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Adams, et al v. USA

{“anecdotally”™} —
see objection below.
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‘Designations:

Designations:

35-14-31:6

31:4-6 demonstrates
that 30:13-31:6is
hearsay/no
foundation

20:13-31:6

Foundation,

Hearsay

103:24-
104:14

33:13-
34:22

33:19-25 Non-
responsive; 34:1-6
lacks foundations
regarding others’
thoughts or actions

112:16-113:3

35:24-36:2

133:11-14

40:6-44:4
~n

'

1%

Imgoin/

CinSldavea for

+viAin .

41:17 — 44:4 Lacks
foundation. Witness
is a toxicologist and
does not have
FIFRA regulatory
experience
sufficient to give his
views on what is or
is not required on
labels. To the extent
he purports to be
relating any
conversations with
EPA, it facks
foundation and is
hearsay. Relevance
outweighed by
prejudice. Relates to
a prior, smaller, Sid
Wing incident. In
addition to these
obiections,
testimony on pp-
147-153 isnon-

41:3-44:4

Foundation,

Hearsay

158:8-12
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:Pesignations

Uo.m_wﬁmﬂawm. to

responsive, lacks
foundation and
hearsay.

57:20-24

Lacks foundation;
witness has no
foundation in label
interpretation.

161:4-7

58:3-5

Same as above

161:18-163:4

SusTA N

SUSTAUN

62:7-18

Lacks foundation.
Witness testifies
no” he was not
involved, but then
gives answer for
which no
foundation has been
established.

195:4-19

SUSTAIN

102:1-
163:23

Relevance/Prejudice
or confusion
outweighs probative
value. Unrelated to
any issue in this
case.

131:16~
132:4

145:8-13
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{ "This objection

relates to all
designations
through 152:25.

Witness was an
ISDA toxicologist
and does not have
FIFRA regulatory
experience

sufficient to give his
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intiffs Cross: | .

9

Coun
Designations’ .“Designation

views on what is or
is not required on
labels. 145:16-23
Demonstrates that
witness has no
foundation, and that
key statement is
hearsay within
hearsay.

To the extent he
purports to be
relating any
conversations with
EPA, it lacks
foundation and is
hearsay. Relevance
outweighed by
prejudice. Relates to
a prior, smaller, Sid
Wing incident. In
addition 1o these
objections,
testimony on pp.
147-153 is non-
responsive, lacks
foundation and
hearsay.
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Plaintiffs”

This objection
relates to all
designations
through 152:25.
Witness was an
ISDA toxicologist
and does not have
FIFRA regulatory
experience
sufficient to give his
views on what is or
is not required on
labels. 145:16-23
Demonstrates that
witness has no
foundation, and that
key statement is
hearsay within
hearsay.

To the extent he
purpotis to be
relating any
conversations with
EPA, it lacks
foundation and is
hearsay. Relevance
outweighed by
prejudice. Relates to
a prior, smaller, Sid
Wing incident. In
addition to these
objections,
testimony on pp.
147-153 is non-
responsive, lacks
foundation and

hearsay.
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147:11-21 1 This objection
relates 1o all

Q pi designations

through 152:25.
% ..m\m\f - Witness was an
IRy J ISDA toxicologist
W # e j g | and does not have
+ m\u\wj V) FIFRA regulatory
. . experience
%w\y\m\ . sufficient to give his

views on what is or
is not required on
labels. 145:16-23
Demonstrates that
witness has no
foundation, and that
key statement is
hearsay within
hearsay.

To the extent he
purports to be
relating any
conversations with
EPA, it lacks
foundation and is
hearsay. Relevance
outweighed by
prejudice. Relates to
a prior, smaller, Sid
Wing incident. In
addition to these
objections,
testimonty on pp.
147-153 isnon~
responsive, lacks
foundation and

hearsay. % - - - . p S S
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Plaintitfs Cross

147:24-
149:1

This objection
relates to all
designations
through 152:25.
Witness was an
ISDA toxicologist
and does not have
FIFRA regulatory
experience
sufficient to give
views on what is or
is not required on
labels. In addition
1o these objections,
testimony on pp.
147-153 is non-
responsive, lacks
foundation and
hearsay.
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‘Plaintiffs

149:4-
152:25

This objection
relates to all
designations
through 152:25.
Witness was an
ISDA toxicologist
and does not have
FIFRA regulatory
experience
sufficient to give his
views on what is or
is not required on
labels. In addition
to these objections,
testimony on pp.
147-153 isnon-
responsive, lacks
foundation and

hearsay.

Frial Exhibits Designed by PuPont

Plaintiffs Objections to DuPont’s Designated Exhibits

USA’s Objections to DuPont’s Designated
Exhibits

756

757 (previously admitted)
40217 {previously admitted)
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