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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

LOG CABIN REPUBLICANS, a
nonprofit corporation,

Plaintiff,

V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and
ROBERT M. GATES (substituted for
Donald H. Rumsfeld pursuant to FRCP
25(d)), SECRETARY OF DEFENSE,
in his official capacity,

Defendants.

Case No. CV04-8425 VAP (Ex)

INDEX OF PLAINTIFEF’S
DEPOSITION DESIGNATIONS AND
DEFENDANTS’ COUNTER-
DESIGNATIONS AND OBJECTIONS
THERETO

Judge:  Hon. Virginia A. Phillips

Complaint filed: October 12, 2004
Trial Date: July 13, 2010

June 28, 2010
2:30 p.m.

Pretrial Conf:
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In accordance with Central District Local Rule 16-2.7, the parties hereby

submit an index of deposition designations and counter-designations and objections

thereto. Defendants’ designations below are submitted only as counter-designations

to Plaintiff’s designations.

In addition to the objections reflected in the table below, Defendants object

to all depositions submitted as evidence at trial, in their entirety, on the ground that

no evidence outside the legislative record is appropriate in a facial challenge to a

statute.

Dated: June 28, 2010
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WHITE & CASE LLP

By: /s/ Dan Woods

Dan Woods
Attornegs for Plaintiff
Log Cabin Republicans

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE, CIVIL DIVISION,
FEDERAL PROGRAMS BRANCH

By: /s/ W. Scott Simpson

W. Scott Simpson
Attorneys for Defendants
United States of America and
Robert M. Gates, Secretary of Defense,
in his official capacity
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Deposition Designations of Jamie Scott Brady
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Deposition Designations of Jamie Scott Brady (Continued)
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Deposition Designations of Jamie Scott Brady (Continued)
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Deposition Designations of Dennis Drogo

In addition to the objections reflected in the table below, Defendants object

that the entire deposition of Dennis Drogo is irrelevant.

i
i
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Deposition Designations of Paul Gade

In addition to the objections reflected in the table below, Defendants object

that the entire deposition of Paul Gade is irrelevant.

Designations
Part . .
From To (P /D%, Objections
6:1 91:5 P
91:6 93:22 D
94:1 118:18 | P 99:2-20 Vague
101:4-102:13 Vague, lack of foundation
114:1-8 Lack of foundation

Deposition Designation of Robert MacCoun

Defendants object to the admission of the Deposition of Robert MacCoun

of Robert MacCoun by deposition.

into evidence, on the basis that Plaintiff has not justified submitting the testimony

LOSANGELES 870946 (2K)

Designations
Party N
From To (P/D) Objections
6:2 182:;5 |P
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