's get started, and let's see if we can on the record and see  
       where the issues are. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Okay.  That's fine. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  So we can present on the record where the issues are.  Let me also say that to the extent  
        that you have any concern with the confidentiality of what might be discussed today, we are prepared to  
        stipulate to keeping of the transcript and the tape of this deposition confidential, in a sense limiting it to the 
        lawyers and the parties and not disclosing it outside those parties, and therefore providing the protection that  
        you are seeking.  Are you agreeable to that? 
 
MR. PEREZ:  No.  I am not, and I have evidence to support the reason why I'm not agreeable to that and why I  
        would want the Judge to make a ruling on that. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  And I take it -- are you withdrawing the request to close down the portion of the web site  
        that addresses those medical issues? 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Again, I think the Judge needs to look at all of it to see where we are at, and I'm not going to  
        withdraw anything on the record.  I think I would like to get in front of the Judge in camera, and I respectfully  
        appreciate your confidentiality offer.  But we do have evidence just today that that might not be an offer that 
        any of us can really guarantee just because there are so many parties involved, again, that we don't even know. 
        If something gets out, something gets out, and the next thing you know it's all over the internet.  And that has  
        been our experience with this.  So again, it's just a blanket objection, and we are not going to answer until the  
        Judge decides. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I just want to make sure that there is no withdrawal of the request for the injunction -- 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Not at this time. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  -- as to these portions of what's on the web site. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Exactly. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I also understand in what you filed today with us as to your claims as to copyright  
        infringement under paragraph 28 on page 10 you claim that there is copyright infringement with respect to the  
        very post that I just referred to on May 6, 2005 as to battling cancer for the last eight months.  Are you  
        continuing to maintain a claim? 
 
MR. PEREZ:  No.  We will not.  That will be amended this weekend.  We have some other things that we need to  
        amend this weekend. 
 



MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  This document that you provided us earlier today as to what your claims were, are you  
        willing to omit the claims as it relates to posts regarding health issues? 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Yeah.  For purposes of this, absolutely, yes. 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, did you state publically and in postings that one of your reasons for  
      leaving the IU job were health concerns? 
 
A.  Did I state that was one of the reasons? 
 
Q.  Yes.  Did you state that publically? 
 
A.  I honestly don't remember.  I don't know. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Are health reasons a contributing factor to your failure to have further financial gain over the last three  
      months? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Are you under -- on any medication today? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Have you been under any medication for the last three months? 
 
A.  Just cold medication. 
 
Q.  And are you following your client's instructions with respect to not answering any questions as it relates to the  
      medical issues covered in the web site? 
 
A.  For right now, yes. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Actually, it's his lawyer instructions, not his client's. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Excuse me, your lawyer's instructions. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  I thought you were talking to me. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I misspoke.  I apologize.  All right.  Let's -- let me just, for the record, state that the refusal  
        to answer any questions about this subject area is something that we will take into account with respect to 
        whether the hearing should go forward next Thursday as planned.  It is also obviously something that we will  
        address with the Court, and we will seek any additional costs that need be incurred as a result of having to  
        come back for another day of deposition because of the refusal to answer those questions.  We will seek to 
        recover those costs as well.  All right.  Let's move on to another issue. 
 
(Whereupon exhibit 12 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, you have in front of you a document marked as exhibit 12.  You will note  
      that it appears on the front page to be a post-dated June 7th, 2005 on the ESFB board with Dr. Nase as the  
      name of the person making the post.  Do you recognize this as something you wrote? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  I'd like to direct your attention to the middle of the -- middle of that first page. 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  The line that reads, "I have never ever made a single penny for anything relating to rosacea," is that statement  



      true? 
 
A.  No.  That one sentence is not. 
 
Q.  At the time that you made it did you know that it wasn't true? 
 
A.  At the time I made it -- this is, once again, where we need the entire thread.  What was happening was there  
      was a direct attack on me being a salesman for doctors -- doctors for hire, and that was the context of this entire  
      thing was mostly about -- is that people were saying that I only recommend doctors, and I get paid for it.  So 
      that was my contextual sentence.  If you take that sentence as is then it's not true, but if you put it into the scope  
      of what we are at then it is true.  We were talking about that. 
 
Q.  Okay.  In what respect was it not true? 
 
A.  It was not true because there were several people attacking me only to find out that they were the same person  
      under different aliases, and they completely were literally hounding me and stating false statements that I was  
      taking money. 
 
Q.  That did not answer my question.  In what respect was this statement that you made not true? 
 
A.  Oh, because I did -- although I did not ask for it, Dr. Linda Sy did pay me for helping her make a product.  I did  
      not ask for it.  I did not expect it.  I told her, "No, thank you."  I was doing this to help rosacea sufferers, and  
      she said, "Well, you put so much time into it."  So that would be my -- that would be -- that's the only reason  
      that I can think of this was not -- I mean, taken just like that.  I had made money through helping make a  
      couple products, but that's it. 
 
Q.  Earlier in that paragraph it states, "In seven years of posting to the internet I have not made one single cent  
      from any doctor, source or product."  I take it that sentence was also false? 
 
A.  No.  Actually that's correct.  Once again, in the context of I do not advertise.  I do not recommend things --  
      what they were saying before this, if you were to see the post, they said, "Dr. Nase gets paid to recommend  
      products and to recommend physicians."  My response was, "I have never made one cent from recommending 
      doctors, patients, physicians and products."  And even Dr. Linda Sy's product that I helped make, in my book it  
      was the second or third most highly recommended.  I didn't even think it was the best product.  So before this it  
      was, "He was getting paid for everything."  This was true, and you know, now that other sentence with that 
      context is really true.  Because the whole -- this whole one post is about me getting paid specifically to promote 
      doctors.  Never have I done that, ever -- products, doctors, anything. 
 
Q.  It continues, the next to the last sentence, "Seven years I've been in the trenches making nothing.  Not a single  
      doctor gave me a penny for talking about them, writing articles, laser machines, medications, anything."  Was  
      that true? 
 
A.  Yes.  That is true.  Not a single doctor gave me a penny for talking about them, never, writing articles, never,  
      laser machines, never, medications, never. 
 
Q.  Anything? 
 
A.  Anything -- for talking about -- no.  Anything, no.  I did not get paid to talk about Dr. Linda Sy's skin care  
      products. 
 
Q.  At the time you wrote this on June 7th you were on the payroll of a doctor; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  You had been on the payroll of that doctor for more than two months; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 



Q.  You had been receiving $1500 week? 
 
A.  $6,000 a month. 
 
Q.  Roughly 1500 a week? 
 
A.  Yeah, sorry. 
 
Q.  6,000 a month.  So for the prior two months you had gotten $6,000 from a doctor, and you were writing on June  
      7th that you never made a single penny for anything related to rosacea? 
 
A.  That was consulting. 
 
Q.  Okay.  And the doctor that you were on the payroll of was Dr. Darm; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Were you doing this work for Dr. Darm pursuant to a contract? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  What were you supposed to do for this $6,000 per month? 
 
A.  We were going to be building a Rosacea Institute.  Most of it was intellectual property that I was giving him.  I  
      changed almost every single setting, parameter, flushing, protocol.  We spent 14 months of collaboration on all  
      of this, and then we were going to make up a web site for the rosacea Research and Treatment Institute.  And  
      when I finally got out there it would be up and running.  And I also have to point out that I had been posting on  
      the internet for eight years, and that's why I put in seven years.  So I mean, while that is not -- that completely, 
      actually, everything I've said is true.  Because in seven years -- it had just been this last year when I started to  
      go out into the rosacea world.  So that's actually -- that's exactly why I put it in seven years.  And I had stated  
      many times, "I've been here on the internet for eight years," and I said, "In seven years I have never made a" --  
      and that's the truth. 
 
Q.  The work that you performed for Dr. Darm for the $6,000 a month -- 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  Was it done in Oregon where his clinic is located? 
 
A.  Yeah.  I mean, it was done mostly at his clinic, and then some with me. 
 
Q.  During the month of April of this year -- 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Did you go to Oregon to do the work for the $6,000 you received? 
 
A.  No.  It was -- no.  The work was done via consulting. 
 
Q.  In May of 2005 when you add another six grand from Dr. Darm, did you go to Oregon to do that work? 
 
A.  Over the phone I did.  Yes. 
 
Q.  You didn't personally go to Oregon? 
 
A.  You don't need to. 
 
Q.  The work that you did, is it documented in some fashion? 



 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  That you got the six grand for? 
 
A.  Huh? 
 
Q.  The six grand, did you have to produce -- consultants sometimes have to produce some sort of work product to  
      establish that they did the work that they had promised.  Did you have some sort of paperwork documenting the  
      work that you had done as promised? 
 
A.  On his side there would be the case studies where he was now treating people that weren't treatable before.  Do I  
      have documents?  No.  It was a gentleman's agreement.  I mean, there are no -- 
 
Q.  I'm just asking for documents of your work product that you were getting six grand a month for. 
 
A.  No.  It was mostly intellectual property, and we were making contacts with the University of Oregon Health  
      Science Center, things like that. 
 
Q.  As of --  well, have you ever obtained a patent for anything?  I'm talking about intellectual property. 
 
A.  Have I ever obtained a patent for anything?  No. 
 
Q.  What was the intellectual property that you were providing to Dr. Darm for this six grand a month? 
 
A.  My microvascular expertise.  My -- all my training, blood vessels, lasers.  Blood vessels, the main treatment is  
      lasers and their effect on blood vessels.  So I taught him the size of blood vessels, where they were, how big they  
      were, the depth of them, their size, their density, and all these go to exact treatment protocols.  And that's why  
      he is now treating for the first time neuropathic rosacea, and he is the only doctor doing it.  And I gave him all  
      those parameters to do that, to show him where the nerves were, where the blood vessels were, and he 
      completely changed every single protocol.  And we actually had a list somewhere of four pages long of  
      everything that I did to change. 
 
Q.  You did this over the phone? 
 
A.  Internet -- over the phone mostly, and he would try it.  I mean, major complete changes. 
 
Q.  Did that occur after you went on the payroll on April 1st? 
 
A.  It occurred before and during and after. 
 
Q.  You were providing him this intellectual property before you were being compensated? 
 
A.  Yes.  Because when I -- he was the main reason I decided to resign from IU School of Medicine.  Because back  
      then we were talking, and he said, "Why don't you come out here and get hands on training?  You can treat  
      patients.  You can start a rosacea treatment and research clinic.  You can be the director of it."  And so he had  
      promised me, and that was actually my main reason for leaving.  Because I had that offer, and in good faith I 
      continued almost every day, every couple days.  Sometimes we'd take a week off, but yes. 
 
Q.  At the time you left IU in September or October of last year did you have an offer from him in writing? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  How much did he promise to pay you in October or September -- October of last year? 
 
A.  He did not give me figures, but he said, "What I want you to do is to build this institute, and when I retire you'll  
      hire dermatologists, and you'll take over."  And that was good enough for me.  I've had past agreements with  
      my printer.  I have taken a huge loan out for my printer on word, tens of thousands of dollars on word.  So 



      that's the way I'm used to dealing with people. 
 
Q.  With respect to Darm though you wanted to enter into a written contract; isn't that right? 
 
A.  Eventually, yes.  I was still feeling him out, but we were close.  I mean, we were there, but we wanted to grow  
      together and see if we were compatible. 
 
Q.  A contract was drafted; correct? 
 
A.  Eventually, yes. 
 
Q.  A contract -- I believe you've alleged that you've signed such a contract? 
 
A.  I never alleged I signed it. 
 
Q.  You never signed a contract? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  And Dr. Darm never signed any contract? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  But there was some writing created for purposes of a written contract between the two of you? 
 
A.  There were three contracts, and the last two we agreed on.  There were many things that happened. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Let's talk about that for a moment.  Three contracts -- three contracts in writing? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  When was the first one created? 
 
A.  The beginning of March, I believe -- yeah.  The beginning of March, yes. 
 
Q.  Was that one agreed to? 



A.  No. 
 
Q.  Why not? 
 
A.  Because he wanted me to only endorse him, and I said, "I will not do that."  That was the main reason.  He  
      wanted me to only endorse him, to only write about him, to only -- and I said I wanted to keep my  
      disseminating information and talk about many other doctors.  And during this time I recommended dozens of 
      other doctors before, during and after our contract, and I said that had to be part of our contract.  I mean, I was  
      supposed to be the research guy. 
 
