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Uﬁ.ﬂ.__mwim, Eu.:ﬂﬁ.mue_:mn:o:m w..»m.do.,-io..y_uam_m_m:nno:m ,. Uamm_anua Wmmucammm to Plaintiffs’ O_.._»n:.:-m and
Designations. - Lenn [T T \OEanﬂcE 3 no..:as..dmm_m:sagm

16:21-22 16:21-22, 16:25-17:1, 18:12-14, 18:17-23 — Lacks | Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
foundation, assumes facts not in evidence, calls for | and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
speculation, hearsay or double hearsay, irrelevant, | well as for why deponent took the next steps.

inflammatory and prejudicial under FRE 403.
There is no legitimate non-hearsay purpose for this
- testimony and no state of mind exception should
apply. Stapleton's name is never mentioned once in
Scott Davis' diary or deposition. His supervisor,
Hervey, is mentioned only once in the Davis
deposition and merely to identify him by position
(Davis Depo., 72:22-23) and is not mentioned in
the Davis diary at all. Stapleton was not a member
of the Crisis Management Team (Stapleton Depo.,
339:22-340:1). Though Hervey was, he was off
Rotation and had returned to the US when that team
made the decision to call in the GSF and therefore
did not contribute to that decision — in fact he
claims to have been taken by surprise by the
military strike (Hervey Depo., 123:1-12,
123:25-124:5). In sum, there is no evidence that
the cited - to testimony influenced the CNL Crisis
Management Team. Davis does not reference it in
his diary or deposition and did not so testify at
trial. Therefore, the "state of mind" of Stapleton
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'Objections to Counter-Designations

and Hervey, never communicated to Davis who
recommended to CNL management the decision to
send in the GSF on May 28, is irrelevant and highly -
prejudicial. Similarly, as there is no evidence that ,@1\\,
the purported facts contained in the cited-to I (2
testimony were ever communicated to the Crisis
Management Team and Davis, they are irrelevant ™ k\%ﬂ/
to that body's state of mind as well. This objection

will hereafter be referred to as Plaintiffs’ &S\/
Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Management Team O/
State of Mind Objection. 1

Furthermore, the particular testimony at issue is
double hearsay or possibly worse, as Mr. Hervey
was not on the platform and there is no indication of
the original source of the statement. Thus it cannot
be evidence of anyone’s statc of mind other than the
deponent, nor can the jury evaluate the
reasonableness of deponent’s conclusions. And as
argued above, the deponent’s conclusions are
irrelevant except to the extent that they were
communicated to and relied upon by Scott Davis
and CNL management.
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| ___%__ ot ,u.._m”,aw.m”i_um,s_,.i__Ga.ll#mn-._u_mw“munnmenm_

: _.u..nww:mw:mm... Wm_mugmmm.ncﬂ m..._wmnmwwmu O.E.ona.o:.m and
-+ [‘Objections to Counter-Designations

.wa_o_ﬁm foundation, assumes facts not in evidence,
speculation, hearsay, prejudicial. See Plaintiffs'
Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Management Team

State of Mind Objection.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

17:7 Irrelevant. There is no evidence that Mr. Stapleton | Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
had any firsthand knowledge of events on the and the state of mind of CNL crisis management tcam, as
barge, nor is there any eyidence that this well as for why deponent took the next steps.
communication was pagsed gn to CNL decision

17:10-11 Irrelevant. Thergidyio exidehyg that Mr, Stapleton | Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
or Mr. Hervey had any firgthand knowledge of and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
events on the Barge /nor is there any evidence that | well as for why deponent took the next steps.
this communicatien was passed on to CNL decision
makers. See Plaintiffs' Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis
Management Team State of Mind Objection.

17:17-19

_
18:12-14 Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as

/

n_
Lacks foundatiop--sally fox hgarsay. See Plaintifts’
Hervey/Stapletor & wu isis agement Team
: / Sy
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| Ummﬁ__.ﬁ_uimw.

nda i w_wm{nnmm,,.. Owu.owm”clw _wrm“_&w:_lwmnudmmmmunnwmm um?__asim Wom_::.mmm to Plaintiffs’ Obj on:.:_m M.:a
Designations | . oo e PEEE O_amn:o:m to Oo::.no_...wam-m._n:oum
[ State of Mind O.e..m.omo.s. So: as »,2 EE\ amvo:msﬂ Hoow the :92 mﬁ_um
18:17-23 Lacks foundation, hearsay. See Plaintiffs' Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Management Team and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
State of Mind Oc__@oﬁow\J \ well as for why deponent took the next steps.
18:25-19:3 Lacks foundation, he sAY gﬂﬁﬁm_ Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
i nagement Team and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.
20:5-6 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
20:10-12 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
21:3-5 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
21:15-17 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
21:20-23

22:3 starting
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\)\J |
VL/ /N

gement Team State of Mind Objection.

