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THE COURT: Good morning.
Please be seated.
THE CLERK: Case on trial continued, People versus

Donald J. Trump.
Appearances, please.

Starting with the People.

MR. STEINGLASS: Good morning, your Honor.

For the People, ADA Josh Steinglass, Susan

Hoffinger, Matthew Colangelo, Christopher Conroy,

Mangold and Katherine Ellis.

MR. BOVE: Good morning.

left.

Becky

Emi1l Bove for President Trump, who 1s seated to my

And I have with me Todd Blanche, Susan Necheles and

Gedalia Stern.

THE COURT: Good morrning.

Would you like to go over what transpired

yesterday?

Do we need to do that, Mr. Bove? Just the email

exchanges that took place yesterday?

MR. BOVE: With respect to the exhibits,
Honor?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. BOVE:

L]

your

SO we received, your Honor, an email

regarding the embedded hearsay i1ssue that we raised during

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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Tuesday's proceedings.

And, as I understood 1t, basically agreelng 1n
principle with the defense objection to the concept that a
record that 1s authenticated at the first level for -- as a

business record may still present additional embedded

hearsay 1ssues within the record.

Following that email, at the Court's direction, we
conferred with the Government regarding our pending
objections, many of which we had sent on Monday night coming
1into those proceedings.

And we clarified some of them based on your Honor's

guidance.
We received some feedback from the Government, and
I think that the conferral process was helpful.

There still are some objections that we have on

that secondary level of hearsay, and I'm prepared to walk

through those whenever we have the time, given the jury.

THE COURT: Are we able to start proceedings today
with the jury, and going through, then perhaps we can break
at some polnt and deal with this?

MR. STEINGLASS: I think so, Judge.

Because I think that in the first hour or two of
testimony there 1s only one document that was flagged by
counsel that may arise.

And 1t's a document that we agree, that there 1s a

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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line that they think should not be coming 1n for the truth
that we agree; so I don't think that there 1s any impediment

to starting.

MR. BOVE:

L]

I think that we're talking about

People's Exhibit 161, which 1s an invoice that was offered
through Mr. Pecker's testimony on Tuesday.

It's an i1nvoice 1ndicating —-- from Investor
Advisory Services, and the 1ssue that we have with that

particular exhibit --

THE COURT: Could that wait until later?

MR.:. BOVE:

L]

I would like to raise 1t now just
because we don't think that i1t's enough to just have the
Judge 1nstruct the jury that the factual assertion we are
talking about 1s not being offered for the truth.
Our position 1s that a redaction 1s necessary.
And 1f I could just put 1nto the record what the

factual assertion 1s from the i1nvoilce.

THE COURT: If I could just 1nterrupt you for one
second.
But this won't come up for another hour or two?

MR. STEINGLASS: I think that that's about right.

And we can always —-- I could always let you know 1f
1t's going to come up.
I do feel that the goal posts are being moved,

because what they asked for yvesterday was to ask for us to

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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agree that i1it's not being offered for the truth, and now

they are asking for a redaction.

1TH

opportunity

1

EE. COURT: All right. You both will have the

to be heard.

I don't want to the keep the jury waiting.

o0

1f we can deal with this during the break

perhaps, I would like to do that.

MR.

I'H

BOVE: Understood.

EE COURT: 1Is there anything that you would like

to say regarding the two exhibits that were received on

Tuesday?

MR.

BOVE :

L]

No, your Honor. We understand the

Court's rulings.

1TH

E COURT: All right.

Very well.

Let's get Mr. Pecker, please.

MR.

L'Hl

MR

STEINGLASS: Oh, I'm sorry, Judge.

COURT: Yes?

L]

STEINGLASS: May we have one minute to put

something on the record?

dNE

MR.

MR.

MR.

L]

OLIRET ¢ 165 .
CONROY: Good morning.

STEINGLASS: Mr. Conroy will do that.

CONROY: Thank you, Judge.

Thank you very much.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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I have here, and I am golng to hand up to the
Court, another proposed Order to Show Cause that we're
asking the Court to sign with another affirmation.

If I may just have a minute or two to just quickly
go through what's contained i1n there.

Judge, I'm sorry, could I just also hand up a thumb
drive.

This has full copies of some video clips that we
have transcribed in the affirmation.

(Handed. )

* % * Kk * Kk

MR. CONROY: We are asking the Court to sign this
Order to Show Cause to hold the defendant i1n contempt of
this Court's April 1lst order -- the Order that has been at
1ssue previously 1n this case -- for submitting four
violations 1n the last three days:

One on April 22nd. That wviolation was right
outside the door to this courtroom 1n one of the defendant's
press —-- whatever they are —-- conferences that he holds on
his way 1n and out of court in the area that's set up for
that purpose outside of the door.

And what he said right after Court on the 22nd

was: "But they call the payments to a lawyer a legal
expense 1n the books."

"They didn't call it construction. They didn't say

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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they are building a building."

"They called 1t a payment to a lawyer because, you
know, Cohen 1s a lawyer representing a lot of people over
the years."

"I'm not the only one."

"And wasn't very good 1n a lot of ways 1n terms of

hlis representation, but he represented a lot of people.”

"But he puts i1n an i1nvoice or whatever, a bill, and

they pay and they call i1t a legal expense."

"I got 1ndicted for that."

And then later -- this was about a nine-minute
event outside —-- a few minutes later the defendant went
on: "And when they are going to look at all of the 1lies

that Cohen did 1n the last trial, he got caught lying in the
last trial, so he got caught lying, pure lying, and when are
they going to look at that.”

That same night on a news program the defendant
called in and said the following, 1n the course of about a
20-minute i1nterview, and this 1s the second violation we are

asking the Court to consider.

And the quote 1s: "But this Judge said that T
can't get away from the trial. You know, he's rushing the
trial like crazy. Nobody has ever seen a thing go like
this. That jury was picked so fast. Ninety-five percent

Democrats. The area 1s mostly all Democrats. You think of

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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1t as just a purely Democratic area. It's a very unfair
situation, that I can tell you."
That was not more than several hours before the

hearing on Tuesday related to his previous violations.

On Tuesday morning, the 23rd, the day of that
hearing, before the hearing, the defendant gave an 1nterview
to a TV station that actually aired that night.

And that interview 1ncluded the following statement

by the defendant: "Well, Michael Cohen 1s a convicted liar

and he has no credibility whatsoever."

"He was a lawyer. And he relied on the lawyers,
but Michael Cohen was a convicted liar."

"He was a lawyer for many people, not just me, and
he got i1in trouble because of things outside of what he did
for me."

"Largely, 1t was essentially all because of what he
did 1n terms of the campaign."

"I don't think there was anything wrong with that,
with the charges that they made, but what he did 1i1s, he did
some pretty bad things, I guess, with banking or whatever,
1f that was a personal thing to him."

"David Pecker, I don't know exactly what he's goiling

to be testifying against, but -- or about -- but he will be

testityang today."

That's the defendant talking about witnesses 1n the

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter



10

11

i

1.3

14

15

16

L

18

19

20

2l

22

23

24

23

Proceedlngs

Page 1105

case, 1ncluding one on the stand.

He's talking about jurors.

He's doing what the Order tells him not to do.

And there 1s a decision pending right now on
previous violations.

This morning, Judge, the defendant had a press
event on 49th Street and Park Avenue here i1n Manhattan.

In that event he was asked the following
question: "What have you thought of David Pecker's
testimony so far?"

"When was the last time you spoke to him?"

And the defendant said: "He has been very nice. 1T
mean, he has been -- I mean, Dave has been very nice, a nice
guy. In about five minutes or less, David Pecker's going to

walk i1nto this room to continue testifying."

"This 1s a message to Pecker: Be nice."
"It'8 a message to others: I have a platform, ana
I will talk about you and I can say things like this, or

things like what I said about Cohen."

"It's a message to everyone 1involved 1n this
proceeding, 1ncluding this Court."

We are askling your Honor to sign this Order.

We are seeking to have the Court find the defendant
1n criminal contempt and to i1mpose appropriate sanctions.

Thank you.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Conroy.

Anything else?

Just getting back to those two exhibits that were
admitted on Tuesday.

I found that one was a true business record.

The other one —-- because 1t was an email that
basically summarized the transaction.

And so that's my ruling on that one.

If you want to be heard on my other ruling, though,

we can take that up now.

MR. STEINGLASS: We are okay to walt until we take

them all Up-

THE COURT: Okay. Very good. Get the witness,

please.

L.L

THE COURT OFFICER: Witness entering.
(The witness, David Pecker, enters the courtroom

and resumes the witness stand.)

XXX EEKXEEKX

1TH|

L]

COURT OFFICER: Step this way, please.

TH.

L]

WITNESS: Okay.

Good morning, Judge.

THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Pecker. Welcome
back.

THE WITNESS: Thank vyou.

THE COURT: I remind you are, sir, that you are

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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still under oath.
THE WITNESS: Yes, thank you.
THE COURT: Please get the jury.
THE COURT OFFICER: All rise. Jury entering.

(Jury enters.)

XXX EEKXEEKX

1T H|

L~

TH.

L]

versus Donald

COURT: Please be seated.

J.. "LEUMD.

All parties and all jurors are present.

1H|

L]

COURT: Good morning, Jjurors.

Welcome back.