Q.  Do you have a copy of this contract that you agreed to in March? 
 
A.  Yeah.  We do. 
 
Q.  What I have seen in the materials you gave me -- and we can turn to it now, I've seen a portion of one contract. 
 
A.  That was the final last contract.  It should be in here.  Let me check it out. 
 
(Whereupon there was a brief recess.) 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Back on the record. 
 
Q.  Dr. Nase, under deposition question 10 as it's referred to in exhibit 8 -- 
 
MR. PEREZ:  May I interrupt real quick? 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Sure. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  I will stipulate to the fact that we will provide the other contracts on the earlier ones that we have.   
        That was just an oversight on my part.  As far as -- excuse me.  I just provided the last and final contract, but  
        there are drafts of other contracts that I can get to you as soon as possible.  I'll stipulate to that right now. 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  What you have here is a document that begins at paragraph 3.1, or at least my copy  
      of it begins at paragraph 3.1 -- 
 
A.  No.  It starts -- 
 
Q.  And while we are doing this, mine ends at paragraph 7 without any signature lines.  So we missed that page  
      too. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  What do you have?  Have these not been copied right? 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I have 3.1 to 7.  That's all we have got. 
 
THE WITNESS:  No.  We have 9.  Why don't we give you -- yeah.  There is the whole thing. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  Do you want to recopy this exhibit? 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Yes.  I'll just do this as a separate -- 
 
(Whereupon there was a brief recess.) 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 13 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, we are back on the record.  The contract has now been marked separately  
      as exhibit number 13. 
 
A.  I have 13.  Yes. 



 
Q.  Okay.  What is marked as exhibit 13, that's  the contract that you agreed to with Dr. Darm? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Is it the third of the contracts that you discussed? 
 
A.  Yes.  This is the third one. 
 
Q.  You have the first two, but they weren't produced today; is that right? 
 
A.  Right.  But we can certainly supply them.  I have them. 
 
Q.  The second one was agreed to; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  But also not signed? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Why weren't these signed? 
 
A.  His -- I sent them out.  We were both very busy, first of all.  His wife was going through lots of chemotherapy 
      for cancer.  He was in and out.  I sent him a signed notarized agreement to an old address that he had on his old  
      site, or he said he didn't get it but to re-send it.  And then his wife went downhill, and I didn't want to bother  
      him.  Payments were being made.  We were going forward as if everything was in the contract, and so it was  
      something where I told Jerry straight up, "Our word is our oath."  And that's the way I took it, and that's the  
      way he paid me as if this was a signed contract.  And so that's what -- I didn't pressure him with his wife nor 
      anything. 
 
Q.  I understood you to say ten minutes ago that you never signed one of the documents, any of the contracts. 
 
 
A.  I couldn't -- I mean, you can't produce it because it never got there.  It was never returned.  That's what I mean.  
      I don't have a signed contract to show you.  But yeah.  I did sign, and I did notarize my copy mid-April -- April  
      12th, 13th, 14th.  And I sent it out to him, and he said it was either misplaced or misfiled.  Or you sent it to the  
      old address, which he just changed, and it was probably the old address.  So he said, "Sign it whenever, get it to 
      me.  That's fine.  We are in this for the long haul."  And then he was off helping his wife. 
 
Q.  And what was it about this contract that made it acceptable while the first contract was not? 
 
A.  This contract, the main differences were that I could promote and continue to discuss other doctors, you know, 
      other treatments.  It was not just Dr. Darm.  It was, you know -- and that's what I did.  But that was the main --  
      the main gist was that I -- he was worried about being able to pay for my salary.  So he was overly worried that  
      he wouldn't get enough patients to cover that, and I said not to worry about that in all honesty.  And then he 
      realized that I did have an influence on rosacea sufferers, and then he was worried about getting too packed.  So  
      he then agreed that I could discuss any other doctors, and I did, many other laser physicians.  In fact, I in fact  
      interviewed and collaborated with Dr. Soldo in June. 
 
Q.  Did I understand that answer correctly; that what you were giving to Dr. Darm that he wanted was that you  
      would be channeling additional patients to him?  Is that right? 
 
A.  No.  That's not correct. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Let me ask you about this language on page one of the document under the term, "Exclusivity". 
      "Commencing upon the effective date Dr. Nase agrees the clinic shall have the exclusive right to be featured  
      and endorsed on the web site?" 



 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  So you were agreeing that on your web site -- that is Dr. Nase.com? 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  That Dr. Darm's clinic would be the exclusive clinic to be featured and endorsed on the web site? 
 
A.  No.  It was actually going to be Dr. Darm's until I got out within a few months this summer, and then it was  
      going to be the Rosacea Research and Treatment Institute.  But that was -- it's not written in there, but that was  
      the full understanding.  I would not -- I mean, we were building a web site for the rosacea Institute. 
 
Q.  Okay.  The term, "clinic," is defined in this document as the aesthetic medicine, spa and clinic which was  
      owned by Willimet Medical Laboratories, Inc., which was Dr. Darm's business; correct? 
 
A.  Right.  Correct. 
 
Q.  It continues under the exclusivity provision saying, "That is, during the initial five-year term of this agreement  
      and each subsequent renewal term the web site shall exclusively endorse the clinic as the premier provider of  
      treatment for rosacea or rosacea-like symptoms with a laser or intense pulse-like device." 
 
A.  It does say that, but that's not the agreement that we came to, and then I told him all the doctors that I was  
      talking to. 
 
Q.  This is the agreement that you signed? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  But there were some oral amendments to it? 
 
A.  There were some oral understandings that across the board it wasn't going to just be Dr. Darm.  Because our  
      Rosacea Institute was going to be about collaboration, and I told him -- he was so excited about Dr. Soldo with  
      Lumenis One.  I told him about Dr. Diaz.  I told him about Dr. Schlessinger.  I told him about all these other  
      doctors, and I had been contacting them.  So, yes.  This was -- we wanted to keep this very simple.  We didn't  
      have any lawyers go over this.  So every spec wasn't covered, but this was what it was.  And he was fine with  
      that. 
 
Q.  Did you read it? 
 
A.  I'm sorry? 
 
Q.  Did you read the document before you signed it? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Directing your attention to page 19 -- excuse me, paragraph 19 on the last page. Did you read the part where it  
      says, "This agreement constitutes the entire agreement between parties with respect to the subject matter hereof 
      and merges all prior and contemporaneous communications, agreements, understandings or representations  
      with respect to the subject matter hereof.  This agreement may not be modified or amended except in writing  
      and signed by both parties."  Did you read that part? 



A.  Yes.  I did, but that's -- 
 
Q.  Were there any modifications in writing? 
 
A.  No.  They were verbal, and this contract was actually going to be modified once I got there.  Because I was  
      going to be part owner of the rosacea Institute too.  So this was a base contract to get us together to know that  
      we committed to each other for at least five years and probably eternity, and once I got out there, and we saw  
      what was happening then there was going to be a new contract.  And there was going to be a percentage of the  
      institute each year.  I would be a partner.  So there was going to be amendments, but there was clearly -- I  
      mean, it was very obvious.  I mean, I had -- I mean -- 
 
Q.  Let's talk about the exclusivity provision again. 
 
A.  Sure, please. 
 
Q.  It says toward the end of that paragraph, "It is understood, however, that Dr. Nase may occasionally refer a  
      patient to a local practitioner upon request.  Nonetheless it is clearly understood that the vast majority of 
      referrals will be made to the clinic."  It was your understanding of this agreement; was it not, that you were to  
      make referrals to the clinic which was Dr. Darm's business? 
 
A.  It was my understanding that all he wanted was to be able to pay my salary, and what happened within the first  
      month when I announced that he already -- we by-passed the first two years of what he wanted to meet.  So he  
      understood everything was off.  Do what you will.  He finally understood. 
 
Q.  And what do you mean by that?  He got a lot of more patients? 
 
A.  He -- I'm -- with my eight years on the internet -- 
 
Q.  Did he get more patients? 
 
A.  Yeah, just with me telling them. 
 
Q.  Because you got on the internet and said, "Dr. Darm is the place to go."  Right? 
 
A.  No.  Because I said -- no.  I said because I will be joining Dr. Darm to build a rosacea Institute. 
 
Q.  Okay. 
 
A.  And that's -- and that I had been collaborating with him. 
 
Q.  And how many additional patients did Dr. Darm develop as a result of your statements on the net? 
 
A.  Per his say, he said he increased it from two patients per day to five to six patients per day. 
 
Q.  Five to six new patients? 
 
A.  Yeah.  That was a daily new -- yeah. 
 
Q.  Directing your attention to page 3 of the document, paragraph 4.8, where it states, "Put forth his best efforts to  
      help solicit new patients for the clinic."  You understood that it was your responsibility under this agreement to  
      solicit new patients for the clinic? 
 
A.  Yeah.  We spoke about this in great detail, and while he put this in he said, "Obviously, there is no reason for  
      that.  I see that once we start this it will grow, and it will be too much to handle."  So we had come to this  
      agreement, and gentlemen verbal agreements, and while this is -- seems to be a base, Dr. Darm realized that we 
      would grow together.  And he was fine, but what he was was worried at first.  And then he wasn't. 
 
Q.  I just want an answer to my question.  Was it your understanding that you were to put forth your best efforts to  



      help solicit new patients for the clinic? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  You signed the agreement with that language, but that wasn't how you understood it? 
 
A.  After verbal communication. 
 
Q.  Under paragraph 5.3, speaking of performance bench marks -- 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  It begins, "The services to be provided by Dr. Nase under this agreement are intended to increase the number of  
      new patients for the clinic."  Did you understand that to be the intended purpose of your participation in this  
      agreement? 
 
A.  This is just one of the services.  This would just naturally happen wherever I went. 
 
Q.  That was the intended purpose from Dr. Darm's perspective; right? 
 
A.  To cover my salary. 
 
Q.  It also continues that, "The minimum number of new patient visits expected is as follows," and it says, "After  
      six months two new patient visits per working day.  After one year, five new patient visits per working day.   
      After two years, eight new patient visits per working day."  Do you see that? 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  The measure of your performance would be by the number of new patients that you generated; correct? 
 
A.  Once again, this is verbal and certainly can be verified, but after I made one announcement to the Rosacea  
      Support Group that I would be building a Rosacea Research Treatment and Institute for Oregon, and then there  
      were dozens of e-mails, and his practice sky-rocketed.  I didn't mention to him.  I didn't mention what they were  
      doing.  It was just me mentioning that I was going there, and that in itself -- and then I bypassed up to two 
      years.  And then he said, "Geoffrey, obviously, we are fine with this.  Don't even worry about it."  Just he  
      wanted me for research and publications, and that's what it was about. 
 
Q.  Where is that in here, research and publications?  Where is that in here? 
 
A.  That is what the entire intent of my coming there was, research and publications. 
 
Q.  Did you get that protected in writing if that's what you were going to be doing? 
 
A.  That was going to be when I got out there, and so what I had to build. 
 
Q.  So until you got out there what you were doing was to generate new patients for him by statements made on the  
      net? 
 
A.  Generating new patients for all the top laser doctors. 
 
Q.  Notwithstanding the exclusivity provision in this contract? 
 
A.  Because he was fine with it after he saw how the patients responded. 
 
Q.  Did your deal with Dr. Darm fall apart? 
 
A.  It fell apart in July -- well, actually it started falling apart the second that I found out that he was hiding some  
      information, some public information that I didn't know about.  He said he couldn't handle this again.  He  



      couldn't go through it again, and that's when we stopped communicating.  So that's really -- June 3rd was when  
      the statement was made, and then he just -- he said it was just a horrible experience.  So that was the time. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  For the record, this is -- this contract is in litigation right now in Oregon Federal Court.  So I don't  
      know how far you are going to go with this, but I just wanted to get that on the record.  As far as, you know, if I 
      have an objection, I just don't want to get too far in the contract.  I understand where you are going as far as 
      damages, but this is in litigation right now in Oregon Federal Court. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Right. 
 
MR. PEREZ:  So I wanted to let you know that.  I didn't know if you were aware of that or not. 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  The litigation in Oregon Federal Court is a declaratory judgment action by Dr.  
      Darm against you; isn't that right? 
 