U&.muaw-:mu EE—EQW OESSEE E:m Oo:ﬁm-..u.wm_n:s:o:m ”Um?:nn:am Hﬁmmm::.mmm 8 EE::E,_ Objections »:n
Designations . , _ MOE%:E; to Oo._:aﬁ.-cnm-mumream
with “Do” — 7
22:22-23 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
23:1-9 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
23:12 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
23:14-15 See Plaintiffs' Hervey/Sgapletgn & Crisis Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Management Team Syt of\Wi bjection, and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as

\/ well as for why deponent took the next steps.

A m — _
23:18 mm Plaintiffs' Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

24:3-8

|

24:3-8, 24:13-15, 24:18-19, 28:24-29:8, 29:12-14,
29:17-20 -- See Plaintiffs' Hervey/Stapleton &
Crisis Management Team State of Mind Objection.

This testimony is particularly inflammatory and
unfairly prejudicial, and its probative value is slight
at best. There is no evidence that the awareness of

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.
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this alleged beating influenced the CNL crisis
management team in their decision to call in the
military at Parabe. Scott Davis does not mention
violence against any CNL employees as a reason
for going into Parabe (Davis Depo, 233:12-239:9),
nor does he mention this fact at all in his entire
deposition. Randall Hervey does not mention
discussing this fact with the Emergency
Management Team, either. Thus Stapleton’s
possible awareness of this contention has no
bearing on the “state of mind” of the CNL crisis
management team.
24:13-15 See Plaintffts' Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
ent Team State of Mind Objection and and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
iffs’ objections to 24:3-8. well as for why deponent took the next steps.
24:18-19 Q.O/m\moo Plaintiffs' Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Management Team State of Mind Objection and and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
Plaintiffs’ objections to 24:3-8. well as for why deponent took the next steps.
26:10-11 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
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EmEE_.w% Ov._oasoum m:n Oc:iﬁ...d%—mﬂﬁ-onm Unmnumuau, zawwcnmmm 8 E»Eﬁ.ﬁw, Obj mnﬂca E—a
: : 3L : Oanﬂoum 8 nc.::o....cam.m:n:gm
26:14-19 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
26:23-27:1
Z
27:4-6 Hearsay — nomﬂobooé%ﬁ rWB“wm%\.
(L AN
27:8-10
27:13-18
27:21-22
28:1-4
28:7-9 Prejudicial and rommmm&s er” is based on
hearsay report of facts at cm FRK 403.
28:13-14 Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
28:17-21 Hearsay as to whether m«.m/i@:m\% “appraised” | Not hearsay. Deponent is testifying to what he did.
)
N
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. 1. H._»Ea.mmu .O.u.m.an_noum w.la .ﬁw#.u_ﬁmeUa.m.mmamﬁmo:m

Uammmmuam, Wammcnmam to: Es:ﬁﬁm Objections mun
Ow._an:c:m to Oc..:am..-com.m:sﬁc:m

28:24-29:8 See Plaintiffs' Io?o%\m#%_oﬁo Crisis
Management Team State ind Pbjection and
Plaintiffs’ objectiongto

403 prejudice for Simetn beating reference.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

29:12-14 See Plaintiffs’ Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis
Management Team State of Mind Objection and

Plaintiffs” objections to 24:
403 prejudice for mE._oV/H tinl refétence.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

29:17-20 See Plaintiffs’ Hervey cton & Crisis
Management Tea m§ of Wlind Objection and
Plaintiffs’ objectio 24:3-8

403 prejudice for Simeon beating reference.

pd

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

30:4-16 403 prejudice as to-~yigilapce”

O

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.
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_ Umwgnﬂ___,nm_

