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HR. GONZALEA: i suhrnj"t it doe*, "Tuage"

There was a key argument Ms. Baum was the

mcving fcrce for the deiay in this cause. And

che Court co*sidered chat in making a

oet.ermination t.hac she should have her

pieadings stricker"r oY dismiFsed.

MR. KARR; There's no motion to strike

pieadings, Your lloncr.

?HE COURT: I undersLana tnat' Well' The

att,srr:ey earl,ier was pretLy clear I thoughl

that she ai-ri not oirect him on itow t.o serve

eayb*dy, And y*r: rv-an? her Lo testify

*c::siseent with that?

HR. GONZALEZ: Yes, sir, I chink she <ird.

TliE COIIfi.T; I thi-nk she has . We'we kind

of c$r.ered that, ri-ght?

IitR, KARR.; I don',t thiak Lhatrs faccuall-y

in *i-spute Loday.

MR" GCIIiiz.aI,su: ,Jrldge, I h.ave no f,urther

que*tio::.s of Ms" Ba*m"

$tS. BAfX.{; 'four Honor?

?I{E COURf : l{ang on a second, ma'am. D<:

you hawe any crCIss examinatioa?

MR. tsARR.: I do, Your Honor-

a??t 6n!n# - ft^ ..n'r t- -rr-.s:.* r-.r.rr...': Do you havg a question for me,
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