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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Deposition January 18-22, 2005

H?:Emm

Uﬁ.ﬁ_amﬁm womteumem 8
Em::umw OEmR:Em .mE_

All

Defendants object to the
introduction of any
testimony from Bassey Jeje
because he withheld
material evidence during
discovery, committed
perjury about how and when
the evidence was lost, and
should be dismissed from
this case. See Dkt. # 1998.

The designations below
represent defendants’
counter-designations and a
limited cross examination

“based on plaintiffs’

designations. Defendants
reserve the right and intend
to call Mr. Jeje in their
affirmative case.

Plaintiffs counter-designate
all testimony that was
designated in their own
designation from Bassey
Jeje’s deposition which
defendants have not
designated.

As explained in Caroline
Mitchell’s correspondence
dated August 8, 2008,
Defendants object to
Plaintiffs’ attempt to blanket
counter-designate all of the
testimony included in their
designations. To the extent
Plaintiffs contend that
particular testimony is a
proper counter-designation
to testimony Defendants
have designated, Plaintiffs
were obligated to identify
that testimony as a specific
counter-designation.
Plaintiffs’ attempt to assert a
blanket counter-designation
precluded any meet and
confer on the counter-
designation and is otherwise
improper. Accordingly,
Defendants move fo strike
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Depeosition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Deposition .:EE:.% 18-22, 2005

Eu_a_m.m w.%-::.mom S
Uommuasim OEanﬁcﬂm

Ua._.gg».: Or._mnnoum _

. U»m_mnuﬂcum Oc:ﬁnm_..bnmum.-ﬁ-cnu

En::;.mm Ov._no:onm E:—_.. _
"Plaintiffs’ Objections and

_Unmmu_mw_im.m Responses to

OE ections to Counter-
Ummﬁbwﬁoam

Eo _u_mnwwﬁ Cross-
designation. To the extent
the Court permits it,
Defendants incorporate by
reference their objections
and counter-designations to
the Plaintiffs’ designations.

4:21-5:13

5:11-13

35:6

55:9-14

55:18-56:2

56:12-22

56:23-57:3

190:14-15

Testimony relating to This testimony is admissible
whether there was a school | to show the plaintiffs’ lack
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Uo_uom:_g .:E:E.w 18-22, 2005

w..w...UmmmsmuEu OEnnﬁo:m _,

Ew Counter-Designation

_ummwug»im OE.enrcnm
ind OE&QEE to
Oc;ﬁm -Uam.mnuﬁc.um

U&»ﬁa&:u
Umm_wuﬁsa

w_s::&w Ow._mn:eum wE__.

Oozﬁm_.._uom.m:&_oau

Ummnna»_:m Wmmwonmom to
En:_n_m.m“ Objections and

,_ OEE&EE to OoE:m..-

in his village is irrelevant, a

waste of time and

om education or
sophistication and, thus, is

prejudicial. FRE{404=403. | relevant to the jury’s
@ assessment of his
credibility.

190:18-19 Testimony relating to This testimony is admissible
whether there was a school | to show the plaintiffs’ lack
in his village is irrelevant, a | of education or
waste of time and sophistication and, thus, is
prejudicial. FRE 401,403. | relevant to the jury’s

y assessment of his
q@ credibility.

192:14-16 Testimony relating to This testimony is admissible
deponent’s wives and as limited background
children is irrelevant and a | information about the
waste of time because he plaintiff.
has no claims to which this
information is rel
FRE 401-403.

192:20-22 Testimony relating to This testimony is admissible
deponent’s wives ma.m,D as limited background

AN
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Uouom:mou .::Em_.w 18-22, 2005

Defendants’ -
Designations .

E»E#ﬁw O_u._meﬂoum uE_m

Oa:iﬂ..d%-wa»ﬂeum

.Defendants® Responses to
Hu_w::_n.m OEmnEEw and
Ow._nnﬁcnm to Oc:::ﬂr.

E m-m_:&:am

children 1s irrelevant and a
waste of time because he
has no claims to which this
information is relevant.