Management Team State of Mind Objection

FRE 403 — extreme

This statement d: t fall under any of the state
of mind exceptions)\like ®cited utterance, because
the deponent s "peaceful” when he
told deponent this.(259:7-10).> Furthermore,
defendants hadh€ opportunity to introduce
evidence from the actual proponent of this
statement, Steve Peace, but they failed to do so
because that was not his testimony. This is an

? .,..H,.u_&-.:_mwm.m.w@Eccﬂ@i.&.& n@=lmwn.5ommmlawMo:w... Ua?ﬁ@nim wmmwozuam to E»E:ﬁ.% O_u,_onn_cnm n:g
Designations .| . oo E B OEmnao:m to Oo:ﬁm—.._u@mum:m:cum

30:25-31:4

31:9

31:12-17

32:19-20 Calls for hearsay. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

32:23-33:4 See Plaintiffs’ Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

10
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U&.n:as__:m,.u ) L _”Eu_anmw OEaQ_e:m E:— Oc::.w...Uou_munﬂeE Um?_au_im._ Wamﬁesm% to E”.Esmw OE&QEE nE_
Designations. . |, OES».E; S.Ocunau.._u_om__mnw:o:m
:B?.ovm_.. ._umo.wao.oﬁ. mﬁmBE to find mo_.dmo:.o else to
provide testimony that Mr. Peace would not give
himself.
33:19-21 Hearsay. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
: and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
@ well as for why deponent took the next steps.
34:2-4 See Plaintiffs’ Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Management Team State of Mind Objection and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as

well as for why deponent took the next steps.
Furthermore, defendants had the opportunity to
introduce evidence from the proponent of
this statement, Steve Peagg,(but th m:_oa to do so
because that was not his tesy i
improper backdoor attempt t omeone clse to
provide testimony t . Peace\would not give
firsthand. Given thery is noeviignce that these
statements were religd ofi, and their supposed
proponent does not himself claim that he said them,
their probative value is grossly outweighed by their
unfair prejudicial effect.

11
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Umwanmw_:mmw
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. _m_m.__wmlmww%_Q—.:.mone,__u_m H_:,—, ﬂc.:.:m...._.uommm:»me:m, ,..u.u,mwmrm_na% Wmmm.e:mmm to m....&.-&.mwm, Objections and

Objections to-Counter-Designations

34:21-23

Calls for hearsay.

35:1-3

See Plaintiffs’ Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis
Management Team Statg ind Objection

military. Hervey h ly recalls very general
Emondmmow\m t the\gonduxt of the Ilaje on the
barge, and hg'doe} not Ypecify\{ it was the
depomnent, Abel Ogpuro,\or Mike Braddock who
told him any siveH piece of information.
Therefore, what Stapleton may have told Hervey is
irrelevant and clearly more prejudicial than
probative.

45:13-16

45:13-16, 45:21, 45:23, 45:25, 46:2, 46:4-6,
46:10-11, 46:13, 46:15-17, 46:20, 46:22-23,
47:1-4,47:8-13, 47:18-20, 47:23, 47:25-48:3,
49:2-4, 49:6-8, 49:11-13, 49:11-13, 49:17-19,
49:21-23, 50:2-4, 50:6-7 — Hearsay, irrelevant.
George the electrician is not available to assess
whether his ability to translate meets applicable

12
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. U.omﬁ:,.a ants’
Designations

- __H...-.&.-.___nwmm_N._.Om_._aon_oum__wm,_n_oﬁ...win?_.unwmm:wna_.m

meﬂ_auim womwczmmm 3 5»:.:@% Ov._oa:c:m and
OEon:o..m 3 Oc_.io...cam.m:»:c:m _

Lo

standards.

See also Plaintiffs’ Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis
Management Team State of Mind Objection.

45:21 Irrelevant. See plaintiffs’ objections to 45:13-16. V@Of\c\ «AM(C{
45:23 Irrelevant. See plaintiffs’ objections to 45:13-16. v%\( 1@} \/ﬁv
- y Y N Al
45:25 Irrelevant. See Em::_mmmu objections to 45:13-16. ?
46:2 Irrelevant. mao SE,J @Nnaosm to 45:13-16.
46:4-6. Irrelevant. See plaintiffs? objections to 45:13-16.
46:10-11 Hn.m_gm .H See E.,Jz s’ oc._no:osm to 45:13-16.
46:13 Irrelevant\See plgintiffs’ objections to 45:13-16.
46:15-17 Irrelevant. See plaintiffs’ objections to 45:13-16.