A.  I honestly don't know what you just said. 
 
Q.  He sued you; right?  Dr. Darm brought the lawsuit in Oregon? 
 
A.  I thought we brought it on him.  Okay.  Yeah.  Excuse me with the lawyer stuff. 
 
Q.  And his position in that lawsuit is that you and he never had a contract; right? 
 
A.  That was his position. 
 
Q.  That is his position now; right, in the Oregon lawsuit? 
 
A.  I believe so. 
 
Q.  Have there been any depositions in that lawsuit? 
 
A.  That hasn't started yet. 
 
Q.  Have you ever given a deposition before? 
 
A.  Once. 
 
Q.  What was the occasion? 
 
A.  With my wife. 
 
Q.  In your divorce? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  You said that after this issue arose in early June with Dr. Darm and his prior history you had no further  
      communications with him; is that right? 
 
A.  Only e-mail communications. 
 
Q.  You didn't speak to him on the phone again? 
 
A.  Maybe once, but I can't be for sure.  But it was either zero or one time. 
 
Q.  And so would it be fair to say that your business relationship with Dr. Darm was over in early June, 2005? 
 
A.  No, because he continued to pay me throughout July. 
 



Q.  June and July? 
 
A.  June and July -- or part of July. 
 
Q.  Though you never communicated by telephone? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Was it your view that it was all over by June 9th? 
 
A.  No.  It was my view that he was going through a very hard time with his wife and with this information, and  
      that he just needed time. 
 
Q.  Was it your view that you wanted to continue to work with him? 
 
A.  Because he could help rosacea sufferers with the information that I gave him despite what was released, yes. 
 
Q.  My question was, was it your view that you wanted to continue to work with him pursuant to the contract that  
      you had signed, but he had not? 
 
A.  Yes.  Yes. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 14 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, the court reporter has marked another post as an exhibit.  This one is  
      exhibit 14.  You have it in front of you.  Do you recognize this as a post that you sent on or about July 28, 2005? 
 
A.  One second, please.  Yes.  It is. 
 
Q.  Directing your attention to the second -- or I guess, the third paragraph of the post that begins, "I called Darm  
      at home to find out what this was all about."  This was after there was a post by an Ellen from Seattle about Dr.  
      Darm having been disciplined for some prior behavior? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  And it begins, "I called Darm at home to find out what this was all about and woke him up at 2:00 a.m."  Did  
      you in fact do that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  It continues, "Below it explains my complete lack of knowledge about a single hair of this incident and then  
      followed by a horrible dictation by Darm for me to post to the group which I thought was the truth at that time.  
      I knew nothing about the situation, neither did his staff."  Prior to the post from Ellen on June 1st did you know  
      anything about this prior history of Dr. Darm? 
 
A.  No.  I did not. 
 
Q.  It continues, "I believed him because the first message" -- this is about the middle of that paragraph, "I believed  
      him because the first message about Ellen was not clear at all, and in 14 months together Darm had not  
      mentioned one word of this to me."  Is that a true statement that he had never mentioned anything about it  
      before to you? 
 
A.  Yes, never. 
 
Q.  On the next page it continues, the fourth line from the bottom of that first full paragraph, "After that Ellen  
      released the full public information, and I was in complete and utter shock."  Is that a correct statement of how  
      you felt at the time? 
 



A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  "So I followed up with Darm with the following e-mail never to get a response."  Is it true that you never got a  
      response from the July 9th e-mail? 
 
A.  About the straightforward questions? 
 
Q.  Right. 
 
A.  Yes.  I did e-mail him. 
 
Q.  Then it continues, "It was all over at this point."  Is that true? 
 
A.  Where are we? 
 
Q.  "So I followed up with Darm with the following e-mail."  That's the June 9th e-mail, "never to get a response.   
      It was all over at this point." 
 
A.  I'm sorry.  I'm missing that. 
 
Q.  The middle of page 2, first full paragraph, last sentence. 
 
A.  Okay.  During that e-mail I felt as if Dr. Darm didn't want any internet presence any more, and so I thought it  
      was -- but in subsequent e-mails he was still looking forward to collaborating and then re-established his 
      reputation on the web site and was welcomed by Laura and Dr. Soldo.  So everything actually turned out fine.  I  
      was talking about I thought it was all over because he sounded very sad. 
 
 
Q.  All right.  July 28th the web site had been up for several weeks at that point? 
 
A.  I gather, yes. 
 
Q.  Okay.  And in this e-mail describing why it was all over with Dr. Darm you never mention the web site; do you? 
 
A.  The web site, what do you mean? 
 
Q.  The Debunking Nase web site is not mentioned; is it? 
 
A.  Yes.  It was in previous -- 
 
Q.  In this e-mail? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Never mind.  The reality is; isn't it, Dr. Nase, that the termination of your business relationship had absolutely  
      nothing to do with the Debunking Nase web site; isn't that right? 
 
A.  It had to do with -- he e-mailed me and said that they were starting a site against him, and then they started a  
      site against me.  So, yes.  That did have an effect on our overall relationship.  He did not want a site up about  
      him constantly.  He had mentioned these young ladies' names, that they were going to start a permanent site 
      about him and his past indiscretions. 
 
Q.  I thought you didn't have any more phone conversations with him? 
 
A.  E-mails.  In fact we -- 
 
Q.  Have you got that e-mail? 
 



A.  I can produce it for you. 
 
Q.  Why didn't you produce it? 
 
A.  I wasn't asked for it.  I didn't know. 
 
Q.  I think the request was for all documents relating to your relationship with Dr. Darm, including any electronic  
     documents. 
 
A.  I have 3600 e-mails in my in-box.  So it takes time. 
 
Q.  So in response to our request you didn't search for electronic documents? 
 
A.  I searched as best as I could within the scope of what you were asking for the most relevant stuff. 
 
Q.  Okay.  This July 28th post begins on the first page of exhibit 14 with the statement -- actually, the third  
      sentence, "For those that are questioning whether I lost another collaborator because of my personality read the  
      below information, and you will see the real light and the real truth behind our rift."  Your purpose in writing  
      this e-mail was to suggest that the reason why you and Dr. Darm were no longer doing business was not  
      because of your personality but because Dr. Darm had not disclosed his prior disciplinary history to you;  
      correct? 
 
A.  Well, it was more about it being made public. 
 
Q.  And so after all of this you wanted to continue the business relationship; is that right? 
 
A.  To build a Research and Institute, yes, absolutely. 
 
Q.  But Dr. Darm didn't? 
 
A.  I was the director.  Excuse me? 
 
Q.  But Dr. Darm did not? 
 
A.  He -- I don't know what he was thinking at that time to be honest with you. 
 
Q.  But yet it's your understanding it was his motive that led to the termination of this business relationship, not  
      your own? 
 
A.  It was his motive.  Yes. 
 
Q.  It was his decision that led to the termination, not yours? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  The June 9th e-mail that continues there, it says, "Hello, Jerry, I need to ask you some basic questions."  That  
      was an e-mail to Jerry Darm? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  In the second paragraph it states, "I need full disclosure as you lied to me about the reprimand license removal  
      in three States and left my neck out on the chopping block with your dictated lie to me to post to the group." 
      Did Dr. Darm lie to you? 
 
A.  Yes.  He did. 
 
Q.  You continue, "That was an utterly disgusting event compounded by a dictated lie by Darm for me to submit.  I  
      even took all the heat for this while Darm laid back with not a scratch on himself."  Was that an accurate  



      statement? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And you wanted to continue to work with him? 
 
A.  In subsequent e-mails he apologized for lying.  He then -- yes, to your answer.  He apologized for lying.  He said  
      that he had been in good standing for four years, and that he had constant supervision with each patient.  And I  
      thought he was on the right track, four years. 
 
(Whereupon exhibit 15 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Directing your attention next, Dr. Nase, to exhibit 15, do you recognize this as a  
      post you sent to the rosacea Support Group on June 3rd, 2005? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  This was after the post from Ellen of Seattle about Dr. Darm's history; correct? 
 
A.  Correct. 
 
Q.  About a third of the way down the post states, "I knew about this event a year ago when I decided to collaborate  
      with Dr. Darm.  He explained the event in great detail, and it put me at complete ease.  It was not brought up 
      again until today."  Do you see that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  That statement was a complete lie; was it not? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 16 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Darm, you have in front of you now marked as exhibit -- Dr. Nase, excuse me. 
      Dr. Nase, you have a document in front of you marked as exhibit 16.  Do you recognize this as another post that  
      you sent? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Let me just direct attention to one sentence of it, which is the fourth line from the bottom, where it says, "I  
     declined the first two contracts outright."  Do you see that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  You told us earlier today that you agreed to the second contract. 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Here you say you declined not only the first contract, but also the second one.  Which one is true? 
 
A.  We had three contracts in total.  I declined the first one.  This was -- this was a mistake. 
 
Q.  This statement that, "I declined is the first two contracts outright." 
 
A.  Yeah.  It was only the first one.  Because the second and third are the same. 
 
Q.  In the middle of that post it states, "I ripped up the first two in disgust because he had me in chains."  This  
      second contract that you agreed to, did you nonetheless rip it up in disgust? 



 
A.  I may have to amend my previous statement about three contracts.  There were four then.  There were four, but  
      his lawyer/patient handed me the first one.  And he said without seeing it, and that's why he didn't know what  
      was going on.  Then he sent me a modified second one from his lawyer, and it wasn't that modified, and I 
      declined it.  Then I said let's not work with lawyers any more.  Let's just do gentleman-to-gentleman.  So I will  
      have to amend my -- there were four contracts then.  I had forgotten.  Because he had just made small  
      amendments and handed them to me.  Because there was Market Agreements 1-1, Market Agreement 1-2, and  
      those first two were declined.  And then I started them as Real Contract 1, Real Contract 2.  So there were four.  
      I apologize.  That was an oversight. 
 
Q.  You earlier said that there was no lawyer involved in these negotiations or in the writing of the contract.  There  
      was in fact a lawyer involved on Dr. Darm's behalf? 
 
A.  The very first one, yes.  And then after that -- after the first two then there were no more lawyers involved  
      again.  So in that final contract there was no lawyer involved. 
 
Q.  The contracts which Mr. Perez offered to produce, do you have all four of those? 
 
A.  I can get them for you.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Okay.  I take it you have them in electronic form? 
 
A.  Yes PDF. 
 
Q.  Since apparently you ripped up the hard copy version? 
 
A.  That's just a figure of speech, obviously. 
 
Q.  So you didn't actually do that?  Do you have a tendency to exaggerate sometimes, Dr. Nase? 
 
A.  No.  I don't think so. 
 
Q.  Did you ever have a contract with Dr. Diaz? 
 
A.  No, but we were in collaboration. 
 
Q.  Was there ever any discussion of compensation associated with this collaboration? 
 
A.  We hadn't gotten to that point yet.  No. 
 
Q.  Aside from Dr. Darm had you ever had any discussion of compensation with any other dermatologist?  Well,  
      you mentioned Dr. Sy? 
 
A.  Yeah.  Dr. Sy was going to put me on permanently as the skin 411 editor each -- I think it's bi-monthly.  I think  
      it's every month or every other month.  So there was going to be that also. 
 
Q.  And why didn't that happen? 
 
A.  Because -- mainly because of the chaos and the debunking site, and she just wanted to retire and relax. 
 
Q.  Now, we have two different explanations here.  Has she retired? 
 
A.  Yes.  She has retired. 
 
Q.  When did she retire? 
 
A.  About a year and a half ago probably, but she keeps up her skin care site and her 411 digest.  And I was to be  
      the editor. 



 
Q.  And that was a compensated position? 
 
A.  That would have been.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And what was the compensation to be? 
 
A.  We hadn't discussed that yet. 
 
Q.  And when was the last time you talked to her about that position? 
 
A.  Probably about five months ago -- five or six months ago. 
 
Q.  When was the last time you e-mailed her about that position? 
 
A.  Actually, we just talked over the phone most of the time. 
 
Q.  So you haven't communicated for five months? 
 
A.  She's constantly on trips.  She leaves for months at a time. 
 
Q.  What evidence do you have that she's not dealing with you because of the Debunking Nase web site that started  
      less than three months ago? 
 
A.  Because that's when we were supposed to start up the editorial.  That's when I was supposed to start my first  
      session, and it was supposed to be on the newest treatments in rosacea.  And she has not contacted me since. 
 
Q.  And where is the documentation relating to this, or is there any? 
 
A.  There is no documentation. 
 
Q.  Where is Dr. Sy located? 
 
A.  In California. 
 
Q.  Where in California? 
 
A.  La Jolla. 
 
Q.  And what is the web site that you are referring to? 
 
A.  Dr. Linda Sy Skin Care. 
 
Q.  And how much money were you hoping to make out of that deal? 
 
A.  I think it was going to be $1,000 per issue.   That's what her last editor got.  So six to $8,000 per year. 
 
Q.  With respect to your publications relating to rosacea, aside from your book have you been compensated for any  
      of that work? 
 