Ewondmnou m&oﬁ Em
plaintiff.

deponent’s wives and
children is irrelevant and a
waste of time because he
has no claims to whiclf thi
information is releva

FRE 401-403.

FRE 401-403.

193:9-12 Testimony relating to This testimony is admissible
deponent’s wives and as limited background
children is irrelevant and a | information about the
waste of time because he plaintiff.
has no claims to which ths
information is Bﬁ<@ ~
FRE 401-403.

194:7-8 Testimony relating to This testimony is admissible

as limited background
information about the
plaintiff.

ft

198:1-7
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(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

U%%::E .-»z:m_.w 18-22, 2005

w_u_ﬁ&w,
5 Umm-muuﬁgm

E:H Omnﬁ.w_..._ua_m_uusenw

w_m_:,awm wemwc..mnm 8
Uammua»iw“,,.@r.m.nnﬁcn

and Objections:to’
_:;2. U%ﬁ:ﬁ.o:m

Ummﬁawunm

E»EE.W OEmi_onm n_:-
Oc:ﬁw-.._uﬂm_m._uﬂcum

U&.g&::m Wamﬂcumam 8. _
E»Eﬂﬁw ‘Objections and
OEmnﬁoﬁm to Oc::ﬁ....
Umm_mnu:gm

201:11; 201:14-17

201:18-202:5

257:3-6
258:15-16
258:19-20
259:4-8 Hearsay (as shown in 259:9- | There are no hearsay

15). FRE 802. . statements recounted in this

; r testimony.
=

259:16-19 Hearsay (as shown in 259:9- | The content of the placards

15). FRE 802.

;"

{

is admaissible under the state
of mind exception to the
—hearsay rule, because it is
evidence of Bassey Jeje’s
motivation in going to the
platform. FRE 803(3).

259:22-23
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Uowcm:_c: .:EE:.% 18-22, 2005

5&5&.@
Umm_ E.wo

3»:55 ﬁmmucumom 8
dmmﬁamﬁ»m OEnnﬁeum

uza OEmnﬂoum 1o

Oo:bamn.uunﬁmzs:onm

Uﬁ.m:anﬁm

Ummnm.::_cam 3

mu_a::&w, O_u._moa:.:m EE
Oc:ﬁ&.-—u%ﬁumﬁcg

Em::_ﬁw, OEna:cum EE _
O_u._mnﬂcum to OE::E..
_ Umm_mawﬂcum

260:4-10

262:4-5;
262:8-12;
262:14-22

262:4-5;262:8-12; 262:14-
22: Irrelevant and
prejudicial. Plaintiff Jeje is
not claiming any damages
arising from items he lost as
a result of the Ilaje/Tjaw
crisis. Indeed, he is not
claiming any lost wages or
other property losses arising
from the injuries he suffered
on May wm/E at Parabe.

U

Plaintiff Jeje is claiming
“the reasonable value of
wages, earnings and earning
capacity lost in the past
and/or which will be
reasonably probable to be
lost in the future,” and this
testimony is relevant to the
proper measure of that
earning capacity because
that capacity (i.e., his
business) was destroyed
during the Ijaw crisis.

263:13-263:17

263:13-263:17: hrrelevant
and prejudicial. Plaintiff
Jeje is not claiming any
damages arising from items
he lost as a result of the
Ilaje/Tjaw crisis. Indeed, he
is not claimingany lost

Plaintiff Jeje is claiming
“the reasonable value of
wages, earnings and earning
capacity lost in the past
and/or which will be
reasonably probable to be

lost in the future,” and this

O\\—
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B

Deposition January 18-22, 2005

 Defendants’
- Designations

Plaintifts’ Objections and
- Counter-Designations -

Ummosmmﬂm;ﬂomccummm to
Plaintiffs’ Objections and

' Objections to Counter- -
.|+ Designations

wages or other property
losses arising from the
injuries he suffered on May
28, 1998 at Parabe.

testimony is relevant to the
proper measure of that
earning capacity because
that capacity (i.e., his
business) was destroyed
during the Ijaw crisis.