13
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Umwgn_wimu.
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46:20 Irrelevant. See plaintiffs’ objections to 45:13-16. \'

46:22-23 Irrelevant, hearsay. See pbjection to 45:13-18. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but w.g,
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

47:1-4 Irrelevant, hearsay. Secd objection to 45:13-18. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

47:8-13 Irrelevant, hearsay. Seg¢ objec o:gfu 18. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

47:18-20 Irrelevant, hearsay. Se o_u_ tion to 45:13-18. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

47:23 Irrelevant, hearsay. See objection to 45:13-18. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

14
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r

Defendants’
Designations.

EsEﬁﬁmwOEwoﬂcnuw ”n .Ow..::m...u.mmm.u._s:enm |

.Ummm.:,_w.ba.., Wmmm.ou.mm.m.a Plaintiffs’ .OE.»&E.-W and
Objections to Counter-Designations -

47:25-48:3

Irrelevant, hearsay. Sed objection to 45:13-18.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asscrted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management fcam, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

48:6-7

Irrelevant, hearsay. Seq objection to 45:13-18.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
%: as for why deponent took the next steps.

49:2-4

Irrelevant, hearsay. Seejobjecti 13-18.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

49:6-8

Irrelevant, hearsay. See E.oo:os/mrkmum-_m.

\

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

49:11-13

Irrelevant, hearsiyy. See oljjection to 45:13-18.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

49:17-19

Irrelevant, hearsay. Sec gomg to 45:13-18.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as

15
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Defondants

» | Plaintiffs’ Objections and Counter-Designations |
_ S N i M.M_HOEmﬁE:m 8 Oo:uaw.dom_ms»:e:m

‘Um?:asa_,.m W»muc-_mom to. —u_n_i_n.m O_:mnﬁosm and

|

sﬁ: as for 23\ am@osczﬁ Hoow .&o u@a steps.

49:21-23

Irrelevant, hearsay. Seg objection to 45:13-18.

,_,Em statement is vm:.ao larly inffamatory. There

that the Ilaje protesters were drinking
and the deponent proviges no E&, At
George the electrician j Emma

iepedaléhe heard

as sounding drunk. Hvﬁ.a is ng way thef-ayury

could assess the reason

bleness\of the deponent in

relying on and reactingjto this judgment.

feted for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

50:2-4

Irrelevant, hearsay. Sed objection to 45:13-13.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

50:6-7

Irrelevant, hears

See dbjection to 45:13-18.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

50:17-22

See Plaintiffs' Hervey/ mVL_mS= & Crisis

16
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| ”H._Em...mmwmu Ofa._na“ngmusl_n” Oc.r=ﬂma.u.mwmm=nme=m..

‘Objections to Counter-Desighations

_ Umm&.auiﬂ Responses .a..u.“.w_s.m:awmm. Objections and

gm:mmo.s,_oﬁ Teany State of Mind jection

\ S\

50:24

See Plaintiffs' Hegvey/Stapleton|& _mﬁw
Management Team\Sthte of Misid Objection

53:1 starting
with “Did” - 2

53:5-6
A\.ll..l,.l}
53:19-22 Calls for hearsay. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Msm\ the state of mind of CNL crisis management te
D\ well as for why deponent took the next steps.
~
53:24 53:24, 54:1-2, 54: L, 34:14-P1, A%%”wu Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

55:5-7, 55:13-18, 55:31-34, 56;2-

eton & Crisis

See Plaintiffs' Hervey/St

well as for why deponent took the next steps.

and the state of mind of CNL crisis management tcam, as
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_Defendants’ . | Plaintiffs’ Objections and Counter-Designations | Defendants’ Responses to Plaintiffs’ Objections and
Designations [ oo ... | Objections to Counter-Designations o
Management Team Statp of Mind Objection
At trial, no evidence was introduced from Steve
Peace’s own deposition] indicating that he had ever
observed or seen these things. Given that there is
no evidence that the crifis managgfmint tcam cver
heard these statements from Steve Peace, lgtalone
relied upon them, and their supp roponent did
not testify as to them, this isgn i er backdoor
attempt to find someong else fo'pryvide\testimony
that Mr. Peace would npt give hjmsgIf.
54:1-2 Hearsay, irrelevant, prejudicial. See Plaintiffs' Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Crijis Management Team and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
State of Mind Objectionjand plaintifts’ objection to | well as for why deponent took the next steps.
53:24.
54:5-12 Hearsay, irrelevant, prejudicial. See Plaintifts’ Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Cyisig Management Team and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
State of Mind Objection and plaintiffs® objection to | well as for why deponent took the next steps.
53:24.
Given that there is no evidence that the crisis
management team ever heard these statements from
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Defendants’
Designations

