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Jury Pool: Familiar with Technology

Generation Y 40%

(1980 onward)

Generation X 40%

(1965-80)

Remainder 20%
(pre-1965)

o
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Show the Evidence:

No Matter How Eloquently You Speak

85% of human
knowledge is absorbed
through the use of sight

i and McGrath, Techn Ily Sp k g Oral Communication
£i cienti nical Personn
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Visual Litigation:
A Picture is Worth 1000 Words
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Mixed Media = Better Retention

Retention After 3 Days

Telling 10%

Showing 20%

Show & Tell 65%

iss and McGrath, Technically Speaking: Oral Communication
for Engineers, Scientists and Technical Personnel.
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Shorter Trial, More Evidence

R Up to 3x - 4x
Quantity of
Evidence
30-50%
Reduction
Trial Time
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Trial Presentation
Doesn’t Look Flashy

Buyer’s Guide to

ANNUITIES

Annuity contra

niracts may be either indiv
ficd group of pe:

e fixed, variable, w.n.z-m!linummofbnrk. Dur Erlledrferw.l period of a fix
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tracts and, therefore, is general
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Trial Presentation:
Control Jurors’ Focus

Buyer's Guide to

ANNUITIES

WHAT IS AN ANNUITY?

© TYPES OF ANNUITY CONTRACTS

ANNUITY CONTRACT FEATURES

Your value in the contract consists of the premiums you have paid, less charges, plus interest credited. This value
is used to calculate the amount of most benefits that you will receive. Charges, interest and benefits are explained

below.

‘Some companies offer deposit fiind arrangements under the provisions of their life insurance policies or anmuity
contraets, These arrangements allow you to pay amounis, in addition to your premiums, which will be accumulated
At interest in much the same way as under a deferred fixed annuity contract. The balance of this Buyer's Guide
deals specifically with deferred fixed annuity contracts and, therefore, is generally applicable to deposit fund
arrangements also.

CONFIDENTIAL

Daf Exh No:A001 Pages
AEQU-SLO-ADP-061748
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| Presentation

Play Depo Video, View Exhibits

Q.

Okay. Thanks.

So is that your signature on the

bottom right-hand corner of the application?

A.
(0]
20052
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What Do Judges Say?

“| was trying cases when you got your felt pen out or
wrote on a blackboard. And now, of course, technology
exists, and I've tried some cases with a lot of in-
courtroom technology being used and it's very good, if
well done. But! It can be screwed up. If it collapses on
you, now you’ve a problem. Or if you can’t run it right,
you have a problem. But, if done right, you have a great
thing because juries are used to video presentations,
bits and pieces of information being sent at them. So |
think it works well, if done right.”

Hon. Joseph Huber, Santa Clara County Superior Court
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What Do Judges Say?

“Juries seem to love visuals, even if it's just jury
instructions. | see it more and more.”

Hon. Jerome E. Brock, Santa Clara County Superior Court.
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What Do Judges Say?

"l want you to know that you have had an opportunity by being
jurors on this case to participate in one of the most well-prepared, if
not the most well-prepared, cases that | have seen, that you have
been on the cutting edge as far as technology in the courtroom,
that you have had an opportunity to see a case presented by
people who clearly know what they're doing and how to do it. We
have some technology that | have not used in my courtroom before.
And we all had some concern about how is that going to work, and
it worked very, very well.*

Hon. Bonnie Sabraw (ret.), Alameda County Superior Court
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Trial Presentation

NOTICE TO PARTIES: THIS MARITAL PROPERTY AGREEMENT AFFECTS
IMPORTANT PROPERTY RIGHTS. YOU SHOULD SEEK INDEPENDENT LEGAL
COUNSEL BEFORE SIGNING THIS AGREEMENT.

MARITAL PROPERTY AGREEMENT

This Marital Property Agreement (this "Agrerment") is eutered into this 3 [ 4]~
day of March, 2004, hL'twaen FRA.NK MeCOURT ("FRANK") and JAMIE McCOURT
("JAMIE"), in the City of_Brgo blsive. , State of Moap ochupet s with reference to the
following facts:

L FRANK and JAMIE are contemplating moving to California and desire to
define their property rights #s California residents.

2. FRANK and JAMIE are presently married.

ER FRANK has disclosed to JAMIE that heho‘ldsdircn‘ylnd‘.sn’
beneficiary of trusts, substantial property interests and significant income from various sources,
inchoding, without limitation, his business and investment interests.