(Chorus of jurors respond, Good morning.)

)X kXK KKk )%k

1 H|

-]

COURT: Mr. Steinglass.

MR. STEINGLASS: Thank you.

KKXKKKK

CONTINUED DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. STEINGLASS:

® Good morning, Mr. Pecker.
A Good morning.
© When we left off, we were talking about June 20th,

Mr. Howard was out 1n California interviewling Ms. McDougal.

Do you remember that?

A Yes, I do.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter

CLERK: Continuing case on trial, the People

when
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) After Dylan Howard concluded his i1nterview with Karen
- McDougal, did you and he speak?
A Yes, we did.
& And what did he tell you?
A He described to me who Karen McDougal was. He repeated

She claimed that she had a yearlong relationship with Donald

Trump, a sexual relationship.
She claimed she was —-- he said that she was
And he said that she was a 12 out of 10.

And then he said that he believed the story

was true, but she had no corroborating evidence.

He said to me that she didn't have anything
Blackberry.

She didn't have any photos.

She didn't have any expense reports that —-
she went to Mar-a-Lago and Trump Tower.

So, but he believed the story was true.

4’7 years old.

could be true or

Oon her

she claimed that

He went on to say that he offered her, and her

representative, $10,000 to buy the story.

And 1t was refused.

© Did you ever have a three-way call that day with

Dylan Howard and Michael Cohen?
A Yes, I did.

O How did that come about?

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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A Michael Cohen was constantly calling me while Dylan

- Howard was 1n this meetling interviewing Karen McDougal.

And I told Michael that as soon as I hear from Dylan, I will

set up a three-way call.

) And did that three-way call actually happen?

A Yes. Yes, 1t did.

I used —-- Michael Cohen told me to make sure that I used
Sighal .

So I set up the Signal call between myself, Michael Cohen
and Dylan Howard.

Q And tell us about that conversation, please?

A Dylan described exactly what I just mentioned about who
Karen McDougal was, and all of the details that I just stated.
And i1mmediately Michael Cohen said it's not true, which 1is
something that he always said.

And then he said, let me -- let me check 1t out and I will

come back to you.
© Was there any discussion on that three-way call about

acquiring the rights to Karen McDougal's story?

A Yes. Michael said that -- well, I will take —-- let me
just clarify:

When Dylan suggested that he offered $10,000 to buy Karen's
story, which 1s 1ncluding the entire story, what she was
claiming, and she refused, Michael suggested that we should go

ahead to try to buy the story.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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o) And did he say why he wanted you to try to buy the
- story?
A Well, first he said the story wasn't true.

Then he said that he thought that having that story out —-

and I should add on, Dylan mentioned that ABC was 1nterested 1in
acquiring the story.
He also mentioned that a Mexican group made an offer for the

Stofy Tor 8 million dollars.

Michael and I both said that although we didn't believe that

there was a Mexican group that was going to buy the story, the

ABC offer was 1nteresting because they were offering apparently

Karen a slot on Dancing with the Stars.

But I knew from my experience that ABC doesn't buy stories,
so I didn't think they were payiling cash for the story.

He -- Dylan, also mentioned that Karen McDougal said that
she didn't want her story to be published.

She said she didn't want to be the next Monica Lewlnsky.
She said that she wanted to restart her career.

He said that -- this 1s Dylan —-- Dylan said that she was
a —— apparently a -- originally a fitness model.

And she was the first female model on one of the covers of
one of my magazines, for one of American Media's magazines,
which was Men's Fitness. This was 1n -- on a cover 1n 1999.

So he felt that she would be more interested in coming -- 1n

having American Media buying the story than anyone else.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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o) And when you say "he" 1n that sentence?

A I'm sorry. I meant Michael Cohen -- excuse me, I meant
Dylan Howard.

® Thank you.

And to the extent that i1t's possible, 1f you could remember,
1t's better to use names than pronouns, so we don't have to run

into that issue.

A Okay. I'll do that.
Q If you can remember.
How did your —-- withdrawn.

What was your 1nitial thought after that three-way call
about how to handle the Karen McDougal situation?

A I thought we would have to buy that story. I believed
exactly what Dylan said.

He has a —-- he knows this marketplace. He's the Chief
Content Officer for the company.

We should -- Karen McDougal's attorney was Keith Davidson,
and Keith Davidson was one of the major sources for Dylan
Howard.

So I felt that this story should be purchased.

O Now, I think you started to allude to, at the end of
the day on Tuesday, a conversation that you had with Donald
Trump himself about this.

Do you remember that?

A 165 .

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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Q So my first question 1s: Do you remember when that
- conversation with Donald Trump happened?

A It was the third -- I think 1t was the third week of
June of 201l60.

Q SO some time —-- was 1t after Dylan Howard had gone out
to 1nterview Karen McDougal on June 20th?

A Yes .

O And after the three-way call that you had had with
Michael Cohen and Dylan Howard?

A Yes, that's correct.

) Where were you when you got this call from Donald
Trump?

A I was at an 1nvestor's —-- at one of my largest
investor's meeting 1n New Jersey.

O And how did the call come 1in?

A Oh, I was making a presentation and an update on our

business, and the assistant i1n the office came into the
conference room and said: There 1s a call for you from Donald
I'rump.

And I left and took the call.

o) And could you tell us about the conversation you had
that day with Donald Trump?

A Yes. When I got on the phone, Mr. Trump said to me:
"I spoke to Michael. Karen 1s a nice girl."

"Is 1t true that a Mexican group 1s looking to buy her story

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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for 8 million dollars?"

I said ——- I said: "I absolutely don't believe that there 1s
a Mexican group out there to buy a story for $8 million
dollars .

And then he said: "What do you think I should do?"

I said: "I think you should buy the story and take 1t off
the market."

Q So when the subject of Karen McDougal came up, Donald
Trump described her as a nice girl?

A Yes .

0 Based on your conversation with Mr. Trump, did you have

an understanding as to whether he was aware of the specifics of

Karen McDougal's description of the affair?

A Yes, I did.

o) What made you come to such an understanding?

A I think that Michael Cohen gave him the -- spoke to
Donald Trump, which he said he was golng to —-- which —-- excuse
me —-- which Donald Trump said on the phone that, "I spoke to
Michael." And I believe that when Mr. Trump said that to me

over the phone that she was a nice girl, I believe that he knew

who she was —-

© Why would you recommend to Donald Trump purchasing the
story?
A I believed the story was true.

I think that i1t would have been very embarrassing to himself

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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and also to his campaign.
© After your conversation with Donald Trump, did you have
another conversation with Michael Cohen?
A Yes. On the conversation with Donald Trump, he said to

me, clearly, that he doesn't buy stories because 1t always gets

out.

And he said to me that Michael Cohen would be calling me.

He was going to speak to Michael and he would be calling me

back.
o, Now, you used a pronoun there?
A I'm sorry.
O That's okay.
A I'm sorry about that.
© When you said "he" 1n that last answer, were you

referring to Donald Trump?
A Yes, I Was. I1I'm B0rty.
Q It's okay.

So did there come a time when Michael Cohen followed up with

you?

A Yes. He called me that day or the next day.

O Tell us about that conversation?

A He called me -- he called me and he said that we -- he
sald we should -- he said: "You should go ahead and buy this
StoFEV."

So I said to him, I said: "I'm going to have Dylan Howard

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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negotiate the terms."

And then I said: "Who's going to pay for 1t?"

SO he said to me: "Don't worry. I'm your friend. The Boss
will take care of 1t."

) Who did you understand "The Boss" to be a reference
to?

A Donald Trump.

O When Michael Cohen said: "The Boss will take care of
1t," what did you understand that to mean?

A That he -- that I would be either reimbursed by the
Trump Organization or by Donald Trump.

o) Now, did Mr. Cohen say anything to you on that

follow-up call one way or the other that led you to believe that
he was aware of your conversation that you had had with Donald
Trump when you were with your investor 1n New Jersey?

A Yes. He told me that he was sitting in Donald Trump's
office when he called me.

I don't know 1f he was on speaker phone or not, but he said
that he was there and he heard.

) Did he tell you one way or the other whether he was

able to overhear your conversation with Donald Trump?

A Yes, he did.

o) What did he say about that?

A He said that: "I heard what you said to The Boss. And
I want you to go forward and negotiate the" -- excuse me, I'm

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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sorry —— "I want you to go forward and negotiate the purchase of
- the story."
o) And did he give you Donald Trump's view on that
question of whether to go forward to buy the story?
A He just said to go forward to buy the story.
0 Did the topic of the $30,000 that you had already laid

out on the Dino Sajudin story come up during that conversation
with Michael Cohen?
A At that conversation, we didn't have what the purchase

price was going to be for the Karen McDougal story as of yet.

0 Okay.

A T I €an &ad?

Q sure.

A From that conversation, I was authorized basically to

go forward and have Dylan Howard negotiate the price and
negotiate the terms.

) And did you, 1n fact, ask Dylan to go forward and
negotiate the terms?

A I did.

) Now, you told us that Michael Cohen told you that The
Boss would take care of 1t, would pay you back.

How did you feel about Michael Cohen's representation that
Mr. Trump would reimburse you?

A Over the years that I know —-- that I worked with

Michael Cohen, I know he didn't have any authorization to spend

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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or to disburse any funds from the Trump Organization.

