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are included. Plaintiffs 32:24-33:4
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that Mr. Omole’s job designation)
required regular contact
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completeness designations
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401-403.
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CNL personnel and
follows discussion about
COP public affairs
personnel. FRE 106
65:5-18 Misleading and prejudicial 64:15-20
because testimony isyiot mpleteness
about the Parale ificident @ ignation to
and the j 1 ake subject
that it i.:@a -483. of question
clear)
65:21 Misleading and prejudicial
because testimogy }
about the Paabe\in
and thejury] i§ lefto infer
that it is 401-403.
66:1-66:17 Misleading and prejudicial
(up to because testimgiy is not
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66:19
67:1-3
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to infer
that it is. FRE 401-403.
76:4-5
Exhibit 289
78:23-79:5
79:6-10
(except
“that’s

described in
exhibit 289”)
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Designations Designations ‘ Designations
79:20-80:5
80:18-81:7
84:6-10 Speculation. FRE 602. L
(except “in Exclysion o renge to
the
d . thgzdocume
ocument”) i d confusing.
FRE 401-403.
84:13-19
85:1-8
91:2-9
96:8-14 Speculation. FRE 602.

N

Hearsay. FRE 802

 Hearsay. FRE S0
Question is argumentative

and inaccuratel
Sumiy - téstigony.
FRE{401-4p3.
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96:18 Incomplete @w/ ion. . N : QV\@PW\
FRE 106. MK\
96:23-97:4
4 facts not in
evidence. FRE 401-403.
[11:25- 112:6-14: Specuylatio
112:14, and | FRE 602. @ A“.N\
Exh. 86
114:2-17 Lacks foundation. FRE
602. There is no
foundation or evi
that depenent
laws of ia. § for
an improper I&gal gpinion.
FRE 701-702.
115:1-6
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602.
116:18-117:2 | Speculation and deponent
lacks foundation. FRE
602.
401-403.
118:8-20
120:1-4
120:5-18
(completeness
designation)
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120:19-22 Ans mplete.
FRE 1
120:23
Q/meoﬁv_oﬁ:omm
designation)
120:25-121:2
121:3-10
(completeness
designation)
121:13-16
:17-18
leteness
esignation
~ g )
121:22-24 Incomp{ehy) %mém.
N
122:15-25
124:2-12,
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Exh. 85
124:13
125:6-13
125:14-17
125:18-20
126:16-23
128:2-25 128:7-15: Calls for
speculation and
lacks fourndas
the MIL
letter. F 013403N\602.
129:20-23
130:1-3  and
Exh. 291
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131:15-16, 131:20-22:

Counsel is jus

doc

The docu

evidence 0f Wh

FRE 2.

132:19-22

132:23
(beginning
with “Did’)-
133:9 Mw\

137:16-19 and

The exhibit is douple

Exh. 294 hearsay. FRE §
Deponent has n
foundagion for
documen

140:8-11 and | Incompleteesignation

Exh. 295 FRE"10
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pd
140:24-141:2 | Incomplete, a
nonresponsive a
confusing. F 6, 401-
403,
>¢
141:6-8 Cognsel{\cpmments are
not evidepce. FRE 401-
403.
J( 141:10-18
142:16-19 Testimony about
deponent’
kno,
and
401-40
156:23-157:3
157:24-158:1
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158:10-17
170:23-171:8 | Deponent’s s ation
about what\hg.thought
Haastrup)did\ i
misldading. 401-
403, 602.
171:24-172:12
Exhibit 271
185:23- 186:5-15¢ ooﬁ&wbh.\
186:15 FRE 60
A"
186:22-25
(completeness
designation)
187:5-10
187:14-20
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190:5-13
190:25-191:2
202:19- 203:20- eclylation.
203:25 FRE 602 {
/ - -
205:3-19
(completeness
/ designation)
207:8-14 Misleading
prejudicia ingiffs are
designafi Sifall
portiomQf festimo
~ A
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Page/Line Cite
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Defendants’ Objections and
Objections to Counter-
Designations

Defendants’
Cross-
Examination
Designations

Plaintiffs’ Objections
and Counter-
Designations

Defendants’ Responses to
Plaintiffs’ Objections and
Objections to Counter-
Designations

relating to Akure to
mislead the jury to believe
that deponent’s trip to
Akure was related to the
detention in Akure. As
the completeness
designations make clear,
the deponent’s trip to
Akure was related to
continued negotiations
with the Ilaje through the
Military Administrator.
FRE 401-403.

207:15-208:4
r{Completeness
designation)

208:5-6

Misleading an
prejudicial. Plaintiffs a
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that deponent’s trip to
Akure was related to the
detention in Akure. As
the completeness
designations make clear,
the deponent’s trip to
Akure was related to
continued negotiations
with the Ilaje through the
Military Administrator.
FRE 401-403.
| 208:7-13
{completeness
designation)
208:14-15
208:24-210:9
210:20-
211:17
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not responsive to the

question and should be

stricken. FRE 401-403.

211:18-212:10

212:15-20
223:10-21
223:23

(beginning at
“what”)-224:2

224:3-9
224:14
224:15-225:3 | 224:24-225;3{ Lagks L/
foundétiomny atiops
FRE 642.
N
291:17-21 Argumentativy and
-16-
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Defendants® Objections Plaintiffs” Responses to Defendants’ Plaintiffs’ Objections Defendants’ Responses to
and Counter-Designations | Defendants® Objections and Cross- and Counter- Plaintiffs’ Objections and
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Designations Designations Designations

testimony. Assumes facts
not in evidence that there
were regular
communications.
Irrelevant because
testimony relates to time
period after Parabe. FRE
401-403.

291:23

357:12-24

376:15
(starting with
“Do you™) -17

Deponent is speculating.
As the prior testimony
makes clearydeponent was

naira ransom was for
expenses of the takeover.
The trial testimony
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Cross-
Examination
Designations

Plaintiffs’ Objections
and Counter-
Designations

Defendants’ Responses to
Plaintiffs’ Objections and
Objections to Counter-
Designations

reflects that the CIC made
demands up te 100 million
naira, for far more than
expenses. FRE 401-403,
602.

376:19-21

Deponent is speculating.
prior testimony

reflects that the CIC made

demands up to 100 million
naira, for far more than
expenses. FRE 401-403,
602.

376:24-377:3

Deponent is speculating.
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"~ Objections to Counter-
Designations

Defendants’
Cross-
Examination
Designations

Plaintiffs’ Objections
and Counter-
Designations

- Defendants’ Responses to

Plaintiffs’ Objections and
Objections to Counter-
Designations

As the prior testimony
makes clear, deponent was
not 5<o_<on_ E h a

The Em_ testigiony
reflects that the CIC made
demands up to 100 million
naira, for far more than
expenses. FRE 401-403,
602,

Asked and answered,
argumentative. FRE 401-
403.

7

396:3
(starting with
“Did”) -17
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