A.  No.  But it's made some actual collaborations, and that's what it's all about, being a peer-reviewer and writing.   
      It's about collaboration.  That's where we get our jobs. 
 
Q.  So being a peer-review editor you don't get paid for that; right? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  When you contribute an article to these Dermatology Times or these other publications that you referred to, you  



      don't get paid for that? 
 
A.  No.  But I get dozens of contacts who e-mail me, dermatologists, physicians.  Each article I get, you know, lots  
      of feedback, and that's the way we work.  I got my doctorate through collaboration.  I got my post-doctorate  
      through collaboration, and I got my contract through Dr. Darm through collaboration.  And that's the way we  
      work in our world. 
 
Q.  And have we covered all of the collaboration that you've done with dermatologists or in the medical world? 
      And we have talked about Dr. Sy and Dr. Darm. 
 
A.  Dr. Diaz, Dr. Sy, Dr. Darm. 
 
Q.  Dr. Diaz never resulted in any conversation? 
 
A.  I was planning on flying down there to meet with him until he sent me an e-mail from Laura Thomas saying to  
      stay away from him and using a false alias that we verified was from her computer.  And then he said he had a  
      meeting, and we have to wait until this spurs over.  And then all of a sudden he was -- he never spoke to me 
      again.  This is one of the most prestigious institutes in the world and Dr. McClough and himself wanted to meet  
      me. 
 
Q.  Okay.  With respect to this prestigious institute, prior to the web site going up you never went there; correct? 
 
A.  No.  Correct. 
 
Q.  Pardon? 
 
A.  Correct.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And you never received any compensation associated with it? 
 
A.  That's not the way it starts out.  No. 
 
Q.  And you were hopeful that there might be some sort of relationship established? 
 
A.  Yes.  That's the way it always happens. 
 
Q.  You've been hopeful that a lot of other doctors in the rosacea field would collaborate with you and develop some  
      sort of business relationship; correct? 
 
 A.  I'm sorry.  I apologize.  I did forget Dr. Bitter, Sr.  He actually did -- we have been collaborating for quite some  
       time, and he offered me a directorship at a Veg-F biotechnology company.  And he needed to know -- he  
       needed to know what I was going to be doing, and if I could -- and he called me about ten times.  And I -- that  
       was a true possibility until all of this has happened.  Just another egg in the basket possibility, but he had called 
       me.  And he said he has five people who are willing to start, set-up and pay for you to -- basically gene therapy  
       for inflammatory skin disorders.  So that was very real, and he kept on calling me.  And Dr. Linda Sy called  
       me many times about the skin digest because she wanted me.  And Dr. Diaz contacted me via phone twice out  
       of the blue, via e-mail three times out of the blue, and then I finally responded back to him.  And he really  
       wanted to collaborate.  So those were full -- I mean, that's as true as you get in our field. 
 
Q.  And you characterize these as eggs in the basket kinds of things? 
 
A.  Well, no.  You always want to have a back-up in case something happens. 
 
Q.  Let's talk about your book sales for a minute.  When did you start selling this book of yours? 
 
A.  In 2001. 
 
Q.  You self-published it? 



 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And what was the cost to self-publish it? 
 
A.  The cost to self-publish it is roughly $15 to $17. 
 
Q.  Per copy? 
 
A.  Yeah.  It's -- that's self-publish with all of the -- everything that you have to pay for Authorize.net terminals, all  
      the fees.  It's an on-line credit card conversion system, the web site, to put it up.  But just to self-publish it was  
      that much, and there are added expenses. 
 
Q.  Did I understand you borrowed some money to that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  How much did you borrow? 
 
A.  I borrowed approximately $58,000. 
 
Q.  That was to print how many copies? 
 
A.  That was to print, I think, 7,000 copies.  I'll have to check on that, the numbers. 
 
Q.  How many printings have you had? 
 
A.  Two printings. 
 
Q.  What was the second printing, how many? 
 
A.  That's what I'm trying to remember, whether it was five or 7,000.  It was either five or 7,000 books.  I'll have to  
      check on that. 
 
Q.  So how many books altogether have you sold? 
 
A.  Close to 10,000. 
 
Q.  And do you have records of your sales per month or per week? 
 
A.  Yeah.  I have them for the last -- yes, for the last -- 
 
Q.  Is that in the material that you've produced to us? 
 
A.  Actually, I think it's in my brief case. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Actually, why don't we go ahead and take a break while we find that. 
 
(Whereupon there was a brief recess.) 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, we're back on the record. 
 
Q.  While we were on the break I asked you to locate the documentation relating to book sales, and the  
      documentation that has been referred to me is -- appears to be a chart that shows monthly totals of something  
      for the months of January through September of '05.  Is that your statement as to the number of books you sold  
      in each of those months? 
 
A.  Yes.  These are the exacts papers for each month.  So we'll Xerox them.  Yes. 



 
Q.  So in the month of January you sold 152 books? 
 
A.  Yes -- well, let me check.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And then 248 in February? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  And 269 in March? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Then continuing 209 in June? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  And then it fell off in July? 
 
 A.  By 71 percent through the next three months. 
 
Q.  And then it fell off again in August? 
 
A.  And September. 
 
Q.  And is that September through yesterday, or through what? 
 
A.  That was September through two days ago, and I had one sale.  So add one to that. 
 
Q.  How are these sales made? 
 
A.  It would be the Internet. 
 
Q.  On your web site? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  Are they sold on Amazon.com? 
 
A.  They all coordinate into one where we have -- everything is right here on these sheets.  You'll see them.  I'll  
      Xerox them for you. 
 
Q.  I don't need to see that right now. 
 
A.  The entire -- everything on the internet coordinates through the seller system into -- through my account and  
      then into the bank account.  So those numbers you can't fake.  They just funnel right in there.  So those are the  
      numbers that I have. 
 
Q.  All right.  And what is your -- like, for example, a book sold on Amazon.com for -- what is the price that they  
      sell it for? 
 
A.  46.90. 
 
Q.  How much do you get of that? 
 
A.  The same exact price.  They take away a certain percentage.  So I just up the price to cover it.  It's the same take  
      -- it's the same net as I do on my site.  They take like 15 to 20 percent off of each sale of a book.  So I just  
      upped it to meet that. 



 
Q.  Okay.  So the net you get, if we go to Amazon.com it's going to be 15 to 20 percent more than $46? 
 
A.  No.  No.  I'm sorry.  My book on my internet web site is 29.95.  The one on Amazon.com is 46.90.  So it was  
      another $16.90 what Amazon.com was taking as the middleman. 
 
Q.  All right.  So you get about 29 bucks per book? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  Does that include shipping and handling, or is that paid on top of that? 
 
A.  Shipping and handling is paid on top of that by my printer.  They do all of that. 
 
Q.  Okay.  So in the month of January you took in about what -- 4500 bucks from the book? 
 
A.  Gross, that sounds reasonable.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  And has that helped you pay off your $58,000 loan? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  How much of that is still outstanding? 
 
A.  I believe there is -- it's in the mid teens.  I think it's about $15,000 or so. 
 
Q.  Did you represent in a post that you had spent six figures on this book; that the expenses were in the six figures  
      for publishing this book? 
 
A.  No.  I don't think so. 
 
Q.  But if you did it wouldn't be true; right? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Because it's less than $100,000? 
 
A.  Oh, for -- I mean, I'd have to see the post.  Was I talking about the total?  I mean, all of them that I have made,  
      or -- I don't know.  They could have just asked three years ago what were you doing or now. 
 
Q.  I'm talking about your expenses now, your expenses to publish the book.  It wasn't more than $100,000? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  What has happened with respect to visits to your web site since the Debunking Nase web site came on line? 
 
A.  They have decreased by about 30 to 40 percent. 
 
Q.  How do you measure that? 
 
A.  We have an Urchin statistical program.  It's called Urchin, and it can show you sites per day on a graph or sites  
      per month averaged out. 
 
Q.  Who hosts your site? 
 
A.  SBC Web Hosting. 
 
Q.  And can you tell me approximately how many hits you were getting before and how many hits you've been  



      getting since? 
 
A.  900 to 1200. 
 
Q.  Per day? 
 
A.  Per day, down to about 350 to 600 - 550, something roughly about that.  We can print those out for.  I mean, I  
      can get the whole -- each month and print them out for you. 
 
Q.  And how does that result in any financial harm to you? 
 
A.  Well, books, first of all, consultations, people signing up for my quarterly report. 
 
Q.  That's a report you've never produced? 
 
A.  That I will -- that has been -- 
 
Q.  You've never produced it; right? 
 
A.  No.  I haven't. 
 
Q.  So in terms of the financial consequences it reduces your consultations with rosacea sufferers? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  Which have not yet resulted in a single dollar before or after? 
 
A.  They are waiting. 
 
Q.  And it reduces your books sales, you think? 
 
A.  Well, it certainly shows that in the 71 percent drop. 
 
Q.  What percentage of your book sales come through your web site as opposed to Amazon.com or other sellers? 
 
A.  They are most through my web site.  I mean, most of them are through my web site. 
 
Q.  What percentage? 
 
A.  Probably 90 percent, 95 percent. 
 
Q.  Are you familiar with a man named David Pascoe? 
 
A.  Yes.  I am. 
 
Q.  Who is he? 
 
A.  A person who has started a rosacea support group and hosts it. 
 
Q.  How long has it been on the web? 
 
A.  1998. 
 
Q.  Is it popular? 
 
A.  Yes.  It is. 
 
Q.  Is it the most popular rosacea support group? 



 
A.  Yes.  It is. 
 
Q.  Have you had a presence on that web site? 
 
A.  Yes.  I did. 
 
Q.  And did you have your book referred to on that web site? 
 
A.  Yes.  I did. 
 
Q.  Has that been removed? 
 
A.  Yes.  It was. 
 
Q.  When was it removed? 
 
A.  They kept the -- everything up until probably end of July, beginning of August, and then they changed them  
      from hyperlinks to just regular links for another two weeks.  So until mid -- this is my best guess, mid-August,  
      but his site actually wasn't -- if you look on my Urchin statistics before you can see who sends you all the traffic. 
      Google and Yahoo account for almost 80 percent of all the traffic.  His only accounts for 5.6 percent of the  
      traffic.  So that's not where I was getting my sales from. 
 
Q.  All right.  You were only getting about five to six percent of your sales from him? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  And you've had a falling out with David Pascoe; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Why? 
 
A.  It started probably about nine months ago, possibly even longer when we started the rosacea Research  
      Foundation.  He -- they wanted me to be president, but I wanted to be the chair of the Medical Advisory  
      Committee.  And I couldn't do both, and I made the mistake of thinking that they would be the same foundation  
      as an academic foundation.  And what happened was David was -- is a very -- David is a good person, but he is  
      not meant to be a president of a foundation.  And I basically told him that many times.  Because he wasn't -- I  
      was going to pharmaceutical companies to try and get the funding, and he wasn't doing what they needed to  
      see.  Because they said, "Well, what's in it for us?"  And I was telling David what we needed to do, and he just  
      didn't do anything.  And he just -- nobody did anything, and I was the only one writing and publishing and 
      getting grants.  I got two grants submitted.  So David and I started -- I started calling him almost bi-weekly,  
      sometimes three times a week, and I said I was very disappointed with what was happening.  You know, this is  
      dieing.  People are submitting tens of thousands of dollars, and we are just wasting the money because we aren't  
      going to get anything the way this is going.  So that was probably the start of it, and then life, I guess, just many  
      little things. 
 
Q.  Or that big thing that we are not going to talk about, your medical crisis issues? 
 
A.  We may talk about that later on. 
 
Q.  Okay.  Was that a factor in the falling out with David Pascoe? 
 
A.  Not for me it wasn't. 
 
Q.  With respect to the -- I guess, the collapse of the rosacea Research Foundation, was that a factor? 
 
A.  The collapse of the rosacea Research Foundation was inevitable, and I told him that.  We had no vice-president.   



      We had lost five board members.  It was completely out of control, and it should have stopped.  And that was  
      one big thing that, you know, I tried to hold on as long as I could. 
 
Q.  So you say it had nothing to do with your report of medical issues? 
 
A.  Oh, no.  That was -- it was more about a foundation that was not a foundation. 
 
Q.  Incidentally, in addition to David Pasco having this falling out with you and removing your book from the  
      rosacea Support Group web site did you also have a falling out with Andrew Reid? 
 