264:2-17 264:3-4: Colloquy of Plaintiffs do not intend to
counsel is irrelevant, waste | read in the objections of
of time. FRE 401-403. counsel.
271:14-25 Hearsay. FRE 802; see The content of the
283:2-19 (where deponent discussion with the military
admits that conversation is admissible under the state
occurred in English and that | of mind exception to the
he did not understand any of | hearsay rule, because it is
it without later translati evidence of Bassey Jeje’s
by Bola Oyi uov\q/ﬁ@( motivation in going onto the
ﬁ\v\C\%\mQr platform. FRE 803(3).
273:11-19
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Deposition January 18-22, 2005

Eu—i&w Wmmvcummm 8

Oe_::ﬁ. am_m_::_cnm

[ __U&d.:mvi.m.w_w

Umm_m._sﬂo:m

Plaintiffs’ Objections and |
. Counter-Designations

1 Uommnnmuam > Responses. to

Plaintiffs’ OE»QEE and
OEmaﬂcum to Oo::.“mw- -
bmm_mg:gm -

273:22-274:7

@%@
&%

A

X

273:24-2774:7. Hearsay.
FRE 802; see 283:2-19
Ms&ﬂm deponent admits that
onversation occurred in
vmbm:mr and that he did not
understand any of it without
later translation by Bola
Oyinbo); see also 5:16-17
(where deponent states that
he does not speak English).

Most of this testimony does
not involve statements but
rather descriptions of
conduct. To the extent it
does include statements by
others, however, they are
admissible under the state of
mind exception to show
Bassey Jeje’s motives and
intent in going onto the
platform.

283:2-19; 284:9, 12-16
(where deponent admits that

833@&82%5 _whmm%
which he does 2oty ~n 2

274:13-21 Hearsay. FRE 802. State of mind hearsay
274:14-15: Colloquy of ww_m&mn. %wmwaam.q
. counsel is irrelevant, waste amtiffs ¢o not intend 1o
of time. FRE 401-403. VBM& in the objections of
Q £ counsel.
283:21-284:8 | Hearsay. FRE 802; see also | Much of this designation

(283:21-25) is descriptive
and not involving
statements at all. 284:6-8 is
admissible under FRE

i
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
{Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Deposition &:E»Q 18-22, 2005

E»:Em.m
Umm_munﬂca

vEu Oacnnmn.bmmumsﬁsnm

Uﬁ.ﬁisna OE onﬁoﬂm

E» n:ﬁ.w Wmmcoummm S

Ummﬂ.auﬁm __
Ummﬁn-n:onm..

E»En_ﬁm Oc ooﬁczm uEu

Uowgauim w&mucumam to
EsEE.mm ‘Objections and.

i _ ‘Objections to Counter- -

uunw_m .‘»Sum

understand, and his

testimony is based on what

, .momﬁwv to mroé wmmm&\

Jeje’s state of mind in

Bola Oyinbo told him). participating in the protest.
The remainder is
withdrawn.
393:13-15, 393:20-22 — Move to strike | Testimony regarding Jeje’s
19-22 as non-responsive to the percipient observations as to
question asked. the type of guns and the
sound of the guns directly
answers the question
AmU inquiring into the type of
gun.
393:24-394:3
417:21-22; Exhibit 701 lacks Plaintiffs’ counsel did not
417:25 foundation that it bears any | object to the use of Exhibit

relationship to the actual
physical layout at Parabe
Platform. As such, any
questioning with momm@oﬁ to
it and any marks the

701 during this questioning,
so this objection to form is
waived. Moreover,
regardless of whether the
exhibit is an actual picture

S
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

U%cw:uo: .F.E»Q 18-22, 2005

dnmnm.:;snm Oecunmw.._umm_m:sﬁaum

Uﬁ.gamﬁm OEmnﬁgm
and OEmaEEm to.
‘| Counter-Designations

Emiﬂﬁw O_u._moﬁcam m:n

Usmmnasaﬁ Wmmm.cumom 8
Eu::_mw “Objections and
- Objections to Go_::m? :
Unm_m.”_»:c:m _

aoﬁoﬁa made on it are
irrelevant and unduly
prejudicial.