Every time that we went even out for lunch, I always paid.
He never paid.
So I didn't think that he had any authorization to buy or

acquire or spend any monies.

O Without Mr. Trump's approval?
A Without Mr. Trump's approval. I'm sorry.
O During the time -- withdrawn.

You told us that you gave Dylan Howard the authority to go
ahead and negotiate a deal with Karen McDougal.

Is that right?

A That's correct.

) Was Dylan Howard giving you periodic updates during
those negotiations?

A Yes, he did.

O And did there come a time when you discussed with Dylan

Howard some of the terms of the potential deal?

A e .
O What were some of the terms?
A Dylan Howard gave me the following terms: To purchase

the lifetime rights from Karen McDougal was going to cost
$150,000.

Plus Karen wanted to restart her career.

She wanted to write for the celebrity magazines.

She wanted to be on the cover of some of the health and

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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fitness titles.

She had a major problem when her breast i1mplants were

removed and she wanted to write some articles about that in
Shape and 1n some of the other magazines.

And she also wanted to launch a clothing line, a fitness

clothing line, as well as a beauty product company —-- beauty
products.:
And she wanted to -- let me just -- oh, she wanted to be an

anchor for the red carpet events with Radar Magazine.

© Did you update Michael Cohen on the negotiations?
A Yes, I did.
o) How often did you speak with Michael Cohen during the

period when Dylan Howard was negotiating this deal with Karen
McDougal?
A We -- we spoke very frequently, probably, at least,

probably daily.

) How would you describe his tone?
A Michael was very agitated. Why 1s this taking so long?
Why didn't we acquire -- why didn't we buy the story yet? Why

didn't we finish the agreement?

SO he was pretty agltated.

© Did you discuss with Michael Cohen the manner of who
would be paying Karen McDougal?

A Yes. Now that we had the price, that it was $150,000,

I said: "Who 1s going to pay for this?"

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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So he said: "You should pay."
I said: "Michael" -- I said -- "why would I pay? I just
paid $30,000 for the doorman story."
I said: "Now you're asking me to pay $150,000 for the Karen
story, plus all of these other additional i1items that she wants

to do."

"I don't have a problem 1n dolng everything else that she
requested about writing for the magazines, to be on the cover of
the books —-- of the fitness titles. That's not an 1ssue. That
I don't have a problem with."

"The $150,000, who i1s going to reimburse me for this?"

So he said, again: "Don't worry about 1it. I'm your friend.
The Boss will take care of 1t."

) And, again, not to beat a dead horse, but when you
have —-- when Michael Cohen told you: "Don't worry, The Boss
will take care of 1it," what did you understand that to mean?

A "The Boss" would have been Donald Trump.

) And "take care of 1t" means what?

A That either -- that I would be reimbursed either from

the Trump Organization or from Donald Trump.

0 Okay.

MR. STEINGLASS: I am now going to display to

everyone what's 1n evidence as People's Exhibit 173A.
o) You can start with Page 1.

(Displayed.)

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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AKKXKKXKKXKKXKKXKKXKKXK K

o, Is this a series of texts between you and Dylan Howard
from 2016 regarding Karen McDougal?

A Yes, 1t 1s.

o) And I should just clarify.

Are portions of phone numbers and emall addresses redacted
1in this exhibit to protect personal 1nformation of the parties

to this text chain?

A (NG ¥esponse. )

© Did you understand my question?

A Can you repeat 1t? I'm sorry.

O Yeah, of course.

My question was: Are portions of the phone numbers and

emall addresses redacted on this exhibit to protect personal
information of the parties to this text chain?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q Okay. So I want to zoom 1n on the last column of the
lines marked DOC 47-240 to 241.

Let me first ask you, 1s this last column basically a
summary of the date, the time of the text, who i1it's from, who
1t's to, as well as the body of the text 1tself?

A Yes, 1t 1s.

) If you look at the —-- what does the date and time
marked say on this top text?

A 2016707423, 19:21:45 UTC.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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O Now, do you understand that to mean July 23rd, 2016,
~at 7:21 p.m. UTC time?

A Yes .

O Do you know what UTC time 1s?

A UTC time 1s four to five hours ahead of Eastern
Standard Time, depending on what season 1t 1s.

Q Okay. So UTC time 1s four or five hours ahead of New
York time?

A New York.

o, Depending on whether 1t's Daylight Savings or not?

A Yes.

O Got 1t.

In July of 2016, was the East Coast, 1f you know, observing

FEastern Standard Time or Eastern Daylight Time 1n July?

A I'm not sure.

Q Okay. Let me ask 1t a different way. Was -- 1s
Daylight Savings Time in effect i1in the summer?

A In the summer? Yes, that's correct.

Q Okay. So 1s 1t your understanding that during Daylight
Savings Time, New York time was four hours behind UTC, but then
when you fall back 1n the fall and for the winter, New York time
1s five hours behind?

A That's correct.

O Okay. So does this exhibit contain the exact copy of

text messages that you and Dylan Howard sent to each other on

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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July 23rd, 20167

A Yes, 1t 1s.

O And does the substances of these messages appear on
your cell phone exactly as they do on this exhibit?

A Yes, they do.

Q Has the substance of any of these text messages been
altered 1n any way?

A No, they have not.

Q Okay. So let's start with the first text, that 1s
7:21 p.m. UTC, which I guess 1s through -- no, just a second.
I'm sorry, I don't like to do math on the spot —-- 3:21 p.m.
New York time?

A New York time.

Q Is that right?

A That's correct.

Q Okay. Can you read us the substance of that text.

Oh, I'm sorry, one more thing.

Who 1s the text from?

A It's from Dylan Howard.

Q Okay. And who 1s 1t to?

A It's to me.

Q Okay. And can you read us the substance of the text,
please?

A "Spoke to Michael Cohen about that other 1issue.

Obviously concerned that i1t 1s proceeding with filming dates,

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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etc., and wants me to handle. I'm on 1t."

© What did you understand Dylan Howard to be referring to
when he said "that other i1ssue?"”

A I don't recollect. Can we —-- can you clarify that?

Q Well, I can't testify.

A Nos InNo.

0 But why don't we move on and see 1f the context will
help you answer this question.

A Okay.

© And just while we're here, we have this displayed, what
was your response to Dylan Howard on July 23rd?

A I said: "Good move and follow up."

O And as you sit here, Mr. Pecker, do you recall whether

a contract was signed at some point with Karen McDougal?
A Yes. It would have been signed the first week of

August of 20lo.

Q Okay. So did you have any concerns about the legality
of AMI paying to kill a story regarding a political candidate?

A Yes, I did.

O Why did you have those concerns?

A In 20 —-- between 2002 and 2003, I had an 1ssue when T

acquired a story for Arnold Schwarzenegger, when he was running
for Governor of California.
Q Can you explain a little bit more about that to the

jury, please?

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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A Yes. In 2002, the Weider Magazines, which was Shape,

- Muscle and Fitness, Flex, Health and Fitness titles, were up for

sale.

Joe Weider was the founder.

He developed -- he founded all of those magazines.

He also found -- he also discovered Arnold Schwarzenegger,
and those guys.

I should say that Joe Weider and Arnold Schwarzenegger had a
relationship for 50 years.

So when the magazines were being sold, and I went to see

Joe Weider right before the sale, he said to me: "Before we
finalize this transaction, you have to meet with Arnold
Schwarzenegger."”

So I —-- he gave me his phone number.

I called up Schwarzenegger.

I went to see him, and he had the following conversation
with me:

He said that, you know, "I have been on the covers of Muscle
Fitness and Flex, two of the primary magazines you are buying,

70 to 80 times."

He said: "I want to be an Editor-at-Large for both
magazines."

And I would like a -- "I want an agreement.”

And he said: "I'm"

And he said: "You bought the tabloids."

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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He's referring to primarily the Globe and the National

- Enquirer.

And he said, and as I mentioned, I think, on Monday, we
acquired them 1n March of 1999.

He said that: "I've had a number of litigation and lawsuits
agalinst both magazines because you always run negative stories
about me."

And he said: "I plan on running for Governor, and I would
like for you not to publish any negative stories on me now."

I should say: "Any negative storiles about me now or 1in the

future, and I will continue on being the editor for Muscle

Fitness and Flex, as the spokesperson."
So I agreed.
And shortly after, he announced on the Jay Leno Show that he

was running for Governor.

And a number -- after he made that announcement, a number of
women called up the National Enquirer about, about -- about
stories that they had -- that they have, I should say, to sell

on different relationships or contacts and sexual harassment
that they felt that Arnold Schwarzenegger did.

And the deal that I had —— the agreement, I should say, that
I had with Arnold 1is that I would call him and advise him of any
stories that were out there.

And I ended up acquiring -- buying them for a period of

time.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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And then as he became Governor —-- and one of the stories

- that I acquired, I wasn't going to publish, and the person who

took that story —-- and since we didn't —-- since the company —-
since we didn't publish 1t, she brought 1t to the Los Angeles
Times and the LA Times published the story.

It was very embarrassing.

Most of the press approached Arnold Schwarzenegger when he
was Governor about this story.

And his comment was: "I didn't know."

He said: "Ask my friend David Pecker."

So 1t was very embarrassing to me and the company.

And at that time there was an 1nvestigation by the State

with respect to Arnold being the editor of -- being an

FEditor—-at-Large for these two titles.