A.  Not at first, no. 
 
Q.  Does he also have a rosacea web site? 
 
A.  He has a treatment site. 
 
Q.  A treatment site.  Did he remove your web site from his treatment site? 
 
A.  Yeah.  But he doesn't even show up on Urchin.  There are no -- there is no traffic from his site to my site. 
 
Q.  And the reason that he removed you from his web site was because of your acceptance of money for patient  
      referrals; is that right? 
 
A.  I have no idea. 
 
Q.  He didn't tell you that? 
 
A.  No, never. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 17 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Let me show you three pages that have been marked as exhibit 17.  Directing your  
      attention to page 1, do you recognize this as a post you made on or about June 7, 2005? 
 
A.  No.  I don't.  I don't know who Dr. Buddy is. 
 
Q.  Do you sometimes sign posts with the name Geoffrey? 
 
A.  Yes.  I do sometimes, but rarely. 
 
Q.  And do you start on an ESFB with a D-R-N-A-S-E, Dr. Nase? 
 
A.  Actually many people do now.  We have at least one hacker who has taken over many names. 
 
Q.  Well, the first sentence says, "For those who have not seen my brain tumor photos with the date a short time  
      after the surgery, they are on the following page."  Did you post brain tumor photos about that time? 
 
A.  I posted the photos.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And then it says, "BTW," that means by the way; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  "I am a medical doctor, not a vet?"  When you said, "I am a medical doctor," there that was false; isn't that 
      right? 
 
A.  I'm sorry.  I'm just trying to make sure this is my e-mail.  So just excuse me.  I don't remember the last sentence,  
      but I can legally say I am a medical doctor.  I am not a medical physician.  There is a difference.  I have my  



      medical doctorate.  You are a doctor of what? 
 
Q.  I'm sorry? 
 
A.  I can say that. 
 
Q.  That you are a medical doctor? 
 
A.  Yes.  I cannot say, "physician", but actually I've said that less than a handful of times ever. 
 
Q.  Don't most people who say they are are a medical doctor have an MD degree? 
 
A.  No.  Actually, Chuck Young calls himself Dr. Chuck Young, and he is a vet, all the time. 
 
Q.  I said don't most people who call themselves a medical doctor.  Chuck Young calls himself a veterinary doctor;  
      correct? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  You call yourself a medical doctor? 
 
A.  Once or twice.  No.  There was probably a debate.  Once again, I need to see more here because I am lost on this  
      last paragraph here at all. 
 
Q.  Okay. 
 
A.  I am.  And that's just -- I don't -- 
 
Q.  Go ahead.  And turn to the next page. 
 
A.  Yeah, please.  I don't -- 
 
Q.  This is a post from June 13, 2005, and it begins with a statement, "I'm Dr. Nase, and I've personally treated well  
      over 100 patients in the clinic and at laser conferences." 
 
A.  Yes.  That I wrote. 
 
Q.  You wrote this post? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Where have you treated patients in a clinic? 
 
A.  In -- excuse me.  I have treated them in Chicago, in Indianapolis, in West Virginia -- let's see, Chicago,  
      Indianapolis, West Virginia, Ohio -- Columbus, Ohio -- there are seven places.  Could you read me back what I 
      just said? 
 
(Whereupon the answer was read back.) 
 
THE WITNESS:  Pittsburg, Pennsylvania.  So that's six, and seven -- seven, Louisville.  Thank you.  So, seven  
       places.  What happens is all laser companies every few months send out armies of people to hotels to clinics, to  
       hotels with symposiums with their lasers, with their doctors, and they treat patients for free.  So patients come  
       flooding in, and doctors come to see the lasers and to treat.  And with my medical doctorate I am allowed to 
       come in there, and what they do though -- and this is all anybody does, is they do split-face studies just to show  
       you the difference in almost all these, and I've done this for Kendella, Lumenis, ESC, Cutera, Citon.  These are  
       all different laser companies that I've gone to their places, and what  they do is they have a doctor that basically 
       -- like Dr. Soldo does for Lumenis One, trains or does whatever.  He puts in all the values, and what I wanted  
       was to write, but to also see what was happening.  So you are allowed -- once they hit in all the proper  



       parameters with a doctor watching you and with their technicians watching you, then they hand it to you and  
       you treat away.  And medical aestheticians can do this.  Aestheticians can do this.  I mean, it's in day spas now.   
       I mean, they don't need doctors for many of these -- type-four lasers they are called, with no downtime, and 
       that's the difference.  They are going back and forth on that right now because people don't -- people are not  
       qualified to do -- many of these day spas.  They are in the malls.  But what I did was I would stay there all day, 
       and I would, you know, treat as many patients as I could treat.  You put the crystal or the pulse dye laser  
       against the face when the doctor has set in all the settings, and then you watch how they react.  And it gave me 
       the hands-on that I needed to do that.  So that's what I term, "treatment".  It's basically holding a pre-set laser  
       and treating, you know, half of a face, and then they would change the jewels or change the parameters and 
       show you how it responded on the other half.  And the patients would get a free treatment, but I would, you 
       know, follow them and follow the cities.  I wanted to see the difference between the machines and get hands- 
       on.  So well over 100 in five years, six years possibly, but they do it at any major city.  And it's -- it can be at a 
       large hotel, in a large conference room or in a clinic, and anybody that has a medical degree or medical 
       background is able to do that.  And actually, they were also letting in aestheticians, but the last two years they  
       have stopped.  They have cut back on that even with doctors looking on.  So that's it. 
 
Q.  So to the extent that you've treated rosacea sufferers with lasers, it's been at these promotional events sponsored  
      by the laser companies? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And it's always been under the supervision of a medical doctor? 
 
A.  One or several, yes. 
 
Q.  What training have you received in the use of lasers? 
 
A.  They actually usually start out with either a 20-minute - 60-minute training session, and sometimes that's all  
      you need.  Sometimes that's all doctors' clinics get that have never used it before.  Sometimes they just get a  
      booklet.  It's scary. 
 
Q.  So you show up, and you do the training like all the other people that are going to use that equipment that day  
at this promotional event? 
 
A.  Yeah -- and actually, anybody.  And they either sell them, or they don't.  But they do check for your  
      qualifications, and I had a photo badge ID from IU School of Medicine, Medical Doctorate.  They know what a  
      medical doctorate is, and they know that we know everything about the human body.  That's why I am allowed  
      to do what I am, and I still am.  But I'm sure things will change in the near future. 
 
Q.  It sounds like they allow aestheticians to do that also? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  Who are what -- technicians that work generally under the supervision of dermatologists? 
 
A.  Generally, but they are now -- actually, there is an aesthetician's place that just opened up across the street, and  
      they have no doctors.  There are three women there, and they are doing facial treatments and skin removal  
      treatments.  I'm sorry, blood vessel. 
 
Q.  Directing your attention to the next page of the exhibit.  Again, this appears to be a post by you this time from  
      the Warren's Rosacea Forum on June 17th, 2005.  It states, "I make my way throughout Indiana and Pittsburgh  
      treating patients, but cannot right now due to health." What did you mean by that?  "I make my way throughout  
      Indiana and Pittsburgh treating patients"? 
 
A.  I was just showing, like I said with Pittsburgh and West Virginia, I make my way towards wherever the  
      conferences are if they are within driving distance and if it's a machine that I haven't used or seen before.  So  
      throughout six years I make my way towards different laser companies.  That's all. 
 



 
Q.  And I take it at no time at any of these occasions where you have been treating rosacea sufferers have you been  
      compensated for this work? 
 
A.  Never, no. 
 
Q.  Do you have any documentation associated with the treatment that you've been giving to rosacea sufferers? 
 
A.  No.  There were hundreds of people there.  There is no -- 
 
Q.  Just asking you about documents? 
 
A.  No.  I was thinking out loud.  Sorry.  I don't believe so.  No. 
 
Q.  Were you offered a position as a team leader at Galderma Pharmaceuticals? 
 
A.  I put a question mark by that.  I don't understand that question, and I don't understand.  I think there is either  
      some confusion.  There are two parts there, inflammatory skin disorders; correct?  There is a statement about  
      inflammatory skin disorders? 
 
Q.  Correct. 
 
A.  And there is one about Galderma and Dermik. 
 
Q.  Correct. 
 
A.  I believe there is -- I'm just -- first of all, let me state I need more information on that.                        
 
(Whereupon exhibit 18 was marked for identification.) 
 
A.  When we were -- for the Rosacea Research Foundation I focused on Dermik and Galderma first to the biggest  
      pharmaceutical companies, and I made an excellent contact with Dermik, a female.  And the ORF should still  
      have her contact on there.  And we spoke ten times, and she had known of me, had my book.  And she said --  
      you know, she said, "I don't know how much we can donate to you, but," she said, "what are your plans for the 
      future?  We are very -- we have read your work.  We have followed your work."  And she indicated that there 
      was basically an open door for me if I wanted to pursue it, but then as I was following it it wouldn't have just 
      been rosacea.  I would have been -- I mean, they aren't even making any more products for rosacea any more.   
      And Galderma Pharmaceuticals that was -- 
 
Q.  Let me short-circuit this.  Did you receive a written offer from Galderma Pharmaceuticals? 
 
A.  No.  No. 
 
Q.  Did you ever receive a salary offer from Galderma Pharmaceuticals? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Did you ever receive a written offer from Dermik Pharmaceuticals? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Did you ever receive a salary indication as to any position they might have available? 
 
A.  Did they give me an estimated salary? 
 
Q.  No.  Did they make an offer with a particular salary associated with it? 
 
A.  No. 



 
Q.  Did you, in declining positions at Galderma -- excuse me -- yeah, Galderma and Dermik, did you send a letter  
      declining any such offer? 
 
A.  I sent an e-mail to Dermik, several e-mails to the lady who was in charge of research and development, and I  
      did tell her that I was pursuing -- when was this -- that I was pursuing a position out in Oregon, and that I  
      probably wouldn't.  Galderma, I do not remember what our exact conversation was because I'm not a big fan of  
      them.  But Dermik definitely was one that it was a business contact that didn't start out as one, ROF 
      collaboration, and then they knew about me. 
 
Q.  And it never resulted in a firm job offer; did it? 
 
A.  Well, I stopped it. 
 
Q.  Before it got to that point? 
 
A.  Well, it was an open door she basically said. 
 
Q.  So have you attempted to reopen that door now that you are out of work? 
 
A.  I have been busy with lawsuits and court cases lately. So, no.  I have not. 
 
Q.  So the answer is no? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  In your work for the Gerson Lehrman Group did you do consultations with rosacea sufferers? 
 
A.  Yes.  I did. 
 
Q.  How did those come about? 
 
A.  Those were three free consultations that I gave before I knew that they didn't except patients.  I was offered --  
      they contact a specialist in an area, and they contacted me for rosacea.  I never heard of them before.  I looked  
      up their web site.  They told me pharmaceutical companies, investors -- you can give seminars, and I didn't go  
      through all their site.  And then I ended up putting it up on my web site. 
 
Q.  How did they get those three rosacea sufferers to you? 
 
A.  They came through and say, "Can GLG cover me?" 
 
Q.  They contacted you directly? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  It wasn't through GLG? 
 
A.  Through Gearson -- GLG, no.  They contacted me directly, and said, "I just saw you post.  You're part of this  
      healthcare council.  Do you think they would cover my things," and I guess -- I said I gather -- all I do is I write  
      in how many hours I consult with people, pharmaceutical companies on investors.  And this was the first day I  
      had just been contacted.  It was very exciting.  I gave out three 30 to 45-minute consultations, and I contacted  
      GLG. 
 
Q.  And you asked them to pay you? 
 
A.  Actually, a couple weeks later. 
 
Q.  Sufferers contacted you directly? 



 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  Having nothing to do with GLG, and you tried to get them to pay for those consultations? 
 
A.  Well, I didn't understand how the system worked, and I thought that my consultation would work.  But they  
      laughed, and then I laughed.  And I gave away three free consultations, and that was the end of that story. 
 
