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is aware, we have made combined objections where we have 

felt that the object.ion xnade by one party ia leqa11y 

sufficient to prevent. the of ferea doc.ument. from being 

offered int.o evidence. There is, cf course, the 

possibility here that. as we are separate pari:iea and 

separate defendants, separate objections might be mad.e. 

If, for example, Mr. Pz:icke.tt's position 

were to be well taken that if a parity produces in 

response t:o a discovery request a certain document., and 

no ot.her foundation is laid for that, and therefore it 

might be admissible against. t.he party in whose files it 

was or who produced it, that certainly cannot then be 

extended wit.bout further foundation 1:0 be admissible as 

to any other party in the t.ranaaction or .tn the 

1i.tigation. 

I point that out, ant! I don•t. t.hink it*• 

necessary that we go thl"ough all of that with each of 

ua maJd .. nq separate obj·ections on behalf of individual 

clients whom we represent. But it certainly raises tha1 ~ 

problem if one is qoinq t.o accept Mr. P ... ickett's view 

of the admissibility of evidence. 

THE COUR-Tt All ri9ht, 9entlemen. Thank 

you very much. I think perhaps X've in9ested enou9h 

argument here for t.he morning on these matter•. 
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