He had to resign.
And 1t was a difficult sitiation.
And 1t gave me the sensitivity about buyling any stories 1n

the future.

So that's where -- that's how I became sensitive on this
tepic.
o) So let me just ask you one more question about the end

of what you were just saying.
Did —- as a result of your agreement to purchase stories,
negative stories about Arnold Schwarzenegger on behalf of Arnold

Schwarzenegger when he was running for Governor of California,

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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did you come to appreciate the legalities surrounding such an

- arrangement with a political candidate?

A Yes. That was the first time I ever came across a
political vioclation —-— a pélitical contribution, what a
violation was.

) And what, 1f any --

MR. BOVE: Judge, I object to the word "violation"

and move to strike.

THE COURT: Sustailined.
© What did you, i1n your mind, take away from that
experience that you had as a result of the Arnold Schwarzenegger

gituation?

A Based on what happened 14 years ago, I wanted to be
comfortable that the agreement that we were going to prepare for
Karen McDougal met all -- all the obligations with respect to a
campalign contribution.

Q Now, you told us that there was -- withdrawn.

Did there come a time, and I don't want to get 1nto what you
discussed with any attorney --

A Yep.

O But, did there come a time that someone at AMIT
consulted with an election law attorney?

A Yes.

D And did there come a time that you finalized a deal

with Karen McDougal?

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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A IE5 .
© Did you tell Michael Cohen that you had finalized a
deal with Karen McDougal?
A Yes. I called Michael Cohen and I told him that we
finalized the agreement with Karen McDougal. That the contract

was bullet proof. And we consulted with a campaign attorney.

o) And, to your knowledge, what did the campaign attorney
review?

A The agreement.

@ And the contract?

A I'm sorry, the contract.

O And was that all the campaign attorney reviewed, as far

as you know?

A As far as 1 know, yes.

o) And do you recall how much time was billed for that
review?

A The dollars were ——- I don't remember the exact dollars,

but they were small amounts of money.

0 Directing your attention to People's Exhibit 156, which
1s 1n evidence.
I'm going to ask you 1f you recognize this document.
(Displayed.)
* % % * Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk K
A Y&s,

0 What 1s 1t?

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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A This 1s the Karen McDougal contract.
MR. STEINGLASS: This 1s 1n evidence so we can
display 1t to everyone.
Triank You.
(Displayed.)
* Kk * ok kK *
Q I'm sorry. GO ahead.
A I am sorry. I said that this i1s Karen McDougal's
agreement .
Q Can you -- what was the effective date of the
Agreement?
A August oth, 20186,

MR. STEINGLASS: And I'm going to ask that
paragraphs 1 and 2 be blown up.

(Displayed.)

* S K Kk ok k

o) I'm not going to ask you to read this entire thing, but
can you just give us some of the highlights of what the deal
1nvolved?

A Yes. It was a two-year agreement.

And McDougal was going to get a monthly column on aging and
fitness for Star Magazine; a monthly column on aging and fitness
1n OK Magazine.

She was goilng to post on aging and fitness on Radar.

AMI was going to hire ghost writers.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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A ghost writer 1s someone who would write the article for

- them and then Karen McDougal would approve 1it, and -- which was

an 1mportant point.

And that any time Karen's photo was used 1n any digital site
or 1n the magazine, she had to have approval of her 1image.

Q Okay. So now I'm going to blow up Paragraph 3.

(Displayed.)

r i i i i i i i i i

) I will just ask you to read 1t to yourself.
And I will highlight a little portion of 1t 1n the middle.
(Displayed.)

KEXKXKXKXK KX

A 1685 .
o, You don't have to read the whole thing to the jury.
It's 1n evidence.

A Okay.

) But I just want to ask you —- I'm directing your
attention to the highlighted portion.

A I see 1t.

O What did you understand this paragraph to mean, and
what did you understand specifically the highlighted portion to

be referring to?

A This paragraph and the highlights here are
specifically —-- 1s referencing that we were acquiring her rights
for her story on the relationship that she had with a -- with

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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any married man.

© And who did you understand the any then-married man to
be referring to?

A That she was referring to Donald Trump.

Q So what does 1t mean to acquilire someone's limited life
rights?

Can you explain that to the jury?

A Yes. It means that you buy the rights for this

specific story and 1t cannot be published by any other
publishing company.

You cannot discuss 1t with any other media.

And that 1t was exclusively owned by American Media.

Q So would you describe this paragraph as the true
purpose of this agreement?

A Yes.

Q So why 1nclude that other stuff about the articles that
she was golng to have a ghost writer for and the covers that she
was going to appear 1n front of?

Why 1nclude that stuff?

A I wanted to substantiate the $150,000 payment.
o) What do you mean "substantiate?"
A With respect to campaign laws, I wanted to have the

contract be a record that stipulates that for the services that
she was going to perform for American Medilia, American Medilia has

a basis for it, for the $150,000.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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SO when you —-- when we talked about in the previous

- paragraph all of the articles she was going to run, the photos

that she was going to do for the magazines, the posts that she
was going to write, I was looking at an amount of money that T
would have to acquire or pay for freelancers or other writers or
reporters or digital people, and that was to validate, to come
up with the $150,000.

Q SO was 1t your primary purpose 1n entering 1nto this
deal to buy the life rights?

A Yes, 1t was.

Q Were the other provisions about the columns placed

there to disguise the true nature of this contract?

A Yes, 1t was.
Q SO I want to show you Paragraph 4.
(Displayed.)

AKAXKXXKX XXX K%K

o) This one 1s short. Maybe you could just read 1it.

A Yes.

"In connection with all the rights granted herein to AMI by
McDougal, AMI shall pay McDougal the sum of $150,000 payable

within two business days following the execution of this

agreement."”
Q So this was the price?
A Yes .,
Q Okay. I want to display Page 2, Paragraph 6.

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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1 (Displayed.)
> K % K K K K K K Kk
3 Q Can you read this to the jury and tell us what 1t
< means, please?
9 A "All decisions whatsoever, whether of a creative or
0 business nature, regarding any of the rights granted by McDougal
] to AMI herein, or any rights derived or ancillary thereto, shall
3 be made by AMI 1n i1ts sole discretion.”
9 Q Can you explain to us what that means?
10 A That means that AMI would make the decision whether we
11 would publish anything -- any story on Karen McDougal.
e ® SO by purchasing her 1life rights, you were not
1.3 obligated to actually print them?
14 A No.
L5 Q Did you have any i1ntention of printing them?
16 A No, we did not.
L Q Paragraph 7.
18 (Displayed.)
19 kK K KKKk KKK
210 Q Can you read that paragraph to yourself and tell us
21 what 1t means.
22 A All right.
2.3 (Pause . )
oV K % % K K K *
23 A This paragraph clearly states that American Media has

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter
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sole rights for McDougal's story, and she 1s not allowed under

- any clrcumstances to write her own book, post any, any —-- to
post anything on -- on any digital site and not to give any
interviews.

SO we wanted, as American Media, we wanted to control

anything to do with this -- with respect to the $150,000 that we

are paying for a story.

And 1f she breached 1t, she would have to pay the money

back.

(Whereupon, Official Senior Court Reporter Susan

Pearce-Bates relileved Official Senior Court Reporter Lisa

Kramsky.)

KAXKXKXKXKXKX KX KK

Lisa Kramsky,
Senior Court Reporter



10

11

i

1.3

14

15

16

L

18

19

20

2l

22

23

24

23

D. Pecker - Direct/Steinglass

Page 1135

(Continued from the previous page.)
Q So, this paragraph, basically, meant that Karen

McDougal was not allowed to take her story anywhere else?

A That 18 corredt.

0 And i1if she did, she had to return the entire $150,0007?
A That's right.

o) Even though she was still doing the columns and

magazline CoOvVers?

A 185 .
Q Okay. I am golng to turn to page three and just ask
you —-- can we blow up the very bottom?

Did Karen McDougal sign this agreement?

A 1685 .

© And who, 1f anyone, signed the agreement on behalf of
AMI?

A Dylan Howard.

o) Do you recognilize his signature?

A The signature, and he also put down Chief Content
Officer.

® And at the time, August 5th, August 6, 2016, Dylan

Howard was the Chief Content Officer of AMI?

A Yes. He had authorization to sign this agreement.
) To your knowledge, who was aware of this agreement 1in
AMT?
MR. BOVE: Objection.

Ssusan Pearce-Bates, RPR, CCR, RSA
Principal Court Reporter
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THE COURT: If you know.

A It would be, other than myself, 1t would be,
obviously, Dylan Howard and Cameron Stracher, General Counsel.

& And who was aware of this agreement on the Trump side,
to your knowledge?

MR. BOVE:

L]

Objection.

THE COURT: Again, 1f you know.

MR. STEINGLASS: YOou can answer.

A Michael Cohen.
Q What about Mr. Trump himself?
MR. BOVE: Objection to leading.

1

THE COURT: Sustained.
0 Do you —-- well, 1f you know, do you know whether

anyone else besides Michael Cohen had knowledge of this

contract?

MR. BOVE: Objection. Asked and once answered.
THE COURT: Overruled. You can answer.

A Okay. Can you repeat that question again?

Q Probably not. Can you read 1t back, maybe, please?