Q.  I'm sorry.  You had been contacted directly? 
 
A.  During that same day I had been barraged with Merrill Lynch and this and that, not through GLG.  So I just  
      automatically assumed that all this was going to be fine, and that this might be an avenue.  So I just gave away  
      three consultations for free.  That's all that ended up happening, and they told me, "We don't do patients."  
      Then I said okay. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 19 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  Dr. Nase, you have in front of you a document which has been marked as exhibit 19.  On the first page of the  
      document is a post which appears to be from you of August 19, 2005 to the ESFB site.  Do you see that? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Directing your attention to the middle of the page, probably -- approximately, there is a line that begins, 
"Markus, we have now crossed over 310 member notifications in less than twelve hours."  What does that mean? 
 
A.  That was for the new support group that I was going to start.  I had -- I said I don't know when I'm going to  
      start this, but in the future I'm going to start a members only site.  And then I gave -- I left my e-mail address,  
      and notify and put them on the waiting list. 
 
Q.  So I'm not following this.  You sent something to a certain group of folks? 
 
A.  I posted that I would be -- I had -- I was collaborating with Dr. Travis Hein and a couple other people, and that  
      we would like to start a new type of forum where we have instantaneous results given out in the forum so that  
      patients are kept up-to-date.  And then I said, "If you are interested in this down the road when it does start then  
      please e-mail me, and I'll put you on a notification list when it finally comes about." 
 
Q.  And you got 310 responses to that? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  People who were interested in seeing that? 
 
A.  Yeah.  That's not that many.  I mean, that's a good response, but -- 
 
Q.  And then the next line, it says, "Obviously, the debunkers had no effect whatsoever." 
 
A.  I have just read both of these e-mails, and let me state, first of all, the ESFB Board is about humor, hilarious.   
      This was preceded and followed by probably 50 posts of everybody making fun of everything.  I mean, it was  
      just -- I need to see the entire thread of this one.  Because I remember everybody was picking on the debunkers,  
      and everybody was doing this.  And everybody was trying to get on the debunking site by making comments.  
      You know, they were good close friends just making fun because none of it made sense.  I had helped all these  
      guys.  I had called their doctors for them.  I had spent Christmases talking to them for hours, and so this is the 
      funny, unmoderated support group that gets out of control.  And it's sometimes fun to let your hair down, you 
      know.  So first before you take everything word-for-word here you have to understand that there is a lot of  
      humor in this site. 
 
Q.  Well, when we read something written by Dr. Nase we shouldn't take it as being true; is that what you are  
      suggesting? 



 
A.  No.  No.  That's not what I'm saying. 
 
Q.  All right.  When you wrote, "Obviously, the debunkers have no effect whatsoever," was it true, or wasn't it true? 
 
A.  I was making a point that people who knew me for a while were still backing me. 
 
Q.  So they weren't having any effect on those folks? 
 
A.  People who really knew me, but they were absolutely killing every new person that was coming on.  Because all 
      you see is the debunking site first.  You don't get to my site first.  So all you read about is Dr. Nase is this 
      horrible human being on the search engines.  So what I was doing was I was keeping my people I've had for six  
      or eight years, but I was losing everybody new.  Because the debunking site is up there on Google and Yahoo,  
      and that's the first thing they read.  Anybody new who gets diagnosed, they go to the internet, and they see  
      Debunking Nase.  I don't have a chance.  I'm done.  So I still had my -- it had no effect on people who knew  
      me.  People who didn't know me, of course, it would have an effect. 
 
Q.  In the next line it says, "Laura Thomas' lawyer just released her, e.g. fired her."  Is that true? 
 
A.  I was under the impression that you had released her and then went out of town, and I was -- I was under the  
      impression with everything else happening that everybody was delaying and trying to keep the site up as long as  
      possible. 
 
Q.  In the last paragraph it states, "The brief stint out in the corporate world of aesthetic medicine was quite a  
      learning experience."  What was the stint in the corporate world of asesthetic medicine that you are referring  
      to? 
 
A.  Stepping my big foot, by big toe out and seeing what the corporate world was like.  Because I've always been 
      academics.  We disseminate all information, and now I was making a career out of rosacea when I was told  
      there was a cure.  And when I stepped out it was a whole different world for me.  It was something that I didn't  
      -- collaboration wasn't collaboration. 
 
Q.  The corporate world of aesthetic medicine, are you speaking of Dr. Darm? 
 
A.  Actually, I'm talking more about Dr. Soldo.  Because they talk about collaboration. 
 
Q.  What was your brief stint in the corporate world of aesthetic medicine with Dr. Soldo? 
 
A.  My brief stint was me calling him twice and him threatening me with an e-mail, and then attacking me on posts  
      on everything I recommended, flushing, clarithromycin, without any backing.  And it was -- that was it.  I  
      mean, that was -- before then he said I was the greatest man. 
 
Q.  Before then you said Dr. Soldo was the greater dermatologist? 
 
A.  Huh? 
 
Q.  And before then you said Dr. Soldo was -- 
 
A.  No.  Dr. Soldo isn't.  He is not even a dermatologist. 
 
Q.  He is not? 
 
A.  No.  He is an anesthesiologist.  Dentists can buy these machines, but Dr. Soldo lied to me the very first  
      conversation. 
 
Q.  About what? 
 
A.  About -- and this is what now we are going to get into it.  Dr. Soldo -- I thought he was the greatest because I  



      had been following a patient, Michael Lester for seven years.  He had been through Patrick Bitter, Sr., a close  
      friend, and he had been basically untreatable.  And Dr. Soldo, when I contacted him out of the blue one of the  
      first things he said is he named this patient.  I mean hippa laws be darned, named this patient, his disorder, said  
      he cured him, this and that.  And then I was impressed, and then he said he gave him some treatments for free. 
      And you can always make a great first impression.  I was very impressed, and the thing that got me was Mike  
      Lester.  Because he was untreatable, and I thought maybe he's onto something.  And I told Dr. Darm that.  So  
      we wanted to collaborate, but then sometime later I get an e-mail from Mike Lester saying, "My face is red, 
      flushing, burning and terrible."  And quote, "My treatments with Dr. Soldo helped a bit, a little bit," or, "a bit,  
      but now I need to get retreated.  Shall I go to Dr. Darm?"  He was looking for -- so obvioulsy he wasn't cured. 
      He wasn't helped.  He was in terrible agony, and he wanted to find a different doctor.  So that was my first  
      experience with the corporate world with trying to collaborate.  Now, that doesn't happen in academics.  Never  
      has it happened in all my years in academics.  I mean right off the bat there was a lie, a huge lie, and then I -- 
      so you asked me.  That was a very sobering opening up. 
 
Q.  So the stint in the corporate world that you are referring to of aesthetic medicine was simply your contact with  
      Dr. Soldo? 
 
A.  Contact with many people. 
 
Q.  Does that include the contact with Dr. Darm? 
 
A.  Yes, to an extent.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Well, you actually had some business relationship for some period of time? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  With respect to page 2 of the document, directing your attention to about the middle of that post of August 21, it  
      says, referring to the web site, "How could this ruin my reputation?  Read the site it's absolutely rabid." 
 
A.  This is all humor.  You can put this whatever you want.  This is people are having absolute fun.  We could take  
      down about 100 people and get them in this court, and they were saying the same thing.  Please bring in this 
      entire thread, this whole thing. 
 
Q.  And it continues, "My counsel and I actually laughed and considered leaving the site up because each day they  
      write it gets more funny and totally out of point."  Is that right?  "The web site is something that you laugh off  
      because, as I said before, it had no effect whatsoever."  Is that an accurate representation of your assessment of  
      the web site. 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  It is what you wrote; is it not? 
 
A.  It was making small of a situation that had gone way beyond any type of morals or any type of anything.  I  
      mean, it was beyond ludicrous.  To actually quote that I never drink coffee, and that I'm a blatant liar because  
      he drinks coffee to flush, I think -- I'll stop there.  I just wanted to mention that the ESFB Board is  
      unmoderated, and it's about humor. 
 
Q.  You claim your book is a best seller? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  What's your basis for saying that? 
 
A.  Amazon.com.  On-line -- on-line best seller.  Amazon.com keeps the records, and we have the information for  
      -- 
 
Q.  I saw something here that it's a best seller for books about rosacea. 



 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Is that what you mean? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Not like it's a best seller.  I don't know.  It seems like there are several thousand books that have sold more than  
      your rosacae book; is that right? 
 
A.  No.  They are called categories.  Mine would never be a best seller of medical text books.  They are called --  
      they put them into categories, and Amazon.com keeps track.  They are the number one site. 
 
Q.  Of books about rosacea? 
 
A.  Top category sellers, yes. 
 
Q.  Of books about rosacea? 
 
A.  And the closest one behind me was almost twice as low.  I had outpaced them, and they had been on  the site for  
     much longer than me.  But this is -- on Amazon.com I was a best seller, and on the internet it shows that this  
     was the on-line best selling rosacea book.  You can click on the next page.  It says, "Best selling," and you see  
     my book. 
 
Q.  How far into the document is that? 
 
A.  It's right after the first -- 
 
Q.  After question number what? 
 
A.  Thirteen. 
 
Q.  It says, "Amazon.com sales rank 59916 in books."  Does that mean that there are 59,915 books that sell more? 
 
A.  The lower the number the better.  So, yes.  In -- but not in that category.  It's -- they have -- they explain the  
      ranking system, and I would have to -- you would really have to print that out.  Because I don't understand it. 
      It's complete gibberish, but what they do is when they boil it all down -- and I called them up to doublecheck.  I  
      said, "So my number here through whatever calculations you make on line means that the second, third, fourth,  
      and fifth books that are anywhere close to me are -- I'm the best seller?"  And they said, yes.  And you can call 
      -- it's called Seller Support, and they will explain how they derrive that number.  And I am their best seller, and  
      I say that on that.  And they say, "on-line", but you can see that. 
 
Q.  The best seller among the half a dozen books that deal with rosacea? 
 
A.  Actually.  There are probably about 30 to 35.  I didn't print them all out, and they are now -- yeah.  There is --  
      they are now selling small 5.95 books. 
 
Q.  In one of your posts you indicated that you made about $2.75 a book.  What was that based on? 
 
A.  I said roughly.  When my -- when I have to pay off everything that -- including -- that's the net take.  I gave a 
      rough estimate for in the US, you know, $2 to $4, and I just did a medium, and for outside it's twice as much  
      outside of the US.  That's after everything is taken away, but I need that 29.95 to pay off each monthly due. 
      Because they are due whether I sell it or not.  So I mean, the web site hosting, $50 for this, $150 for that.  I  
      mean, there are constant bills that are coming in, and now actually, since the debunking site has come up I have  
      lost money.  I have been in the negative because I owe a constant supply of money to probably 15 different -- 
      everybody takes a piece, the bank, the -- you know, everybody.  And many of them are monthly payment dues  
      that you just pay. 
 



Q.  In an affidavit that you filed in this case you indicated that, "Upon the web site Debunking Nase.com becoming  
      operable I've been asked not to write articles or conduct peer-review in medical journals including the  
      Dermatology Times and the Journal of Investigative Dermatology? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Did somebody from the Dermatology Times say that they didn't want you to write any more articles because of  
      the web site? 
 
A.  Michelle Tackla, and her primary boss -- they are both the senior editors for Dermatology Times.  Michelle  
      called and e-mailed me and said, "Did you know that something weird is happening; that you either have a  
      stalker or somebody who hates you?  And they have called us, and they harassed me."  Heather, the boss wanted  
      to release me right then.  Because professionals -- no matter how good I am, don't want to deal with all that 
      extra stuff, but Michelle Tackla's husband had rhinophyma.  And I've helped him presently, and she knows how  
      good I am.  And she -- I wrote one more article, and she said, "Let's let this thing cool off until this site is done,  
      and then we'll get back onto it."  So, yes.  And the Journal of Investigative Dermatology, which is the best  
      dermatological article, released me outright because they flat-out stated, "We have no time to deal with this type  
      of stuff."  And I had been an alternate for them for three years, and -- because they had so many people for  
      rosacea.  And they just released me.  They don't have time. 
 
Q.  Who told you that? 
 
A.  The people that I called at the head desk to figure out what was happening. 
 
Q.  Who was that? 
 
A.  If you call the Journal of Investigative Dermatology, the editorial board, a female. 
 
Q.  You don't know who it is? 
 
A.  I don't remember her name. 
 
Q.  When did this person say that? 
 
A.  Probably about a month, month and a half ago. 
 
Q.  And did you attempt to appeal that to any other source. 
 
A.  I actually tried to get in touch with -- there was a gentleman's name there, and I tried to get in touch with him.  
      And there was -- the secretary said that she would try to work on that for me, actually, to get me back on as the  
      alternate in case somebody wasn't able to do it, and she had no success.  So I actually did because that's the best  
      journal. 
 