417:2-20

ow the CBL-101 and wﬁmvm
platform, it is a tool that will
assist the jury in
understanding the relative
location of Jeje, so
plaintiffs’ objection goes to
its weight and not its
admissibility. Moreover,
Jeje provided foundation for
the orientation of the barge
and the platform in Exhibit

701 and the orientation of
the CBL-101 and Parabe
platform during the
invasion. See 432:5-20.

418:2-3

418:6-11

418:13-15

10
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Deposition .:::E..% 18-22, 2005

Unmﬂasan

==8~...Unm_n=§-c=m

Ummo-:—una, Ew?.ﬁmw, Objections and - U&.m:nmim Womweumom 8 :
.Unm_m.ﬁﬁ..@nm Oo:ie?—umm_mumscum ___” H._EEEW OE»oﬁcum Eﬁ.
R G P I : ST OE»QS% to Counter-
Uammmuuacnm

O ._mn#oum

”_ _M‘EwEﬁm.w Womwoamom 8
. Defendants® Objections
v and, Ov._men-eum to.
Co ﬂao...demnmw _ E-u

428:4-5

428:6-10

428:11-12

428:16-22

465:18-469:3

The designated testimony is
not admissible under FRE
106 as evidence that is
necessary for a fair
presentation of the
ctestimony. Instead the
testimony offered is in the
nature of cross-examination,
attempting to obtain
information that is different
from what plaintiff first
stated, and thus, if anything

should be part of

defendants’ Crosge

omeEmcou fiot insértions
=lun

11
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE

(Testitying By Way of Deposition Only)
{(Counter-Designations in italicized text)
Umwcm_ﬁi- .FE::.% 18-22, 2005

Um?uasam
.Umm_msmﬂcum

EsEﬁﬁwv Wom_z:_mmm 8
@mmmuam_:m OEonn:Em :
E:_ Ow._ nﬁ::-m to.

Ummoﬁ&::m Womwcummm 8
w—»_bﬂmm OEmn:e:m and
GEnn:cum to 02.:8..-

Uom_m.uw:osm

for ooEEmﬁbmmm.

469:4-7

481:16-23

482:2-6 482:2-6: Non responsive Testimony is responsive in
statement by deponent is that it provides information
confusing, misleading and about what Bassey Jeje
prejudicial. FRE 403. could see when he was

@ — F | starting across the barge.
1

482:24-483:2

483:22-484:2

484:5-11

484:14-17

484:18-24; 485:1-16;
485:19-23; 485:25-486:3;
486:5-9; 486:12-13

Generally, plaintiffs move
to strike the testimony as
nonresponsive to the
questions asked and unclear

I
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE

(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Uoﬁom_ﬁoa .-M:Em:.w 18-22, 2005

EsEﬁﬂw Hw%vc:mam 8
Ummﬁ.ﬁ_mam Ov._nn:cum

and OSQQEE 3 i
g:ﬁ-...u%-wuuﬁoum

U&.o:amim

Unu_muﬁ_cum

Oo:iﬂ..@%ﬁ:»ﬂoum

Umma_z_»:nm ﬁmmwcanm to
Plaintiffs’ Objections and
G_dnn:::m to. Oc:_:ﬁ.-
Uam_mnﬁ_oam :

as 8 the meaning of
plaintiff’s responses.

Further, the designated
testimony is not admissible
under FRE 106 as evidence
that is necessary for a fair
presentation of the
ctestimony. Instead the
testimony offered is in the

nature of cross-examination,

attempting to obtain
information that is different
from what plaintiff first
stated, and thus, if anything
should be part of

L

defendants’ cross-

examination, not _w hi
for completeness.