EE:E,?“ Ov_an:esm .u;am”Qc_.:.,,m...p—u.mmmwlume:m _ ndan
PR Vg L T | Objections to Counter-Designations

Defendants’ Responses to Plaintiffs’ OE&&?E and

Steve Peace, let alone relied ypon them, and their

supposed proponent did not tpstify as to them, this
is an improper backdoor attempt to find someone
else to provide testimony that Mr. Peace would not
give himself.

54:14-21 Hearsay, irrelevant, prejudigial. Sec V»Aomoaa for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Managem! and the state of mind of CNL crisis management teamn, as
State of Mind Objection and plaintiffst ol well as for why deponent took the next steps.
53:24.
Given that there is no evidence that the cnigis
management team ever heand thesg gtatements from
Steve Peace, letalone relied upon them, and their
supposed proponent did notltestify as to them, this
is an improper backdoor att¢mpt to find someone
else to provide testimony that Mr. Peace would not
give himself.
54:25-55:2 Calls for hearsay. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

and the state of mind of CNL crisis management {cam, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.
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| Ummmﬁmuiw__._
Designations

P ,.,.H,.v.,_..ﬂi:ﬁm. Oc._mnﬁa_-m mwm.d@{ﬁo.....—uo%numao:m._ ___Ummmun_nanmu Wmm_::.mmm to Es::-m.m Objections »:a

S M_Oa._one::-w to Gc..:_”m-..umm-mnsﬁcsm

55:5-7

Calls for hearsay

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

55:13 starting
with “He” — 18

53:24.

This is the only place in any of the evidende

statements from Steye Pegee, let alone relied upon
them, and their suppgsed proponent did not testify
as to them, this is an iiproper backdoor attempt to
find someone else to provide testimony that Mr.
Peace would not give hirgself.

Hearsay, irrelevant, prejudfcial. See Plaintiffs’ Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis{Management Team and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
State of Mind Objection and plaintifts” objection to | well as for why deponent took the next steps.

55:21-24

Calls for hearsay.

Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
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(Counter-Designations in italicized text)
Deposition August 8-9, 2005
Defend: 1 ”W_wmnnﬂmw,_m.u&nmﬁ@?mmw:..n.. Q@{ionybamﬁiaorw. .wmdmwanauua Womccumam 8 Es::_m.m Objections and
Designations |~ o o e non e _MUOEmnEEm 3 Oc—.:nm-,-Umm_mnsnca
Sm: as for Sr% aovonoi Hoow the next steps.
56:2-6 Hearsay, irrelevant, prgjudicial. See Plaintiffs’ Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Cgisis Management Team and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
State of Mind Objectioh and plaintiffs’ gbjection to | well as for why deponent took the next steps.
53:24.
This 1s the only place ih any of idegnce
adduced at trial where this sort f tegtimony is
given; it is also highly suspect thatdt issnly offered
as thirdhand {nformation instead of through its
original propopent. Given that there is no evidence
that the crisis management team ever heard these
statements from Sgve Peace, let alone relied upon
them, and their supposed proponent did not testify
as to them, this is an tapyoper backdoor attempt to
find someone else to proyide testimony that Mr.
Peace would not give himself.
56:14-16
56:24-25
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Uﬁ.ﬁ.awim

_ EE:&Q% Objections &-m Oc:...u.qm...__um.mmm:nmc:m
Umm_m_-ﬁ_ouu;. o L _ SR

| Umma_:_n:au. Wmmm.ezmom 8 Es::_m.m O_:mn:c-.m E:_

OEmgcum to Oo._:nm...cnm_m:m:esm

57:3-10 Calls for hearsay, irrelevant, unduly prejudicial. Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
well as for why deponent took the next steps.