Q.  Doesn't that journal require that you have some affiliation either with a university or a hospital, some official  
      position? 
 
A.  No.  Actually, none of them do.  With my CV, with publications -- if you are published in peer-review journals,  
      and I'm published, I think, twelve publications in the American Journal of Physiology, you are automatically  
      basically invited.  That's -- I published ten to twelve in our best journal, if you look at my CV at the very end. 
 
Q.  Well, we looked at your CV as it relates to rosacea publications? 
 
A.  What they look at is scientific manuscripts.  The American Journal of Physiology, Heart Circulatory Physiology,  
      there is no better.  That's like JAMA, one, two, three, four, five, six, seven, eight, nine, ten in the American  
      Journal of Physiology, and then one in Clinical Experimental Pharmacology, which is top.  So that's what they 
      look at, and book chapters and abstracts.  And if you've done that you know how to peer review you know how  
      to write, and that's all they need. 
 



Q.  Even if it's in a different area that you want to be doing this peer-review in? 
 
A.  Yeah.  I mean, they -- I mean they were packed.  They had many, many people. 
 
Q.  Did you write Dr. Darm saying -- or e-mail Dr. Darm saying that you needed to establish some affiliation with  
      his clinic so that you could continue or resume doing this peer review work for these publications? 
 
A.  I had e-mailed him to -- because I was going to expand, and I wanted to be part of -- 
 
Q.  Is that a yes? 
 
A.  Please ask the question again. 
 
Q.  Did you send an e-mail to Dr. Darm indicating to him that you needed to establish a relationship with his clinic  
      in order to qualify for continuing or resuming your status as a peer-review consultant to these publications? 
 
A.  No.  These were for future ones.  Because I had already -- I was already in with these once. I was going to add 
      three more, because this is where you gets your contacts. 
 
Q.  Did you indicate in an e-mail that you had sold over 8,000 books to doctors? 
 
A.  I've sold a lot of books to doctors, but -- 
 
Q.  Do you know how many? 
 
A.  It's under 1,000.  I'd say it's 800. 
 
Q.  How do you know how many you sold to doctors? 
 
A.  I really try to tabulate that because that's really important.  I mean, those are collaborations.  I used to keep a  
      list, and I know I was over 670 the last time I was keeping a list.  So I know it's at least 670, and I know I had a  
      couple hundred more since then.  So it's 800, not 8,000. 
 
Q.  Mechanically how does that happen?  Somebody goes on your web site to buy one of your books? 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  How do you find out it's a doctor? 
 
A.  They usually say Dr. of so-and-so from the so-and-so clinic.  What comes up is you open up Authorize.net and  
      you copy and paste.  It comes out in a form, and you put it on an Excel sheet.  And you see everything there,  
      and then I just copy that into my folder to save.  Because those people that buy my book are ideal candidates for 
      future collaborations.  So that's why I knew those numbers, 800.  If it's 8,000 it's a misprint.  I mean, 800 is -- I  
      was at 670, couple hundred and that's -- and then I sold a couple hundred.  So 800 is right in the ballpark for  
      that. 
 
Q.  Do you have a person named Amanda who uses your computer? 
 
A.  I used to.  Yes. 
 
Q.  What Amanda's last name? 
 
A.  Resnick. 
 
Q.  What is her address? 
 
A.  I don't know. 
 



Q.  What was her relationship to you? 
 
A.  She was a person who I used to see in IU school of medicine, and he had severe rosacea.  And she had the  
      granuloma disform, which is very rare.  And I approached her one day, and I told her that I thought she had  
      something.  And she said she's been treated for ten years with no success, and I told her what she -- I thought  
      she might have and to talk to her doctors.  And she did, and she got better.  And she lived in the Castleton area  
      area with her husband and kids, and she used to come over every once in a while to help me when I was out of  
      town at meetings.  And she was the only other person that ever had access to my computer, but her husband has  
      a Government job.  And she got really upset with everything that was happening recently, and she is no longer  
      in the area.  She was a good friend.  She -- I believe -- well, she said she e-mailed Artist a couple times, but  
      that's another story.  She was a friend who helped me out on a few occasions to when I was away at scientific 
      meetings and stuff like that, just to pay me back. 
 
Q.  Resnick, is that spelled, R-E-S-N-I-C-K? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  What is her husband's name? 
 
A.  I have no idea.  She came over when I wasn't there.  She had my key.  Sometimes we talked.  Sometimes we  
      didn't.  It was like I needed an assistant for free, and she was -- she said any way she could pay me back.  And  
      Nase Publications doesn't make enough to hire assistants. 
 
Q.  You say she came over when you weren't there.  Did she come over sometimes when you were there? 
 
A.  A few times. 
 
Q.  What was her position at the IU Medical School? 
 
A.  I don't know. 
 
Q.  Was she a professional? 
 
A.  I believe -- I thought it had to do something with nursing or x-rays, but I don't know.  She was an assistant that  
      mostly was there when I wasn't, because otherwise books would be late for seven days at these meetings.  We  
      have scientific meetings all the time.  So she would come over.  She did start coming over a couple times when  
      all this craziness happened.  So we didn't talk about her social life. 
 
Q.  When is the last time that you saw her? 
 
A.  She -- I think after the last time she e-mailed Artist, which -- then I got an earful from -- oh, when was that?   
      Early June-ish. 
 
(Whereupon Exhibit 19 was marked for identification.) 
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Is that when she was last at your place whether you saw her or not? 
 
A.  She did stop in to tell me she was sorry that all that was happening, and so that was probably like a week later. 
      And then the Government job, she followed her husband.  Said good-bye, and I said I'll be -- I'm not going on  
      any scientific meetings any more.  And she was utterly -- she was just frustrated reading the e-mails and all. 
      She didn't have a high threshold for stress and said, "This is terrible what's happening to you."  So I thanked  
      her, and she was doing better.  And I'm not going to meetings. 
 
Q.  When did you meet Amanda? 
 
A.  Probably about two years ago, two and a half maybe. 
 
Q.  She was working at the IU medical school at that time? 



 
A.  I passed her in the IU Medical School.  So I obviously assumed that she was working there. 
 
Q.  Okay.  And then she started coming to your house? 
 
A.  An apartment.  We usually had two to three meetings per year.  So that's what she would do just to try to pay me  
      back. 
 
Q.  How old is she? 
 
A.  I'd say in her mid-30's. 
 
Q.  You say she lived in the Castleton area? 
 
A.  I believe she said she was like ten minutes away or something like that. 
 
Q.  What area do you live in? 
 
A.  Fishers. 
 
Q.  And she is the only assistant you've had over the last couple of years? 
 
A.  Yeah.  I've never had anybody but myself. 
 
Q.  And she did it for free? 
 
A.  To help me out, just a few weeks a year for two and a half years. 
 
Q.  A few weeks a year for free; is that right? 
 
A.  Yes.  She had granulomous rosacea, which is disfiguring, and she was walking around ten years with her head  
      looking down at the ground.  And you actually need -- nobody knows this, but you have to go in the hospital for  
      that for almost four weeks and get steroid depazone and two other IV injections to clear.  It's horrific.  It's the  
      worst form of rosacea.  She had it for ten years undiagnosed. 
 
Q.  You actually treated her for that? 
 
A.  I don't know.  It was at one of the Clarion Health associated hospitals. 
 
Q.  She gave you credit for curing this, but you don't know who treated it? 
 
A.  I am very busy.  I just told her what I thought she might have, and I didn't -- I never touted to cure her.  I just  
      pointed her in the right direction. That's what I do. 
 
Q.  What direction did you point her? 
 
A.  Into this is what you might have.  Please talk to your doctors about it. 
 
Q.  So two or three weeks a year she helped you out? 
 
A.  Whenever I was gone for meetings. 
 
Q.  She would write e-mails on your computer? 
 
A.  Sometimes, yes. 
 
Q.  And help handle your paperwork? 
 



A.  She -- what she would do is forward the book sales to Badget, my printer.  So that was her job.  I mean, like she  
      would stop in five minutes a night.  I mean, it only took like five minutes to download everything and send  
      them forward.  So I mean, it's not a major job.  It's just something that has to be done, otherwise you are weeks  
      behind or anyway the books are.  So -- 
 
Q.  When you say her husband has a Government job, and you don't know his name, and they moved somewhere,  
      do you know where they moved to? 
 
A.  No.  She -- no.  I just -- my next door neighbors just moved yesterday.  I don't know where they moved. 
 
Q.  Do you have a record of her phone number? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  How did you call her to get her to come over? 
 
A.  E-mails. 
 
Q.  Do you have a record of her e-mail address? 
 
A.  Her old one, I should. 
 
Q.  Is she continuing to use it? 
 
A.  I haven't heard from her yet. 
 
Q.  You don't know whether she still uses it? 
 
A.  I haven't heard from her yet. 
 
Q.  You can produce that old e-mail address for us? 
 
A.  I will try to find it. 
 
Q.  Anything else you can tell us about Amanda Resnick? 
 
A.  I helped somebody out, and she wanted to help me out.  That's all there was to it. 
 
Q.  Okay. 
 
A.  And I didn't want to -- she had a husband.  We just kept it -- I mean -- 
 
Q.  She helped you out when you were at meetings? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  She helped you out when you were in the hospital? 
 
A.  She helped me out when I was in meetings.  She was there when I needed her to be. 
 
Q.  Did she help you out when you were in the hospital? 
 
A.  She helped me -- she did address some e-mails during that time. 
 
Q.  She was at your apartment during that time? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 



Q.  Do you have any other friends who live near you? 
 
A.  Sean and Mike Schlepp. 
 
Q.  Sean and Mike Schlepp? 
 
A.  S-C-H-L-E-P-P. 
 
Q.  Where do they live? 
 
A.  They live -- actually, they are moving too.  They are moving back to Oregon so you better get them quickly. 
      They live about seven minutes away in a house complex. 
 
Q.  Do you know the address? 
 
A.  No.  I do not. 
 
Q.  Phone number? 
 
A.  That I do, 585-1907 
 
Q.  And what is your relationship to Sean and Mike Schlepp? 
 
A.  They are my sort of surrogate family. 
 
Q.  How did that come about? 
 
A.  We went to church together.  Her kids bonded with me.  Their kids bonded with me, mostly church and  
      friendship and movies, stuff like that. 
 
Q.  Are there any other friends that helped you through these medical ordeals that we are not going to talk about? 
 
A.  Tony.  I don't know his last name.  He is the main maintenance guy at Sandcreek Woods, a good guy, and  
      friends down at Greenwood, but they have been long removed, far removed. 
 
Q.  Do you socialize with anyone? 
 
A.  I do, but lately I have not.  I mean the past year has been me trying to focus on getting my career back and  
      meeting somebody, a family.  So it's been very busy. 
 
Q.  In the last month have you socialized with anyone or since the debunking web site started? 
 
A.  Debunking -- I have -- Vince. 
 
Q.  Your lawyer? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  That's it?  Is that it, no other person that you socialize with? 
 
A.  Just, I mean -- 
 
Q.  I mean, go out to dinner, do things with?  You live by yourself? 
 
A.  Huh. 
 
Q.  You live by yourself.  Who do you go to dinner with? 
 



A.  We goof off with everybody in the apartments.  We always -- we just have a backyard.  We do everything 
      together. 
 
Q.  Who do you goof off with in the apartment complex? 
 
A.  Just everybody. 
 
Q.  Can you name one? 
 
A.  Huh? 
 
Q.  Can you name one person? 
 
A.  A police officer who lives right next to me who is moving, he and I became very good friends, and his wife is a  
      nurse. 
 
Q.  What is his name? 
 
A.  Actually, he looks like that big wrestler in Walking Tall?  Vince, would you know him?  He looks exactly like  
      him.  So I always called -- that was his  name. 
 
Q.  You don't know his name? 
 
A.  No. I called him by the wrestler's name.  He had told me, but I just called him by his wrestling name.  He looked  
      exactly like him.  And all the kids, I mean, we just throw balls and hit balls and kick soccer balls.  Those kind  
      of kids, great kids. 
 
MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  I'm going to take about a five-minute break, and look through some notes and get  
       organized for the last. 
 
(Whereupon there was a brief recess.)  
 