486:15-16

486:19-25

13
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

' Plaintiffs’ -

~“Designations

Deposition January 18-22, 2005

sesto | Defendants’
- Designations |

" Plainiffs’ Objections and

_ _ﬂ@:.wﬁm_mrdmmmmnsno:m ’ _H_

Defendants’ Responses to_
“Plaintiffs’ Objections and -

S .;M_OEnnﬁ@u_m._S_dc_.bﬁ_mw-...
s e Designations

487:3-12

487:20-488:19

366:5, 366:14 starting with
n!@»‘ vh'Mb

Testimony at 366:5, 14-16
is not admissible under FRE
106 as testimony necessary
for a fair presentation of the
testimony cited by plaintiffs,
but rather is in the nature of
cross-exarnination or
affirmative designations
defendants.

Plaintiffs move i
testimony at 366:17-19°a
non-responsive to the
question asked.

489:14-490:15

Lacks foundation se
plaintiffs have ngt~ md\
designated the poitian 6f

deponent’s.iestimony that
he was shot. FRE 401-403,

Plaintiffs have designated
testimony showing that
plaintiff was shot, so the
premise for defendants’
objection is simply wrong.

14
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Umvcm:ucn u»:ﬁ:.% 18-22, 2005

Ummm:.m»ﬁm

Ummﬁnmﬁcam . |

: Oc:ﬁ&f—umm-mﬁmucnw

U&.a:asim Womwcumem to
w-»::&.m Objections and
O_:nﬁ-cum to: Oo:n.,.ﬁ..
: amﬁauﬁcsm

602. |
489:20-2 4"CoNoquy om

counsel is irrelevant, waste
of time. FRE 401-403,

¢

hmm ﬁﬁ 14- 3. MEQ
surrounding testimony.

Plaintiffs do not intend to
offer the colloquy of
counsel at 489:20-21.

492:2-15 492:10-15: Lacks Plaintiffs have designated
foundation because testimony showing that
plaintiffs have not plaintiff was shot, so the
designated the portion of premise for defendants’
deponent’s ﬁmaBou% L H objection is simply wrong.
he was shot. See 484:14-17 and
602. surrounding testimony.

521:1-11 Lacks foundation vmom:mo Plaintiffs have designated

plaintiffs have not
designated the portion of
deponent’s testimony that
he was shot. FRE 401-403,

o

testimony showing that
plaintiff was shot, so the
premise for defendants’

objection is simply wrong.

See 484:14-17 and
surrounding testimony.

521:12-14

15
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

ancm:-c: .:::EQ 18-22, 2005

Umwo:&maa OE ea_.._cum

U.&.m:nw.:m
Uomnmuw#cﬁm

| Plaintiffs’ Objections and
- Counter-Designations - -

_ _Un?..wuwwwmwmﬂmwwgm% to
.| Plaintiffs’ Objections and
o | :Objections to Counter-

S| Designations

| is not admissible under FRE

106 as testimony necessary
for a fair presentation of the
testimony cited by plaintiffs,
but rather is in the natare of
cross-examination. Further,
the testimony is irrelevant
under FRE 402.

580:2-3

580:6-12

580:15-19

580:22-581:7

581:10-13

366:5; 366: 14 starting with
nq@-V\ u\llﬁb

Testimony at 366:5, 14-16
is not admissible under FRE
106 as testimony necessary
for a fair presentation of the
testimony cited by plaintiffs,

=

16
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE

(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Deposition .:E:E.% 18-22, 2005

m._»EE.? wm&.onmmm 3 ”

Uommzauznm

Designations |

w_wE:mw“ Or._m&_cum E:u
Oc:io?dnmumumﬁcum "

..dmwmnmmim., me,_uoummm to

Plaintiffs’ Ov._mnscum and
Ov._enﬁonm to Counter-
Uom_mgsgm

but EEQ. isin Eo E;Eo ow
cross-examination or
affirmative designations by
defendants.

Plaintiffs move to strike
testimony at 366:17-19 as
non-responsive to the
question asked.

