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computer rooms. Generally the students were free to sit
where they chose. And they chose to sit next to each other.

The photograph shows pretty clearly that the seats in
that room were very close to each other. The computers are
very close to each other. The screens are very close to each
other. Very large screens for big match room. At that time
there were no blinders or screen protectors or anything that
would prevent one person from seeing screen of the person
next to them.

Additionally, at that time, answers on these
examinations were not -- the questions were not randomized
and the answers were not randomized. So what that means 1is,
for every test taker, their gquestion number one was the same.
And their section -- their selection A for that was the same,
B, C, D, whatever. So the answers were same throughout the
entire test for every test.

And during the examination, Dr. Hazen Martin, as she did
in all these all these block tests, was observing through
what's called the LXR program. And that's basically computer
program that allows her to watch students taking the
examination essentially in real time. And LXR sounds more
complicated. Basically pulls up a, like a spreadsheet that
shows the student what question they're on, their answers on
that information.

And she knows something in this examination she had
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the case released the information to the press.

So he believed at that point that the information lent
itself to the conclusion that it came from MUSC. So I think
ultimately the jury will decide that, but it's hard for me to
say that that cannot come in when that -- it was of such a
detailed nature and from such a -- what was supposed to be
shrouded in secrecy, that it made him think that it came from
within the organization. So I'm going to deny the objection
on the basis that there's no link. Because I think there is
strong circumstantial evidence.

As to the hearsay objection, I do think that this goes
ultimately to damages. I think there's got to be some
authentication, however because what you're trying to do is
enter in Facebook messages from some other third parties who
are not -- they're not parties to the case, they're not
witnesses. So I need to hear how you're -- you're
authenticating this and I'm assuming that you're trying to
say that you're using this, not for the truth of the matter,
sir, but to show reputational damage. But I still think
you've got an authentication. I need to hear how you're ---

MR. PARKER: Your Honor ---

THE COURT: --- how you came about getting this Facebook
post.

MR. PARKER: We will call Kayla and Kellie's cousin, Trey

tomorrow being on the -- as a witness who will
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