(The testimony as requested was read by the

reporter.)

A Yes. I think Donald Trump did.

) During your time as CEO of AMI, were you familiar with

AMI's accounting practices?

A Yes, 1 was.

Ssusan Pearce-Bates, RPR, CCR, RSA
Principal Court Reporter



10

11

i

1.3

14

15

16

L

18

19

20

2l

22

23

24

23

D. Pecker - Direct/Steinglass

Page 1137
o) Including the general ledger?
A 1Es .
o) Very briefly, can you tell the jury what 1t 1s, a
general ledger?
A All of the financial disbursements, the receivables,

all of the monies that are transacted because the company 1s
recording the entries 1n the general ledger or revenues Or
expenses.

) As part of the accounting process, did AMI retailn
coplies of i1nvoices sent to AMI for payment?

A Yes, they were.

O I am showing you People's 158 1n evidence, and I am

going to ask you 1f you recognize this.

It's 1n evidence. So, we can display 1t to everyone.
A Yes,
® What 18 a1t?
A This 1s an 1nvoice from Keith Davidson and Associates,

which 1s Karen McDougal's attorney, for the purchase of the
lifetime rights for $150,000.
0 So, I am Just going to ask to blow it up. Thank you.

And I will ask you, who 1s the payor or the subsidiary

on this 1nvoice.

A It's AMI, American Media.
O And that means you are the one being billed?
A Yes. The 1nvoice 1s coming to American Media.

Ssusan Pearce-Bates, RPR, CCR, RSA
Principal Court Reporter
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9, And who 1s the vendor, and what does vendor mean?
A Vendor 1s the accounts payable for services for the

contracts that we purchased, and Keith Davidson 1s Karen
McDougal's attorney.

0 So, 1n laymen's terms, this 1s a bill from Keith

Davidson to AMI?

A Tt's a bill from Keith Davidson to AMI for Karen's

lifetime rights, and we sent a wire transfer, $150,000, to his

escrow account.

o, We will get to that i1n one minute.
What's the invoice date?
A 8/9/2016, which is two days, I guess, four days from

the date they signed, that we had the signed agreement.

© With the effective date?
A Yes, the effective date.
® What's the 1nvoice amount?

A 5150, 000.

Q Okay. I am going to move down this exhibit a little

bit and just ask you, what 1s the account?

A The account 1s where we —-- where i1t would be coded 1n
the general ledger. This would be coded to the general
administration, and 1t says, outside services. And the outside
services, we take 1t one more, this 1s the President's
Department .

Q So, 1s 1t fair to say that this line that we have

Ssusan Pearce-Bates, RPR, CCR, RSA
Principal Court Reporter
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blown up has the account i1nformation -- the account

- 1nformation, et cetera? That's AMI's i1nternal recordkeeping of

how they are kind of recording this expense 1n their own books?

A That's correct.

) Why was this amount coded to the President's
Department?

A From a budgetary standpoint, the editor's budget 1is

very limited. As I previously mentioned the other day, they --
I should say today, you -- they can spend no more than $10,000
on their own.

This 1s a very, very large purchase. And from the
budgetary standpoint, I budget in the President's account an
overall number budget that during the year 1f there are great
photos to buy, somethling unusual, unique, the President's
budget has the expense for 1it.

O And, 1ncidentally, 1s that the same way you accounted
for payment to Dino Sajudin?

A Yes, 1t was.

Q SO getting back to this, did Karen McDougal -- did

AMI, 1in fact, pay the $150,000 for Karen McDougal's lifetime

rights?

A Yes, we did.

0 I believe you saild you accomplished that by a wire
transfer?

A 1685 .
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Q Okay. I am going to show you People's Exhibit 159 1n
- evlidence.
Briefly, for the jury, what 1s this?

A This 1s the general ledger detail for the -- for this
transaction.

O And when you say, the general ledger detail, you are
talking about AMI's general ledger detail?

A Yes. American Media's general ledger detail of this
transaction.

Q I will just ask to blow 1t up a little bit. It's
sti1ll very small.

Does 1t contain a department that this 1s being billed

to?
A Yes. It says, President's Department.
O And does 1t also contain the vendor's name?
A Yes, 1t does.
o) And so, you record Keith Davidson i1into the general

ledger books at AMI?

A YEes .

& It 1ncludes the amount of the payment?
A Ies .

Q And the date of the payment?

A That's correct.

® And what was the date of the payment?
A The date of the payment 1s —-
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Q Would you need to look at another document to
- determine that?

A Oh, I am sorry. Date of payment was —-- I was just
checking. It was August 9th.

) Do you know 1f that's the date of the i1nvolce or the
date of the payment or are you not sure?

A That =— I == that I am not sure.

Q Okay. Let's just take a look at Exhibit 160, also 1in
evidence.

I am going to ask you first, do you recognize this?

A Yes. Thils 1s a payment voucher.
O Briefly, for the jury, what 1s a payment voucher?
A A payment voucher 1s when all of the -- the documents

for a payment are approved. The 1nvoice, the contracts are
prepared. The contract was approved. The invoice from Keith
Davidson was approved for over $150,000.

The next step would be to create a payment voucher so

you can actually wire a check.

Q Okay. Who 1s the payee listed here?
A Kelith Davidson and Associlates.
o) And, again, what 1s the amount billed?

A $150,000.

0O Date of the bill?
A 8/9, August 9th.
Q The date of the payment?
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The date of the payment would have been August 10.
That's 20167
2016
Turning your attention to page two of the same
do you know what this 1s?
e .
What 1s 1t?

Yes. It's to actually disburse a check. You create a

payment voucher, payment request and the payment request here

1is $450,000 to Keith Davidson and Assoclates, and 1t was

approved

by Chris Polimeni who 1s the Chief Financial Officer

of American Media.

Q

was $450,

A

Q

A

Q

Just to clarify for the record, did you say that it
000 or for $150,000°?

It was 150, it was for $150,000.

You have to —-

It's $150,000.

Thank you. Now, I am not going to walk you through

every entry on this page.

Does 1t contain the statement account code and the

same department code as the general ledger?

A
Q
top that

A

Yes, 1t does.
And, finally, does this appear to be a sticker at the
sdvs, High priority?

165 .
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o) Do you know who placed that sticker up there?

A I —— normally, 1t would be Liz Routolo. It's Chris
Polimeni's assistant and also the accounts payable clerk.

Q Okay. You can take that down. Thank you.

Did you ever have any 1intention of printing Karen
McDougal's story about her affair with Mr. Trump?

A No, we never did. No, we did not.

O Was your principle purpose 1n entering 1into the
agreement with Karen McDougal to suppress her story as to
prevent 1t from influencing the election?

A Yes, 1t was.

® As of 2016, were you aware that corporations,
including AMI, are subject to Federal campaign finance laws?

A Yes, 1 was.

Q Were you aware that expenditures by corporations made
for the purpose of 1nfluencing an election made i1n coordination

with or at the request of a candidate are unlawful?

MR. BOVE: Objection.

THE COURT: Grounds.

L]

MR. BOVE: May I be heard?

L H

L]

COURT: Sure.
(Discussion 1s held at side-bar, on the

record.)

MR. BOVE: My objection 1s, right now there 1s a

ruling 1n place and that limits the extent to which we can
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put on expert testimony to explain these concepts.

So I think these questions, 1f they are
permitted, are opening the door to a lot more explanation.
I think we are on the precipice of that right now.

MR. STEINGLASS: Judge, first of all, the law 1is

the law. That's the basis of our motions 1n limine.

I don't think that we are opening the door to any

kind of expert testimony on the law. But, anyway, the more
important thing here 1s that this witness' understanding of
whether his own conduct violated the law 1s highly
relevant.

I don't think 1t opens the door.

THE COURT: I agree. He's not asked to provide
the law. He 1s asked 1f he has awareness of the law.

MS. N

L]

CHELES: I think he was asked, were you

aware that there was a law that did the following, and we
disagree that the law did the following.

Did you think what you were doing was 1llegal?

THE COURT: I am going to allow 1it.

MS. HOFFINGER: We dispute that that's the law,
YOLIY HONOTr.
(Discussion at side-bar concluded, and the

following occurred 1n open court.)

THE COURT: Objection 1s overruled.

Q Do you remember the question?
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A I would have to ask you to repeat 1t again.

Q Were you aware that expenditures by corporations made
for the purpose of 1nfluencing an election, made 1n
coordination with or at the request of a candidate or a
campaign, are unlawful?

A 1es .

o) Did either you or AMI ever report to the Federal

Flection Commission 1in 2016 that AMI had made a $150,000

payment to Karen McDougal?

A No, we did not.

) Why did AMI make this purchase of Karen McDougal's
story?

A We purchased the story so i1t wouldn't be published by

any other organization.

o) And why did you not want 1t to be published by any
other organization?

A I didn't want -- we didn't want the story to embarrass

Mr. Trump or embarrass or hurt the campaign.

O When you say, we, who 1s we?

A Myself and Michael Cohen.

) But for Mr. Cohen's promilise to reimburse AMI -—-
withdrawn.

But for Mr. Cohen's promise that Mr. Trump would
reimburse AMI, would you have entered into this agreement?

A No.
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o) Now, did you have any discussions with any one 1n the

- Trump camp about Donald Trump reimbursing AMI for the money

praid to Karen McDougal?
A I had conversations with Michael Cohen.
O Did those conversations continue after AMI, actually,

laid out the money?