57:13-17 57:13-17, 58:19-22, 58:25-59:1, 59:4-10, 59:12-15: | Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice

See Plaintiffs’ Hervey/StApléfon & O:m_m and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
Management Team Statg of tion well as for why deponent took the next steps.
Neither Scott Davis dpr Randall H¢rvey mentions
any of these calls in their tsstimony
Double hearéay, irrelevaqt, inffgmmatory and
prejudicial. These statements are probative of
nothing, and th serve no other purpose than
to unfairty prejudice the jury. Hearsay, irrelevant,
unduly prejudicial. See plaintiffs’ objections to
57:3-10.
58:19-22 Irrelevant, sce Plaintiffs' H Crisis | Witness is testifying about what he did.
Management Team Statc of Mj jeefion. See
plaintiffs’ objections to 57:13
P
58:25-59:1 Irrelevant, see Emm“smm, m?muvrmﬁyw_mﬁos & Crisis | Witness is testifying about what he did.

Management Team Staté of Mind Objection. See
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Defendants’
Designations

: _u_n:.:m.m, O_u,_man_cummna Oe:ﬁ.ﬁmwlvmﬂw:»ao:m

_Uoﬂazau_mau Responses to Plaintiffs’ Objections and

Objections to Counter-Designations

plaintiffs’ o_u&ooao:m to 57:13-17.

59:4-10 Irrelevant, sde Plaintiffs' Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis | Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Management Team State of Mind Objection. Sec | and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
plaintiffs’ objection to 53:24. well as for why deponent took the next steps.

59:12-15 Irrelevant, see Plaintiffs' Heryey/Stapleton & Crisis | Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Managemen Team State of Mi bjection. See | and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
plaintiffs’ objection to 53:24. well as for why deponent took the next steps.

60:10-11 Irrelevant, sce Plaintiffs" ey/ on & Crisis
Management Team State ind\{Objection. See
plaintiffs’ objeciions to 57:13-{7.

60:14-16 Irrelevant, see Playntiffs’ HerveyAStapleton & Crisis
Management Tearh State of Mind Objection. See
plaintiffs’ objgctions to 57:13-17.

60:19-22

60:25-61:3 Irrelevant, see Plainti§fs' Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis

Management Team Stite of Mind Objection. Sce
X
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“_U_owgmwummw _ ___w.”w_msgm_,__o_uunwnncia and .omﬁww.ﬂ%ﬁﬁ»aog_..,,..”_.u”m.wwﬂ....nmquw. Wmm_uozmm_m_wno E&_n:ﬂ% __OE.memo:m and
__U_om_mm_“__u_ncaum e T e SRR _ ,...OEonngm? Oe:ﬂ.ﬁnrbowmm.ﬁ:e_:_n o

plaintiffs’ objections to 5/:13-17. Scott Davis does
not mention these staterents in his depositions, or
at trial. There is no evidence that they influenced
the “state of mind” pffthe CNL crisis management

team.
61:6-13 61:9-13 - Trrelevant, see Plaintiffs' Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Crisis Management Team and the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as

State of Mind Objedtion. See plaintiffs’ objections | well as for why deponent took the next steps.
to 57:13-17. Scott Davis does not mention these

statements in his depdsitions, or at trial. Therg isno
evidence that they influenced the “sta@dof prind” of

A\

the CNL crisis managgment EEA
ud
&

61:15-20 Hearsay, irrelevant, undluly phej E%R_mésr Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
see Plaintiffs' Hervey/Stapl risi and the state of mind of CNL crisis management tecam, as
eam State of Mind Objection. See | well as for why deponent took the next steps.
plaintiffs’ objections to{57:13-17. Furthermore,
Scott Davis does ms} mention these statements in
his depositions, or at¥ial. There is no evidence that
they influenced the “styte of mind” of the CNL
crisis management team:
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(Counter-Designations in italicized text)
Deposition August 8-9, 2005

statements to him — told him as a reason for calling
in the military. (Davis D§po., 233:12-242:23)
Hearsay, lacks foundation.

Ummm-.._,nwimwm.w Es::_m.% @Eweﬁou and Counter-Designations Um?ﬁ@»iw Responses o En::&.m OEon:c:m maa
Designations |7 o S _ O_anﬁ_c:m to Oc::ﬁ-..b%.m..ﬁ-oﬁ S

61:22-24 Irrelevant, calls for ?‘hmammu\.

