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the terms and provisions of this Agreement may be shared by Guttenberg and Emery with their 

professional advisors and their spouses." 

16. Paragraph 10 of the Agreement, titled Non-Disparagement, provides in part as 
'follows: 

The parties shall not, directly or indirectly, at any time: 

(a) make, or cause to be made, any statement, observation or opinion, or 

(b) communicate any information (whether oral or written), 

that disparages, or may in any way harm the reputation of, the business of the 
Corporation, Guttenberg and Emery, or any relatives, or any of their respective 
former, present employees. This shall include, without any limitation, any 
statement regarding the professional or personal lives of Guttenberg and Emery. 
A breach of this provision, shall be considered a material breach and the 
breaching party concedes that injunctive relief may be granted to enjoin a breach 
of this provision, and that the non-prevailing party shall be liable to the prevailing 
party for compensatory damages, and for the attorney fees and costs required by 
the prevailing party to obtain injunctive and/or compensatory relief to enforce this 
provision. 

17. On or about September 23, 2013, Defendant Borg-Emery was in the public 

waiting room at a veterinary office in Virginia and began talking to a woman who was a dental 

hygienist in Vienna, Virginia. Defendant Borg-Emery told the hygienist, inter alia, that Dr. 

Guttenberg was a sexual deviant, received oral sex under the table at his office and cheated on 

his wife. She also stated that he had other affairs, including sexual intercourse at the office. 

These statements were later , later restated to a dentist in Virginia with professional relations 

·with Plaintiff Guttenberg. 

18. Defendant Borg-Emery made the representation described in paragraph 17 above 

intentionally and with malicious intent to harm Guttenberg in both his professional and personal 

lives, while knowing that the Agreement between her husband and Dr. Guttenberg contained a 

·non-disparagement clause. 
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