A Yes .

Q How? Tell us about some of those conversations?

A When we signed the -- after we signed the contract,
and after I paid -- after the American Medila made the

disbursement which we just saw on August 10th, I asked Michael

Cohen on a number of occasions how the company would be

reimbursed.
My —-- the 1ssue that the company has 1s that September
30th 1s the end of a quarter and I wanted —-- we always reflect

the proper true-ups of all of the various different accounts.
And I wanted to make sure that the funds were back and the
accounts were properly stated i1n the quarterly financial
statementcs.
Q Can you elaborate a little bit on that?
What do you mean, true-up?
A The records. True-up the records.
Normally, most companies just only speak about our
own. And when a payment or a disbursement 1s made, 1t 1s

usually put 1nto an expense account. And then, after the
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payment was made and 1t 1s put 1n the President's account.

And then at the end of a quarter here, I was -- I was
-—- we were planning that the $150,000 would be recovered, and
the actual expense would be reported as editorial expenses oOr
other services depending on this, but here the money was
recovered.

The expense would not be recorded at all i1n the books,
other than the articles and the other services that Karen was

going to be providing that had billed dollars behind them.

Q So, I don't want to --

A Well, 1f I could clarify a little bit more?

O sure.

A So, what I am saying 1s, that 1s where I kept on
discussing this with Michael Cohen. I wanted to explain to him
why 1t was so important to get -- to be reimbursed.

And we had a number of conversations at the end of
August, September.

And he, basically, said at the end of each

conversation, why are you worried? I am your friend. The boss
will take care of 1it.
o) Was there ever any discussion —-- withdrawn.

You said you had a lot of conversations with Michael
Cohen 1n August and September. Was there any conversation
about candidate Trump actually acquiring Ms. McDougal's

lifetime rights from AMI?
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A Yes. In September Michael Cohen said that Mr. Trump

- wants to acquire the lifetime rights of the Karen McDougal

story, and I should assign the contract over to him.
When I say, over, to Michael Cohen, and I would be
reimbursed —-- the company would be reimbursed. And he also

added on that Mr. Trump wanted all of the content that the

National Enquirer had or developed and retained on Mr. Trump.

I told Michael that, you know, these are old files and
boxes that are 1n Florida. The company has been moved to New
York City —-- and there 1s nothing 1n those boxes but old news
articles, magazine articles, old files.

He 1nsisted that he wanted those boxes, and he wanted
the content. And Michael Cohen called me constantly in the
month of September to -- to review and to send those boxes to
his office.

o) Did Michael Cohen say why Mr. Trump wanted those boxes
and why he wanted the rights to Karen McDougal's story?

A Yes. He said that The Boss said that 1f I got hit by
a bus, and/or if the company was sold, he did not want for
someone else to potentially publish those stories.

o) And, now, 1n terms of selling the rights to Ms.

McDougal's story to Mr. Trump, did you have one or several
conversations with Michael Cohen about that?
A We had several conversations.

o) Did there come a time when you communicated to Michael
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Cohen a willingness to sell Mr. Trump the rights to Karen
- McDougal's story, the lifetime rights?
A Yres.
® Tell us about that?
A I told Michael Cohen that I would sign -- I would sign
the rights over to -- I would sign the rights. And he asked

me, 1t's $150,000°7

I said, look, I said, you know, Karen 1s going to be

writing for the various magazines and visual sites. She 1is
golng to appear on a couple of covers of the magazines. I
value that at $25,000. So, I will retain, $25,000 as editorial
expenses, and I will bill you for the lifetime rights for
$125,000.

© So, did you value the portion of the contract, the
$150,000 you had paid to -- that AMI had paid to Karen

McDougal, did you value the lifetime rights at $125,000°7

A Yes, I did.

© And was that the price that you were willing to sell

the lifetime rights to Michael Cohen on behalf of Donald Trump

for:

A 1es .

© Did you discuss the timing of the assignment of
rights?

A Michael Cohen wanted the contract done, yesterday, and

this 1s goilng towards the end of September. So, I facilitated
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to have the agreement, the assignment of the rights, sent over

- to him.

I told him, I told Michael Cohen that we would have 1t
done by the end of September, first week of October of 2016.

) Did you see this as a way to recoup the money, or at
least some of the money, that you had laid out on behalf of
Mr. Trump to buy the story?

A Yes. I, as I said, 1t was coming towards the end of
the quarter. So I wanted to see 1f I could get the fund
re—-funded before September 30th.

) Was there an invoilce prepared for this reimbursement?

A Yes.

MR. STEINGLASS: May we approach?

THE COURT: sure.
(Discussion 1s held at side-bar, on the

record.)

MR. STEINGLASS: So, this 1s the one that I can
probably go another half hour without getting into this.

So, this 1s the one document that was referenced
earlier that may come up 1n the next half hour. If I get
through this document, I can get through the 1nitial half
without taking a break 1f you want.

Last night, counsel told us that they did not
want this line here, agreed upon a flat fee for advisory

services to be offered for the truth.
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This morning they said they don't want 1t to come
1in at all. We don't even think 1t's true. It 1s a bogus
invoice. But, now, 1t sounds like this morning they want

1t redacted, which we think 1s ridiculous.

MR. BOVE: I guess he thinks I am a worse guy
than I am.

When I said we didn't think i1t should come 1in for
the truth, 1t 1s that we think 1t shouldn't come in at all.
My point 1s asking for the redactions 1s that this 1s, 1f
1t 1s not coming in for the truth, an assertion like that
which 1s prejudicial, shouldn't be i1n front of the jury. A
simple way to mitigate the prejudices 1s to redact 1t.
That's all I meant.

THE COURT: The $125,000 for --

MR. STEINGLASS: He just testified the $125,000

was the payment that was being billed to Michael Cohen to

reimburse Mr. Pecker for the money that was laid out for
Karen McDougal.

THE COURT: Tt wasn't Tfor this?

MR. STEINGLASS: It absolutely was not for this.
This 1s a false business record. It's not only meant to
discuss the true nature of the reimbursement -—-

MR. BOVE: ITf I could. T don't think Mr. Pecker

L]

1s going to say he prepared this. Maybe he will.

I think he 1s going to say Dan Rotstein, a
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consultant outside of AMI, not employed by AMI, prepared

1t. It 1s not his statement.

THE COURT: He didn't have to prepare 1it.
Does he know this document? Has he seen the
document?

MR. STEINGLASS: Yes. Daniel Rotstein worked

part-time for AMI and I think the witness laid the business
record foundation.

L H

L]

COURT: I am going to allow 1it.
Are you asking for a limiting instruction
regarding the document?

MR. BOVE:

L]

Judge, we would ask just to make sure
that a foundation 1s laid that Mr. Pecker saw this

contemporaneously.

THE COURT: Sure .

MR. BOVE:

L]

Thank vyou.
(Discussion at side-bar concluded, and the

followling occurred 1n open court.)

BY MR. STEINGLASS:

& So you told us, I believe, Mr. Pecker, that there was

an 1nvoice prepared for this reimbursement, 1s that right?

A Yes, that's correct.

) I would like to show what 1s 1n evidence and 1s being

displayed as People's Exhibit 161.

Do you recognize this document?
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A Yes, I do.
© What 1s 1t?
A That 1s an invoice from Investment Advisory Services.
This 1s not an American Media company. This company 1s owned

by a man by the name of Daniel Rotsteiln.
Daniel Rotstelin was the head of human resources and

the head of administration for American Media for probably

close to 20 years. And he -- he resided with the company and
he took a position -- and he took a position as an executive of
the -- 1n the -- he lives 1n Florida. I think 1t's in

Plantation, and he was working there four-days a week.
Daniel Rotstein was a very valuable employee to me and
I wanted to keep the relationship. So, I asked him 1f he would

sti1ll continue to work for American Medilia as a consultant.

He did performing these services and administration
services. And what -- what another aspect I asked him to do
1s, when I had large payments to be made on behalf of American
Media or something to be receilived, I requested that Daniel to
handle 1t through his company.

And the reason was, 1s that i1f I had anything -- 1if
there was a large disbursement within the American Media
finance department, they, the finance people, would tell the
tablold editors.

For example, 1f we read that a private plane would fly

a celebrity to one place, 1f we hired certain photographers,
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paparazzl photographers, I didn't want that type of

- communication to go through the company. So, to have them

outside was much more beneficial.

Part 1s that we had some pretty difficult experiences
within the company whereby, the payroll register for American
Media, the company based i1n Florida, was hidden upon each post,
and the top executives' salary and compensation was listed
right on the front page of the paper.

So, I had a number of 1ncidents over the years.

So I asked Daniel, Daniel Rotstein, to handle this for
me .

So, I called him, and said, look, I don't want to have
a check from the Trump Organization golng through American
Media. I don't know exactly how 1t's going to be reimbursed.

So, I would like for you to speak to Michael Cohen

directly and work out with him, whereby, you bill him the

invoice for $125,000 and reimburse American Media.
So, I called Michael Cohen to tell him about -- that
Daniel Rotstein would be handling this reimbursement.

And I asked Daniel Rotstein to call Michael Cohen

directly. I made the introduction. Michael told me that he
created a company called, Resolution Consultants, that would —--

that we should bill and Daniel Rotstein prepared the agreement,

the assignment and the 1invoilce.