62:1-5 Irrelevant, calls for hearsay. Not hearsay. Declarative statement. Also not offered for the
truth of the matter asserted but for notice and the state of
mind of CNL crisis management team, as well as for why
deponent took the next steps.

62:8-16 L Nof hearsay. Declarative statement. Also not offered for the

truth of the matter asserted but for notice and the state of
mind of CNL crisis management team, as well as for why
deponent took the next steps.
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__umw_m.[mwi%

) o ”u..w_n.m...&mmm., O_u_a._oo.a.?:ws_._mw__ _O_._ur__l_q_m.“LUmmmm=n»wc=m
Designations | oo - _

Ummo.:_mim Wmmm::_mmm 8 EEE_E OEQ&S_@ and
O_u,_ancenm to nc_.:ﬁﬁrcam_m:sﬁosw

62:19 Irrelevant. See Plaintiffs] Herviy taj _oﬁom Not hearsay. Declarative statement. Also not offered for the
Crisis Management Team State §f jection | truth of the matter asserted but for notice and the state of
and plaintiffs’ objections to62:8- m mind of CNL crisis management team, as well as for why

deponent took the next steps.

108:1-8

114:8-13

114:16-18

116:2-4

118:2-4 Irrelevant. Extrinsic evidence not allowed for Rebuttal to plaintiffs’ testimony sponsored at trial by witness

ending with
“testimony.”

impeachment on oozm:o_, 1 mitters.

Abel Ogboru.

118:9-11 Irrelevant. Exirinsi \dencg not m:oéom for Rebuttal to plaintiffs’ testimony sponsored at trial by witness
impeachement :ﬁ al mytters. Abel Ogboru.
118:14-18 Irrelevant. mﬁ::m_o evidence soﬂ allowed for Rebuttal to plaintiffs’ testimony sponsored at trial by witness
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,waw.ﬂﬂurwm, .!»?&m% O.Em.oﬂm_o,...w..ﬂmmH”@a{mﬁ.n...uﬂmm.mm:mm.cim U&.ﬁausﬁ Wmm_uc.-mwm 8 w—u::_mw OEmo:oum and
Designations . e T e OEonEEm to. Oo—.im-.-umu_n:aagm
,m?_ﬁmmo.wami on mo:.mﬁmam._ B.w:.w%. - | - Eum_ Omwo_.:.
204:20-21
204:23-205:3
295:14-20

295:14-17 — Lack of foyndation) calls for
speculation on m; nyt\n dgponent’s personal
knowledge. nﬁm )

295:23-296:22

297:7-14

298:18-299:9

300:12-301:22

Irrelevant, prejudicial. See Plaintiffs' Not offered for the truth of the matter asserted but for notice
Hervey/Stapleton & Crjsis Magagement Team Lafid the state of mind of CNL crisis management team, as
State of Mind Objection\Hearsay, irrelevant, well as for why deponent took the next steps.

unduly prejudiefal,

Randall Hervey ot speci
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,Ummmua»n.ﬁ,mw .
Designations

.. Es::_m.% .O.,,E.mm:m._._i“m_._m.____nc.:__ﬂm_...cnmmwummclw”

__U.awm.-,nu__.:m. w_m%ozmmw_?m Plaintiffs’ Objections and
‘Objections to Counter-Designations R

this information from Stapleton, and he does not
say that he passed on thigiaformation to Scott
Davis or discussed itin 18 manggement team
meeting. Scott Davis’ fdstivaohy gi¥es no evidence
that he thought Ogbuio
Escravos in order tq resgve StmYon. This is just
another prejudicial attémpttq lintroduce hearsay on
an incident about which no one is prepared to
testify firsthand.

¥
Irrelevant. Extrinsic epiddpce notallowed for
impeachment o1 collateral thatters.

302:7-18 )
328:24-329:2 Irrelevant. Extriniic evidence W.aoﬂ\mcda for Rebuttal to plaintiffs’ testimony sponsored at trial by witness
impeachment ¢n colateral Ts. Abel Ogboru.
[ o,
329:4-9 Rebuttal to plaintiffs’ testimony sponsored at trial by witness

Abel Ogboru.
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