4, JAMIE has disclosed to FRANK that she holds directly and as a
beneficiary of trusts, substantial property interests and significant income from various sources,
including, without limitation, her business and iivestment interests.

FRANK has been advised to seck separate and independent counsel to
advise him nfhm rights and obligations under this Agreement.

6. JAMIE bas been advised to seek sspmw and independent counsel to
advise her of her rights and obligations under this Agreement.

7 For good and valuable consideration, including, without limitation, the
'mutual promises contained in this Agreement, the parties agree to define their respective rights in
the income, assets and liabilities and other property that each of them may have or may acquire,
The parties intend that, except ss may be expressly set forth in this Agreement, al property, real
and personal, currently owned by either of them shall be that party's separate property, and that
neither shall acquire any interest or right to any of the property of the other.

FRANK and JAMIE hunb} agree as follows:
1. Acquiring California Resldence
This Agreement shall become effective upon either or both of JAMIE and
K becoming residents of California and subject to California law with respect to the

FRANK'
division of their assets for any reason (the "Effective Time"). The rights of JAMIE AND
FRANK with respect to the propesty owned by either of them at the Effective Time or acquired

1500034

PETITIONER'S
TRIAL EXHIBIT

LITIGATION-TECH :
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Trial Presentation

9 Before Call to Jamie
. EXHIBIT A
—_—  FRANK'S SEPARATE PROPERTVASSETS oL AR S e
1. Bank Accounts - all accounts currently listed salely in Prank’s name.
2. Stocks, Bonds, Mutual Funds - all securities and securities accounts currently listed solely
in Frank’s name, g

3. Real Property/Corporations, Partnerships and LLCs - all real estate and other assets
owned by The McCourt-Broderick Limited Partnership directly or through subsidiary entitics
which Frank is the sole limited partner and the owner of 100% of the stock of the solc general
partuer The McCourt Company, Inc. Assets inchide (1) approximately 25 acres of land in the
Seaport District of Boston; (2) all assets of the Los Angeles Dodgers baseball awned hy Los
Angeles Dodgers LLC and (3) 2 2 of land located in Chavez Ravine, Los An,
Califomia. The total value of the property may exceed $730 million dolars.

4. Personal Property - personal jewelry and boats, clothing and vehicles as to which Frank is
the recard owner.

5. Liabilities - all liabilities related to the assets of McCourt-Broderick Limited Partocrship and

ies and all liabilities as to which Frank is the maker. The total liabilities references
may exceed 300 million dollars

PrIDOCSANmYy

LS00159

LITIGATION-TECH 2
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Trial Presentation

3/29 After Call to Jamie £+ v
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Trial Presentation

1. Bank Accounts - all acounts currently listed solely in Frank’s name,

2. Stacks, Bonds, Mutual Funds - all securifies and sechrities accounts currently listed solely
in Fraok's name exclusive of the following: Frank’s stock interest in The McCourt Company,
Inc. and his interest as.a limited partner of The McCouri-Broderiek Limited Partoership
("MBLP") including within this ceclosion all real estate tod other assets owned dircctly or
through subsidiary entitics by MBLP including without limitation (1) approximately 25 acres of
\and in the Sesport District of Boston, Massachusets; (2) all assets of the Los Angsles Dodgers
baschall team owned by Los Angeles Dodgers LLC and (3) 276 acxes of land localed in Chavez
Ravine, Los Angeles, California.

3. Personal Property - personal jewelry and clothing and beats &nd vehicles as to which Frank
s the pecord owner, :

4. Liabilities - all liabilities a3 to which Frank is the maker and as to which Jamie is not the
maler.

LITIGATION-TECH :
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Trial Presentation

3/31 "Massachusetts Version"

EXHIBIT A
FRANK'S SEPARATE PROFE

3 i jes accounts cumrently listed solely
in Frank’s name inclusive of the following: Frank’s stock interest in The McCourt Cémpany,
Inc. and his interest as a limited partner of The McCourt-Broderick Limited Partaership
("MBLP”) including all real estate and other assets owned directly or through subsidiary catities
by MBLP including without limitation (1) approximiately 25 acres of land in the Seaport District
of Boston, Massachusett '} all assets of the Los Dodgers baseball team owned by Los

Angeles Dodgers LLC and (3 acres of land Ic in Chavez Ravine, Los Angeles,
California.