THE COURT: I am going to 1nstruct the jury, Mr.
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1 Steinglass?

Z ¢ MR. STEINGLASS: Sure.

3 THE COURT: Jurors, so, this document has been

4 accepted i1into evidence. I direct you to not consider this
% document for the truth of 1ts contents. It 1s beiling

0 accepted 1nto evidence for the fact that this i1nvoice was
] created, not for the truth of what 1t says.

3 MR. STEINGLASS: Thank you, Judge.

9 BY MR. STEINGLASS:
10 Q Let me ask you this, 1s 1t fair to say that you asked

11 Daniel Rotstein to be the middle man to disgulse the fact that

1.2 money would be flowing from Michael Cohen to AMI?

13 MR. BOVE: Objection.

14 MR. STEINGLASS: Sustained.

15 ) I am not trying to be offensive.

16 Can you just gilve us a shorter answer, a short answer

L about why you used Daniel Rotstein 1n the first place to create
18 this i1nvoice?

19 A I used Daniel Rotstein to create the invoice because 1T
20 did not want to have a payment receilved 1n the AMI finance

21 department from the Trump Organization or Michael Cohen.

22 O Why not?

2.3 A Because I believed that that payment would raise a lot
24 of questions and 1ssues and be communicated to the rest of the

23 editors which 1s something I didn't want to happen.
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Q Okay. So I am going to blow up the top of this

- 1nvoice, and I am golng to ask you a few questions about 1t.

First, of all what 1s the date of this invoice?

A 9/21/7/16.

o) Who 1s being billed?

A Resolution Consultants LLC.

o) And I think you alluded to this a few minutes ago, but
what was your understanding of the purpose of using Resolution
Consultants to reimburse AMI for the Karen McDougal payment?

A When I spoke to Michael Cohen, he said he was creating
a company to recelve the lifetime rights and that would
reimburse -- 1t would reimburse and pay the $125,000.

Q SO you were using Investor Advisory Services and
Michael Cohen was using Resolution Consultants?

A That's correct.

O What 1s the description of services provided 1n this

invoilice®?

A It says, agreed upon flat fee for advisory services.

o) Was this invoice actually for advisory services?

A No, 1t wasn't.

) What was 1t really for?

A This was for the lifetime writes of the Karen McDougal
STOrys:

O Why did the 1nvoice from Investor Advisory Services

say, agreed upon flat fee for advisory services?
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A That was —-- that comment was pulled from Michael
- Cohen. That's what he wanted the invoice to say.
o) Did you discuss with Michael Cohen the matter of where

the money to reimburse you, where this $125,000 was goilng to be
coming from?
A I assumed 1t was coming -- I shouldn't say that.
I assumed he was being reimbursed. He was always

being reimbursed.

Q By whom?
A By the Trump Organization or Donald Trump.
Q Okay. I am showing you People's 162 1n evidence.

Do you recognize this?

A 1685 .

() What 1s 1t?

A This 1s the —-- this 1s an assignment from American
Media to the —-- this 1s an assignment from American Media to

Resolution Consultants assigning the rights to the Karen

McDougal story.

0 Are you familiar with the terms, assignor and
assignee?

A 1685 .

Q Can you explain to the jury what those terms mean, and

who was the assignor and the assignee?
A Well, the assignor, American Media, owns the rights to

the Karen McDougal story. And has the right to decide to
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assign 1t to anyone that they wanted to. And the assignee 1is

- the person who 1s receiving them.

So, all of the rights that American Media had, are

being passed on to Resolution Consultants.

) Who signed on the behalf of the assignor, AMI?
A That's my signature.

Q And you were the CEO?

A And I am CEO.

) And who signed on behalf of the assignee?

Do you recognize that signature?

A That 1s Michael Cohen.

& And what was the date of the assignment of rights?

A The 30th day -- September 30th.

© And 1s that the last day of AMI's fiscal quarter?

A Yes.

O Did you agree upon a price that Resolution Consultants

would pay for the rights?

A Yes, $125,000.

o) Now, even though this agreement was signed, was 1t
ever actually executed.

A No, 1t wasn't.

© Now, again, I am going to ask you to be very careful
here. Without revealing any privileged conversations with your
legal counsels or general counsel, did you come to the

decision —-- did you have a conversation with your general
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counsel?
A I did.
o) And based on that conversation, did you come to the

declision that you no longer wanted to be reimbursed for the

money that AMI had laid out to acquire Ms. McDougal's lifetime

rights?
A Yes, that's correct.
O Did you communicate that decision to Michael Cohen?
A 185 .
o, Do you know about when i1t was that you communicated

that decision?

A It was the first week of October.

Q Of 20167

A It was the first week of October of 2016.

O Tell us about that conversation.

A Yes. I called Michael Cohen, and I said to him that
the agreement, the assignment deal 1s off. I am not goilng
forward. It 1s a bad 1dea, and I want you to rip up the
agreement.

He was very, very, angry. Very upset. Screaming,

basically, at me.
And I said, I am not going forward with this

agreement. Rip 1t up.

And he said, excuse me, Michael Cohen said, The Boss

1s golng to be very angry at you.
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I said, I am sorry. I am not going forward. The deal
- 1s off.
And he said, I can't believe 1t. I am a lawyer. I am
your friend. I don't understand why you are so concerned.

I said, I am very concerned, and I am not going
forward, period.
And I said, are you goilng to rip 1t up or not?

And he said, I will take care of it.

o) To be clear, Mr. Pecker, did AMI ever get reimbursed
for the money —-
A No.
® -— let me finish the question.
Did AMI ever get reimbursed for the money 1t spent to
acquire the exclusive rights to Ms. McDougal's story about her
affair with Mr. Trump?

A No. No, we never did.

MR. STEINGLASS: I am not sure how we are doing,

but 1s this a good time for our morning break?

THE COURT: Okay, Jurors. Let's take our morning

recess. We will take about 20 minutes or so.

(Recess 1s taken.)

COURT OFFICER: All rise.

(Whereupon, the jury exited the courtroom.)

THE COURT: Please be seated.

(Witness 1s excused.)
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THE COURT: So, there are a couple of things we
would like to go over. Let's just take a short break.
Let's come back 1in five or ten minutes, and then we can get
started.

MR. STEINGLASS: Okay, thank you.

(Short recess 1s taken.)

1TH.

L]

CLERK: Continuing case on trial, People

versus Donald J. Trump. All parties are present.

THE COURT: All right, counsel. Let's go over

1

what the disputed 1ssues are.

MR. STEINGLASS: Judge, would 1t be convenient

for you 1f I handed you a binder that has all the exhibits?

ITHE COURIE Ye&és.

MR. STEINGLASS: Mr. Bove, you are good? You
have one?

MR. BOVE:

L]

Yes, I have one.

THE COURT: Thank you.,

1

MR. STEINGLASS: Also, Judge, before we get
started, I know you suggested 1n an email that no further
letters were necessary. We were about to hit send on our
response letter to counsel's letter.

I don't want the state of the record being that
there 1s a written submission from the defense and not from
s .

I wonder 1f you would let me pass this up?
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I don't care 1f 1t 1s publicly filed or not.

THE COURT: You can hand 1t up.

L.L

MR. STEINGLASS: While I am doing that, I will]

hand you a copy of the law cited therein that I am going to
refer to during this argument.

1T H.

L]

COURT: Thank you.

MR. BOVE: Thank you, Judge.

The first disputed exhibit 1s the second one
referenced 1n your email from yesterday, and you also
referenced this morning, People's 1609.

And this 1s a December 9, 2016, email from
Cameron Stracher, the General Counsel of AMI, purportedly
to Mr. Sajudin.

And the defense's position on this one 1s that
while there 1s a business records foundation for the
header, these are factual assertions i1n the body of the
emall where -- I don't think -- there 1s no foundation for
an argument that the general counsel of AMI 1s a
co—-conspirator, and 1t can't come 1n on that basis, and 1t
should be excluded.

MR. STEINGLASS: First of all, I agree with the

last point. I am not seeking to admit this as a
co—-consplirator's statement. We don't think that Mr.
Stracher 1s a co—~conspirator.

Just give me one second, please.
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This 1s, 1n our vliew, a Ccore business record,

insofar, as 1t 1s, essentially, the general counsel of AMI

releasing a source from an NDA.

Acquliring sources, signing NDAs, releasing

sources from NDAs, these are core business practices of

AMI. And so,

hearsay.

we don't think that this 1s embedded i1n

We think that this 1s a business record 1n 1ts

own right much like the Court said yesterday with Exhibit

164 which Your Honor described as, this 1s exactly what a

business record 1s.

S that's oiufr view as 6 this.

1THE

one up?

COURT: Can you establish that this was not a

This was a regular practice that these types of

documents memorializing this type of transactions were

routinely generated?

MR.

THE

ST

EINGLASS: I can ask him that.

COURT: If you can ask him that, then I will

be satisfied that 1t 1s a business record and 1t will come

in as a blisiness record.

MR.

ST

EINGLASS: I understand that.

And can I give you an alternate argument so we

don't have to do i1t again 1f he doesn't say that, which 1s

that this 1s not really being offered for 1ts truth 1n any
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event. There 1s no statement 1n here that we are trying to
prove the truth of. It 1s admissible to show the fact that
AMI released Sajudin from the NDA and the date they
released him.