Q.  BY MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Dr. Nase, I've placed exhibit 11 back in front of you, and I direct your attention to  
      the third page of the document.  Do you recognize this as a post which you sent on July 6, 2005 -- or excuse me,  
      an e-mail from you to Dr. Darm? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  Directing your attention to, I guess, the second paragraph.  It mentions, "I'm currently on four medical journals  
      as a peer-review consultant to review articles on rosacea pathophysiology and treatment."  And then it lists  
      those four journals.  And then it says, "I am currently active on the first two, but I have to submit an updated  
      CV to the second two."  And it continues, "It is to our great benefit that I remain active on the Lasers in Surgery  
      and Medicine and the Journal of Investigative Dermatology so that we have great contacts to get our articles  
      published in these premiere journals.  All I need for these two is an update on my current affiliation.  I was  
      hoping it was fine with you to list you and your clinic as my current affiliation.  Both editors said it was no big  
      deal at all.  They just need an update showing that I am associated with either a university, medical practice or  
      physician to put me back up at the top of the list to review all rosacea articles that pass their desk."  Is it the  
      case that as of July 6, 2005 you were not currently active as a peer-reviewer for Lasers in Surgery and Medicine  
      and the Journal of Investigative Dermatology? 
 
A.  No.  I was in fact active.  They just needed to update the CV. 
 
Q.  Why did you indicate that you were currently active on the first two but not as to the second two? 
 
A.  They needed -- they need updates every once in a while to just see where you are, and since I wasn't with IU I  
      wanted to have a better -- I would have preferred to have been with a medical group since we were going that  
      way, but if not, I was going to put Nase publications.  So it was to my advantage to continue to keep within the 
      medical field, but it was not a requirement. 



 
Q.  Why did they say they just needed up dates showing that I am associated with either a university, medical  
      practice, or physician to put me back up at the top of the list? 
 
A.  I just wanted to make sure that I was the first guy they saw.  If -- okay, if you -- to explain this very briefly, if  
      you are not affiliated with a university or medical physician or whatnot then you are still on the list, but your  
      are not the top, top rung.  So if I put Nase Publications I'm still there, and I still review articles, but probably  
      not as many.  So it was to my advantage to -- since we were going to do that to ask them for what I thought was  
      proper.  So I was certainly active, active and alternate on the fourth one. 
 
Q.  The last sentence says, "They have a build-up of articles for me."  Why would they have a build-up of articles  
      for you if were you still active? 
 
A.  Because I was -- you -- they ask you if you want to review articles, and if so what kind of timeframe.  Some are  
      rapid.  Some are slow.  Some are medium, and I wanted to focus on my book.  And this is what happens.  This 
      is why sometimes you leave for six months, and then you come back.  And that's why they have alternates, and  
      right now I had just learned about the debunking site.  I was overwhelmed there, and I was focusing on both of  
      my books.  Because those were going to be, you know, part of my career and life, and while these were  
      important for contacts and all they were secondary to what I needed to get done. 
 
Q.  Dr. Nase, it says, "They have a build-up of articles for me," indicating that you want this update submitted so  
      you can get those articles released so you can review them; right? 
 
A.  They have a build-up of articles for me if I'm available, and I told them that I wasn't. 
 
Q.  Does that make sense to you? 
 
A.  Yeah.  I just wanted my CV updated, and they were very active with me.  And he was very excited, and that's -- 
 
Q.  One of the e-mails from Amanda from your computer indicates it was sent at 3:00 in the morning.  Why would 
      Amanda be at your place at 3:00 in the morning? 
 
A.  I don't know.  I don't know.  Sometimes she could be there. 
 
Q.  She would have no reason to be there to your knowledge? 
 
A.  No.  No.  She could, I mean, the kids are asleep.  I don't know.  I don't know.  She could come in whenever --  
      all she needs to do is everyday submit my books to the shipper, and that can be done at any time. 
 
Q.  But does she also address other e-mails for you? 
 
A.  I do believe that she did address at least one that I know. 
 
Q.  Why?  Why did she do that? 
 
A.  Because we had one discussion about a female, and she was very upset at this female for leading me on.  And  
      she actually read the e-mail, and she was upset she said.  And actually that's why she's -- that's why we haven't  
      probably -- she felt very bad after she responded.  She told this female to -- to stop lying to me and to stop  
      saying that she was separated, and that she loved me and this and that when she still has a husband.  And then  
      she told me some other things, and she just apologized.  She said, "I shouldn't have butt in.  I'm sorry."  And  
      that was actually one of the last times she talked to me.  She felt very, very badly about that.  But I had told her 
      -- it's Artist, Artist Cloutier. 
 
Q.  This Amanda person that you don't know where she is, isn't it true that she is really a figment of your  
      imagination? 
 
A.  No. 
 



Q.  With respect to posts, you identified one post that you said was not true that you had written.  Are there others  
      that you can identify that you want to correct now for the record? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Have you gone through the Debunking Nase web site? 
 
A.  I've already submitted -- 
 
Q.  Pardon? 
 
A.  Okay.  Was there a question? 
 
Q.  You've gone through it.  You've seen the e-mails of yours that they have identified as having questionable  
      information in them.  Any of those that you want to correct now while you have a chance? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  What do you think is the most important thing that they said on the web site that has affected your reputation? 
 
A.  Exactly what I addressed in the 57 pages, my qualifications, my reputation, the things that really matter, not  
      anything to do with digging into, you know, just complete dirt on anything.  I had a cyber stalker.  Every time  
      my computer has been pinged -- I've been sent two viruses by a debunker, a debunker who said he is a  
      debunker, Mark, and he crashed my Microsoft Word documents twice.  I lost 110 hours, and he said that he  
      spoke to Dr. Soldo.  And he is helping him, and so I feel that this is completely out of control.  And I just --  
      those 57 pages are the meat of what I think are the most important things. 
 
Q.  I just asked you what was most important, and you said all 57 pages. 
 
A.  Well, those cover the meat. 
 
Q.  All right.  The first thing you said was qualifications? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  And if you'll turn back to your 57-page rebuttal, if you've still got it in front of you? 
 
A.  Yeah. 
 
Q.  On page 2 the very first item concerns your qualifications, and what it says about them, or at least the first  
      couple sentences on the web site, as to your qualifications.  The web site says, "Geoffrey Nase is not a 
      physician."  That's true; correct? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  The second says, "He is a PhD."  That's correct?  That's true; right? 
 
A.  Right. 
 
Q.  The next says, "As such it is not acceptable for him to attempt to practice medicine on anyone."  That's true;  
      correct? 
 
A.  No.  I'm not practicing medicine on anyone. 
 
Q.  It doesn't say that.  It just says it's not acceptable for you to attempt to practice medicine on anyone.  We are  
      talking about qualifications; right? 
 
A.  Yeah. 



 
Q.  So the statement is true? 
 
A.  Okay. 
 
Q.  Now, the next statement doesn't deal with qualifications; does it? 
 
A.  But that's very detrimental to indicate that a rosacea specialist advocates ineffective and dangerous -- that  
      actually erases anything that was put on there. 
 
Q.  Well.  Let's talk about that.  "Some of the medical treatments," not all, "some of the medical treatments that  
      Geoffrey Nase advocates are merely ineffective."  You would admit that some of the medical treatments that  
      you've advocate are not effective; wouldn't you? 
 
Q.  In your 85,000 or 55,000 posts? 
 
A.  55,000 plus posts. 
 
Q.  Some of them have been proven to be ineffective; right? 
 
A.  If you can show me one Doctor that can --  I'm sorry.  I'll just answer that.  Yes.  Some are ineffective. 
 
Q.  All right.  And we have talked about whether some of them are actually dangerous to particular persons. 
 
A.  Which they are are not, no. 
 
Q.  In your opinion? 
 
A.  No.  In the experts, Dr. Wilkins, Dr. Kligman. 
 
Q.  What is your reason to suspect that Mark is related to the debunking Nase web site? 
 
A.  Because he has admitted it.  He has been IP addressed by the editor.  He has said it out to me, that, "You are  
      going down."  He has switched over since he was put on the Dana's Fairy Tale part of the site. 
 
Q.  I'm sorry? 
 
A.  He was actually part of the site while he was trying to defend me, and then he started getting harassing.  Then  
      he was put on the debunking site, and then all of a sudden he's best friends with Dr. Soldo.  And he said that --  
      we have those e-mails.  We'll show them to you.  They are from him, from his address, from him directly. 
 
Q.  To whom? 
 
A.  To me. 
 
Q.  Now, you said it was traced by some IP address? 
 
A.  His Minus One --  all of his user names were verified by the editor of ESFB.  They were from him.  He is a guy  
      in Denmark who is a hacker, and he hacked into my private message system on that and actually got a code 
      name off of there and threw it right back at me and said, "See, I can do anything I want with your computer.   
      You have not" -- this is from him verified.  "You have not helped me one bit, and don't even respond rude."   
      His English is not good.  "But Dr. Soldo has.  Dr. Soldo has been kind to me offering me a lot for free.  You are  
      going to pay.  He is going to take you down and force you out of rosacea forever because you are a fraud.  I will 
      make sure Soldo and the debunkers ruin you.  They are doing a great service to everyone, and I will be joining  
      them.  Soldo taking you out."  That's just his words.  "Just drop out before he embarrasses you more.  You lied 
      about being a consultant and all your credentials.  You are a big fraud and scam, and I can't wait to see what 
      else Dr. Soldo and the debunkers have in store for you.  Climb into a hole and die", mispelled.  Now, in another  
      E-mail he said that the debunk -- he had contacted the debunkers, and the debunkers had asked them if there  



      was any way that they could help him to help to bring me down.  That's in another E-mail.  And he has done 
      such that.  He brought the entire ESFB board down.  It's closed because he was creating havoc.  He created  
      approximately 25 fraudulent alias names and was attacking me left and right.  It was his help in the cause  
      against the debunkers.  I mean, he just -- I mean, e-mail after e-mail after e-mail, and this guy was defending  
      me at first until he got up on the page.  And then he e-mailed and he says, "I am so sad that they put me up on  
      the page, and I'm upset."  And then all of a sudden he's talking to Dr. Soldo, and he said things that I know  
      only he and Dr. Soldo would know. 
 
Q.  Well, what you just related to me was an e-mail where he says that Dr. Soldo and the debunkers, that he was  
      essentially supporting them, not that he was one of them? 
 
A.  There are many others.  I'm sorry.  We'll show you all of them. 
 
Q.  That would suggest that he is not one of the people responsible for the web site? 
 
A.  The debunkers asked if there was any way they could help him to attack me basically, and that's quoted in here  
      somewhere also.  And he has -- he has hacked into my system.  He has pinged me on my computer, and he is  
      actively going after me. 
 
Q.  You said the ESFB site has been shut down as it relates to rosacea; is that right? 
 
A.  Uh-huh. 
 
Q.  That is a recent development; is it not? 
 
A.  Yes. 
 
Q.  And that is a development following the series of attacks that you have made on Dr. Soldo? 
 
A.  No. 
 
Q.  Isn't it true that the reason why that's down is because of your libellous attacks on Dr. Soldo? 
 
A.  I have an e-mail from the editor of the ESFB board, and I actually asked him.  And I have that as  
      documentation.  Could you write that down?  I have that.  I asked Ed, I said, "Was the site taken down because  
      Dr. Soldo or his lawyers asked you to?"  And he said no, and I said, "Did Dr. Soldo, if he is taking it down is he  
      now looking it over?"  And he said no.  There was no intervention by Dr. Soldo at all. 
 
Q.  Okay? 
 
A.  And Ed had three months ago offered me my own sub-forum on his thing.  So I said, "Just tell me the truth."  I  
      said, "Because my lawyer will be contacting you, and their lawyer will be contacting you.  Did Dr. Soldo take  
      this down or have it taken down?"  And he said no.  So I have that e-mail, his e-mail address.  You are  
      welcome to e-mail. 
 
Q.  It was not taken down -- you're saying it was not taken down after you had made a series of attacks on Dr.  
      Soldo? 
 
A.  No.  It was because -- 
 
Q.  I didn't say, "because".  I said, "after". 
 
 A.  It was not taken down because of that.  No. 
 
 Q.  It was taken down after that; was it not? 
 
 A.  No.  It was taken down after Mark created  havoc. 
 



MR. WAICUKAUSKI:  Okay.  It's 5:00.  We will adjourn the deposition at this time to resume after we have a  
       ruling from the Court as to the allowable scope of the deposition as to other issues that have been previously 
       discussed.   So we'll adjourn for now. 
 
(WHEREUPON, at 5:00 p.m. September 30, 2005, this deposition concluded.) 
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__________________ 
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