Further, defendants have
already designated this
testimony once. Even if it
were admissible, it would be
wasteful, prejudicial and
otherwise improper to allow
its presentation more than
once.

586:9-17

5386:18-19; 586:22-23

Not necessary for a fair
presentation of the evidence
under FRE 106

Ocasﬁmmgﬁrm?o?i;

<~

17
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Uovem_ﬂos .r::;:.u\ 18-22, 2005

H._NEE.Q Womm::.m s. S :
Ummouaﬁ;m O—:moﬁo:m _

EsEE.m O_u._na:oum E:—
Oo:ﬁo...nwmam:uﬁosm .

Um?:m&:m Wemﬁ@ﬂmom to
w_s:_ﬁmw, bjections and
Oc._mn:oum to Counter--

r-Lesignations. S e Uam_mauaoum
m.:_uEEom E&Q.Edw h_ou DT CRETTe
586:25-587:1
587:3-8
587:10
626:5-12
628:8-12
640:22-641:3 | Trrelevant and prejudicial

under FRE 4(02-403.
Plaintiff Jeje is not claiming
any damages arising from
items he lost as a result of
the Ilaje/Ijaw crisis. Indeed,
he is not claiming any lost
wages or other property
losses arising from the

injuries he syffered on May
28, Eowymwﬁﬁ .“cm

18
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
(Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Uavcm:uo: us.:::.% 18-22, 2005

E»:-E.mm womwoummw 8
Um?nmmi OEeoﬂosm

vnmm_.a»ﬁm
Umm_wﬂwﬂoa

Oo:ﬁm_..dnmﬁ:ﬁ_cum

w_ﬁ.z_mm OEnnﬂoBm EE. _

Uw».muam::m wnwwcum% to
.Plaintiffs’ Objections and
OEmn_uoum to; OQ_ES.... :

644:10-17

Irrelevant, prejudicial and
improper lay testimony on
causation of physical
problems, because there 18
no medical testimony that
they relate in any way to
Parabe. FRE 401-403, 701.

644:10-13: Testimony
relating to causation of
physical problems is
improper 5 testimony and
ﬁum_:&o_m_ ou, 701.

Testimony is directly
relevant to plaintiff’s prayer
for damages for pain,
suffering, and emotional
distress and is not
prejudicial any way. The
testimony falls squarely
with the scope of admissible
lay opinion under FRE 701
in that it is “rationally based
on the perception of the
witness,” “helpful to a clear
understanding of . . . the
determination of a fact in
issue,” and not based on
specialized knowledge.

645:13-646:2

Irrelevant, prejudicial and
improper lay testimony on
causation of physical

problems, because there is
no medical testimony that

they relate inanps Wiy 1o

Testimony is relevant to
damages claim for pain and
suffering and emotional
distress and not prejudicial.
It falls within the scope of
proper lay opinion under

e\
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Umwcm&o: .FEEJ\ 18-22, 2005

] mmm_ami Or._nnscnm

U&.&Ewim
Uammmnn#cum

_ E»_E_ﬁw O_deeﬁc:m uun _

_ ﬁc_:_.:nﬁ..ubmm.mumﬂcum.

| | ﬂmwﬂiwuﬁ, ww.mwv.obmm.m_ to
1 .E»F:m.m Objections and

Ow._anﬁcuw to Counter-
Umm-m_-u:ozm

Parabe. FRE 401-403, 701.

650:17-18

Irrelevant, prejudicial and
improper lay testimony on
causation of physical
problems, because there is
no medical testimony that
they relate in any way to

Parabe. FRE }%@3_

Testimony is relevant to
damages claim for pain and
suffering and emotional
distress and not prejudicial.
It falls within the scope of
proper lay opinion under
FRE 701.

650:20

Irrelevant, E&.c&ohm_ﬂm
improper lay testimony on
causation of physical

problems, because there is
no medical ﬁomsEoE\ that

Testimony is relevant to
damages claim for pain and
suffering and emotional
distress and not prejudicial.
1t falls within the scope of
proper lay opinion under
~FRE 701.