There 1s nothing coming in for 1ts truth 1n a

traditional sense anyway.

MR. BOVE: The factual assertion that AMI is

L]

releasing Sajudin pursuant to this email, 1s the one that
we are challenging on the hearsay grounds.

I appreciate the point that your Honor just made
Judge, which 1s that i1t 1s possible that the witness, Mr.
Pecker, or another could lay a business records foundation
for the embedded hearsay 1issue.

Also, the testimony on Tuesday was directed to
the header information on these emails and that's why I
think the record i1s clear. We are not disputing that first
level of business records foundation, but to the extent
that additionally embedded hearsay 1s going to be offered
pursuant to that busiliness records exemption on the second
level, Mr. Pecker would have to address, or the custodian,
would address the content of the communication that 1s

involved.

THE COURT: Turning to the second argument, I
don't necessarily agree that this 1s not being offered for

the truth of the matter asserted. It's always such a
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difficult objection to rule on, but I will err on the side

of caution and find that I am rejecting that argument.

Turning back to the first argument from Mr. Bove,
Mr. Pecker was not the person that drafted this. He 1s not
one of the parties to 1t. He really can't testify as to

what 1t says.

I am going to agrees with Mr. Bove that this
can't come in through Mr. Pecker. You might be able to get

1t 1n through someone else, not Mr. Pecker.

MR. STEINGLASS: Does that mean I should not ask
the question that you suggested I ask earlier?

1TH

L]

LOURTE, Yes.

MR. BOVE: The next 1ssue, Judge, 1s with
People's 163.

1TH.

L]

COURT: Okay.

MR. BOVE: And so, this 1s an email dated
November 14, 2015. The top of the thread 1s a message from
Mr. Dylan Howard, a non-testifying, hearsay declarant at
this trial. We have a couple of i1issues with this message.
We touched on these with the letter we submitted.

The bottom message here recounting a series of
factual assertions related to Mr. Sajudin should not come

in for 1ts truth. It 1s unduly prejudicial and to be sort

of put in front of a Jury with a limiting instruction, when

there 1s a very reasonable alternative to making a
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potential prejudice 1s to just simply redact this piece.

And I think that's particularly appropriate given
yvour Honor's i1in limine ruling limiting the extent to which
facts concerning the Sajudin and McDougal 1ncidents or
whatever we call them from coming 1in.

SO that's the argument, Judge, for the bottom
email.

From our perspective, there are the same 1ssues
as you continue up the thread. And I think here, just
as —— I don't —-—- just as 1t's conceded by everybody that

Mr. Stracher was not a member of any conspiracy, I don't

think there 1s a foundation now or any argument that Barry
Levine of AMI was a member of a conspiracy.

SO that 1s an additional 1mpediment to these
coming 1n on any basis.

MR. STEINGLASS: So, several things.

First of all, we are not, we made this clear both
1n the letter response and i1n correspondence to counsel, we
are not seeking to admit the bottom portion of the email
for 1ts truth. We don't think 1t 1s true and we elicited
testimony to that point, very clear testimony, from Mr.
Pecker that he did not believe Mr. Sajudin story to be
Crie:

However, 1t 1s necessary context to understand

the rest of the email string which 1s very much about both
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a busliness record and co-consplrator statements.

So, let me explain why as to both. This 1s much

more akin to Exhibit 164 then 1t 1s to Exhibit 169 1nsofar
as 1t was AMI's business to purchase stories and according
to Pecker they used emails to conduct that business and

Howard did so as part of his regular course of his job

responsibilities. And 1s, therefore, under a business duty
to do so truthfully.
This 1s really just a class 1n business records.

Separately, we believe 1t's admissible as a

co—-consplirator statement and has res gestae of the state's
election law conspiracy. And let me say first i1n that
regard, and I am going to come back to this with certain
other exhibilits or portions of exhilibits, we have more than
established the prima fascia case of conspiracy to promote
or prevent election law violations by unlawful means.

And that 1s all we have to do to admit evidence
under the co-conspirator hearsay exception to establish a
prima facia case, and we have done far more than that.

Further, we have elicited sufficient testimony to
conclude prima facia that Dylan Howard 1s a member of the

conspiracy, and insofar as —-- should I stop?

THE COURT: Yes. I agree with you.
I think that established that Dylan Howard would

be part, or was part of this conspiracy. Therefore, he
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would be a co-conspirator and that statement 1s attributed

to him.

Golng down to the bottom portion, what Mr. Bove
1s asking 1s 1f you can redact 1it.
How difficult would 1t be to redact some portions

of 1t?

MR. STEINGLASS: It 1s not a question of
difficulty of redacting i1t. It 1s a question of the fact
that the rest of the email chain doesn't make any sense and
1t 1s not clear that they are talking about the Dino
Sajudin story.

86, I thirnk that — I think that — i1t Peally 18
admissible to contextualize the remainder of the email
chain and the prejudice argument 1s not an argument to make
when nobody 1s claiming that there 1s any truth to these
allegations, and I believe the witness testified that it

was 1,000 percent untrue.

THE COURT: I agree. What would you like me to
do, a limiting instruction on this?
It's been testified about.

MR. BOVE:

=]

It has, Judge. There are details 1in
here about the underlying -- not just what came from Mr.
Sajudin, but the following i1nvestigation, the woman who was
allegedly involved i1n this, her name, there 1s a lot of

information 1n here.
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And I just -- we came 1nto this trial under the

understanding from Your Honor's limited ruling that the
detalls regarding Sajudin and McDougal would be limited,

and this to goes -- 1s the opposite of that. And I will

just leave 1t at that.

THE COURT: I think there are a lot of details

L.L

that can be redacted. But honestly, I don't see,
necessarily, what the prejudice 1s to defense.

But, why don't you go ahead and redact the

several details. The point can still be established. As
far as the 9:35 a.m. portion of 1t, I already ruled on

that, and also the 2:15 p.m. portion as well.

MR. STEINGLASS: Thank you.

We will send the proposed redactions to counsel.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. BOVE:

L]

Thank you, Judge.

The negotiation dispute, Exhibit 172A, this 1s a
thread of text messages between Mr. Howard and --

MR. STEINGLASS: Who?

I am sorry. I apologize. I didn't mean to —-

THE COURT: Go ahead.

MR. BOVE: So, these messages, Judge, they can't

possibly be 1n furtherance of a conspiliracy between

Mr. Howard and the relative, particularly 1in light of their

relationship that we are talking about. And they are not
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business records.

I actually, this 1s more an 1ssue I think for
cross at this point, but Mr. Pecker testified that AMI
collected business communications from business phones.
These are personal communications perhaps on an AMI phone.

So there 1s -- I don't think there 1s a plausible
argument that the text of the communications are business

records. So they should not come 1in.

1

THE COURT: Mr. Steinglass, these are texts
between Dylan Howard and another person.
Does that other person work at AMI or have

anything to do with AMI?

MR. STEINGLASS: So, no, Judge. I think I can
provide some color here without mentioning exactly who 1t
1s. It 1s a first degree relative of Mr. Howard.

And to be clear, we are not trying to admit these

as business records. They have already been authenticated
so far as they came from an AMI device. And they do,
undoubtedly, contain a bit of hearsay. I agree with Mr.

Bove on that.

I think that 1t 1s useful to —-- I think that they
are 1ndependently admissible. And I think 1t's useful to
break the texts into two groups. One are the texts from
June and July of 2016, and the other are the texts from

November, 2016, really from election night.
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So, let me start with the texts from June and

July.

THE COURT: If I can just 1nterrupt you for a

second. Is 1t your argument that because these were

obtained from an AMI device, that's what makes 1t a

business record?

MR. STEINGLASS: I am sayilng that they are not

business records. I am saylng that they are

authentic because they came from an AMI device and the

foundation for authenticity was laid, but I am not seeking

to admit them as business records.

1

THE COURT: Neither one of these parties are

goling to be testifying here, right?

MR. STEINGLASS: That's true. But I

think I have an argument.

L

—— T still

THE COURT: If you can just approach and let me

know what the relationship 1s that we are talking about.

(Whereupon, the proceedings continued

without a side-bar discussion taking place.)

(Whereupon, Principal Court Reporter, Susan

Pearce—-Bates, was relilieved by Senior Court

Reporter, Theresa Magniccari.)
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NGLASS: Okay.

me start.

THE COURT: I do.

ME . ST

June 18, 2016 —-- by the way,

NGLASS: On Page 2,

Judge?

Page 1172

there 1s a text on

there may be some texts 1n

here that we can redact, but these specific ones we believe

are admissible.

Candidate —-- this 1s a text

relative.

"Candidate denies he had an a

the claim to understand the veracity o:

I'm going to Calxi:

suspect 1t's true."

Response:

vou're not goilng to print 1t?

"Why would you go to California if

from Mr. Howard to his

PP

alr. Nevertheless,

fornia on Sunday and Monday to 1nterrogate

F her claims.

)

Answer from Mr. Howard: "No, she's American. I'm
golng for other reasons."

Response: "For the Awards?"

Answer from Mr. Howard: "No, for the campaign."

Answer from the relative: "Oh, sorry, I see

mn

NNOW .

Respon<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>