. Personal Property - personal jer end clothing and boats and vehicles as to which Frank
he record owner.
4. Liabilities - all liabil as to which Frank

the maker and as to which Jamie is not the
malcer,

LITIGATION-TECH #
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Trial Presentation

3/31 "Massachusetts Version"
EXHIBIT A
FRANK'S SEPARATE PROPERTY ASSETS & LIABILITIES

1. Bonk Accounts - all accounts currently listed solely in Franks name.

2. Stocks, Bonds, Mutual Fands - all securities and securifies accounts curently listed solely
in Frank's name inclusive of the following: Frank's stock interest in The McCourt Company,
Ine. and his interest a3 a limited partner of The McCourt-Broderick Limited Partnership
(“MBLP”) including all real estate and other assets owned directly or through subsidiary éntities
by MBLP including without limitation (1) approximiately 25 acres of land in the Scaport District
of Boston, Massachusetts; (2) all assets of the Los Angeles Dodgers baseball team owned by Los
Angeles Dodgers LLC and (3) 276 acres of land located in Chavez Ravine, Los Angeles,
California.

3. Personal Property - personal jewelry and clothing and boats and vehicles as to which Frank
isthe record owner.

4. Liabilities - ll liabilities as to which Frank is the maker and as to which Jamie is not tha
maker,

LSO0009

3/31 and 4/14 "California.Version"

EXHIBIT A
FRANK'S SRPARATE PROPERTY ASSETS & LIABILITIES

1. Bank Accounts - all accounts currently listed solely in Frank's name,

2. Stocks, Bonds, Mutual Punds - all securit ly listed solely
in Fraok's name exclusive of the following: Frank's stock interest in The McCourt L‘nnpuy.
Inc. and his interest as.a limited partner of The McCouri-Broderiek Limited

('MBLP") including within this exclusion all real estats and other assets owned directly or
through subsidiary entitics by MBLP inchuding without limitation (1) approximately 25 actes of
land in the Sesport District of Boston, Massachusetts; (2) all assets of the Los. Angeles Dodgers
baschall team owned by Los Angeles Dodgers LLC and (3) 276 aces of land located in Chavez
mvnz.h:}\ny-lz.&hfeml.

3. Personal Property - personal jewelry and clothing and boats and vehitles as to which Frank

is the record owner.

4. Liabilities - all liabilities a5 i which Frank is the maker aod as to which Jamie is not the
‘maker. :

LITIGATION-TECH 2&%¢
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Trial Presentation

IT

EXHIBIT A
FRANK'S SEPARATE PROPERTY ASSETS & LIABILITIES

2. Stocks, Bonds, Mutnal Funds - all securities and securities accounts currently listed solely
in Frank's name exclusive of the following: Frank’s stock interest in The McCourt Company,
Inc. and his interest as.a limited e McCouri-Broderick Limited Partnership
("MBLP") including within this exclusion all and other assets owned directly or
through subsidiary entitics by MBLP including without limitation (1) approximately 25 acres of
land in the Seaport District of Boston, Massachusetts; (2) all assets Los Angeles Dodgers
baseball team owned by Los Angeles Dodgers LLC and (3) 276 acres of land located in Chavez
Ravine, Los Angeles, California, :
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Robert Blake Trial
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Robert Blake Trial
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I Police, Defense and Plainff Experts '
Agree on Point of Impact

BYsees A ASSOCIATES %
Kosavasi Mocnr B N

Trial Exzhibit 11, Braun drawing
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Police, Defense and Plaintiff Experts
Agree on Point of Impact

11 Trial Exhibit 11, Braun drawing
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Unmarked Crosswalk
Aerial View
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16 Trial Exhibit 97
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Trial Exhibit 106
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Police, Defense and Plaintiff Experts
Agree on Point of Impact

12 Trial Exhibit 103
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Police, Defense and Plaintiff Experts
Agree on Point of Impact
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13 Trial Exhibit 103
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Special Jury Instruction #6

i /
¢ = ' ’ F
You are instructed that, as a matter of law, an unmarked crosswalk exists at the

western edge of the intersection at Los Prados and Lago. However, it is for you to
determine whether Mr. Yao was walking within this unmarked crosswalk.

14 Special Jury Instruction #6, Trial Exhibit 103
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