651:14-18

721:4-7

Improper counter-
designation because not
necessary for a fai

evidence

Emmmbﬁ@&._ A@w
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DESIGNATIONS OF DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF BASSEY JEJE
(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
{Counter-Designations in italicized text)

Deposition uws....:.% 18-22, 2005

Uaﬁmﬂmui OEaﬁucum

E»S»&.u xnﬁ._.gmnmé.
._k.._u&onawﬁa, Objections
ani OEnnﬁe:m 0

Unmg&.znm
Uam_mzuae:w

H._w::ﬁw Ov._mn#czm_»ba )

Ocﬁuﬁ?cmm_mnmﬁcﬂm ,

Defendants’ Responses to-

Hu_s::-mw Oc._ma:o.-m and
OEeaﬂoum to Counter-
Uam_nuusonm

under FRE Sa UE EEQ in
the nature of cross

examination.

721:9-22 Irrelevant, prejudicial and Testimony is relevant to
improper lay testimony on | damages claim for pain and
causation of physical suffering and emotional
problems, .cmomzmm there is distress and not prejudicial.
no medical t ny that It falls within the scope of
they relate § proper lay epinion under
Parabe. F FRE 701.

721:25 Irrelevant, prejudicial and Testimony is relevant to
improper lay testimony on | damages claim for pain and
causation of physical suffering and emotional
problems, because there is | distress and not prejudicial.
no medical tgsti that It falls within the scope of
they relat proper lay opinion under
Parabe. FRE4 FRE 701.

755:18-21

760:5-761:12 | 760:5-761:9: Testimony re | Plaintiff’s speech to his

deponent’s speeeh to Tlaje

fellow protesters is directly

S|
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(Testifying By Way of Deposition Only)
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U%em_sg .mE:»Q 18-22, 2005

E»E:m.m

ENEE.? W@mmx_smmm 8
U&.mbauna O_u._nnﬁo:m :
msz Ov._nnﬁcum to

Um_.g&mim
Uam-muv_uo:m

EE:E? OE mﬁ_oum E:__.H.

Oo:nnm_..dmm_mumﬁoum

Ummmum..::m Wmm_uoamow to
Phaintiffs> Objections and
@Emnﬁcbm to Oe:ﬁﬁf
..... Uamﬁﬁ_ﬁcﬂm o

comparing them to Mandela

and Saro-Wiwa is irrelevant,
waste of time and
prejudicial. FRE 401-403.

760:5-14: Hearsay. FRE

802.

B_o<ma 8 Em EEE in
going to the Parabe platform
and, thus, cannot be deemed
either a waste of time or
unduly prejudicial.

Statements calling people
together or directing them to
do something are directives
in the nature of notice, not
hearsay statements offered

802. woéoﬂo ha,
testified to e

for the truth of any matter.

762:8-15

766:12-23 Hearsay. FRE 802 (see State of mind exception to
testimony at 768:20-769:13 | the hearsay rule, supporting
where deponent testifies that | proof of plaintiff’s intent to
he heard meds W) | leave Parabe the next day.
Bola). FRE 803(3).

772:3-20 772:16-20: mwmamm% FRE | Prior consistent statement to

the extent that defendants

impeach Larry’s testimony
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Deposition .FEEQ 18-22, 2005

Eu .Em.m 3&3&% Wamvcﬂmnm 8 o U&.mnma.:m _ Eu__ﬁ&w OE@nEEm »E__ 1 Um?.&m:a anm.cnmmw to
Unm_mnﬁwﬁ-m Umm&-nuam Or._anﬁcum , Unmﬁﬂwﬁc.ﬁ Oc:hﬁ—...@%—m:wﬁca B E»::-m.m Objections and
m:a OEE&EE to - SRR R - Objections to Counter-
A ne:am-. U%.m:mﬁouw : -Designations. -
Jeje describes. Emﬁ he sent for boats to
come in the morning. FRE
801(d)(1).
832:21-833:8
833:11-13
833:19-834:7
834:8-22
834:25-835:2
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