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1 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE PLAINTIFFS 1 with your personal attorney?
2 BY MR.DICKENS: 2 A. | met with them together. | met with them
3 Q. Could you please state your name for the Record? 3 briefly thismorning, and | met with them yesterday.
4 A. Sherry Duvall. 4 Q. Now, you say your personal attorney. |s Syngenta
5 Q. Hi, Ms. Duval. I understand you've been deposed 5 paying for your attorney's time here today?
6 before; isthat right? 6  A. | amnot ableto speak to that.
7 A Yesthais. 7 Q. Areyou personally paying your attorney for his
8 Q. Onhow many occasions? 8 time heretoday?
9 A. Once. 9 A. No.
10 Q. And understanding you've been deposed, you 10 Q. Butyou don't know who's paying for your
11 understand the drill. I'll just ask if you don't 11 attorney?
12 understand something | ask, please let me know, and I'll 12 A. No.
13 rephrase; isthat fair? 13 Q. Didyou review any documentsin preparation for
14 A ltis. 14 today's deposition?
15 Q. Andif you do go ahead and answer, I'll presume 15  A. | did see some documents.
16 you understood the question and answered it fully and 16 Q. Werethose documents that you had in your
17 truthfully; isthat fair? 17 personal possession?
18 A. Yes. 18 A. No.
19 Q. Now, your deposition that you previously gave, 19 Q. Documents that were shown to you by your
20 that wasrelated to litigation involving Atrazine? 20 attorneys?
21  A. Atrazine, yes. 21 A. Yes.
22 Q. And Atrazineis an herbicide manufactured and 22 Q. Didyou speak with any current or former Syngenta
23  marketed by Syngenta? 23 employees about your deposition?
24 A. Correct. 24 A. No.
25 Q. You were previously employed by Syngenta; isthat 25 Q. Didyou review any testimony previously givenin
Page 11 Page 13
1 right? 1 thislitigation?
2 A Yes 2 A. No.
3 Q. You began working for Syngentain 1999? 3 MS. BRIER: And Counsel, before we get into
4  A. Yes. Actualy, then it was Novartis. 4  thenext line of questioning, | just want to clarify
5 Q. Atsome point, Novartis merged with Syngenta, 5 thestipulation so I'm not interrupting.
6 correct? 6 | think we're reserving all objections
7  A. Novartis merged with AstraZeneca to become 7  except asto form and foundation.
8 Syngenta. 8 MR. DICKENS: Yeah. | said that
9 Q. Andthat wasin 1990 or when was that? 9  incorrectly. Thank you.
10 A. | believeit was 2000. 10 MS. BRIER: No problem. | just wanted to
11 Q. Soprior to AstraZeneca becoming Syngenta, you 11 show that understanding for the Record. Thanks.
12 worked for Novartis? 12 MR. DICKENS: I'll go ahead and hand you
13  A. Correct. 13 what we've marked as Exhibit 1 to your deposition.
14 Q. And when were you hired at Novartis or Ciba? 14 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 1 was marked for
15 A. Inl believeit was February of 1999. 15  identification)
16 Q. Andyou worked continuously with either Novartis | 16 MS. BRIER: Thank you.
17 or Syngentafrom 1999 until April of 20117 17 THE WITNESS: Are these the same?
18 A. Yes 18 MR. BARTOSZEK: Yes, we've got the same.
19 Q. And Ms. Duvall, did you do anything to prepare 19 BY MR. DICKENS:
20 for today's deposition? 20 Q. Ms. Duvall, I've handed you Exhibit 1 to your
21 A. Yes 21 deposition which is Amended Notice of Videotaped
22 Q. What did you do? 22 Deposition.
23 A. | met with my personal attorney and a Syngenta 23 Have you seen this document before?
24 @ttorney. 24 A. Yes
25 Q. Canyou tel ushow muchtimeyou spent meeting |25 Q. I'll direct your attention to the final page: (’)\fﬂ

1N
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1 Exhibit 1, and there's some Document Requestsaskingyou 1 A. No.
2 to produce certain documents at today's deposition. 2 Q. Whenyou left Syngentain 2011, did you take any
3 Have you seen that portion before? 3 work related documents with you?
4 A. Yes. 4  A. | had somefilesrelated to Atrazine.
5 MR. BARTOSZEK: And Dave, | just wantedto, | 5 Q. And you took those files related to Atrazine with
6  for the Record, object to thefirst request to the 6 you after leaving the company?
7  extentit calls for documentsthat are not in her 7 A. Yes
8  possession, custody or control or that were compiled 8 Q. Thosewere personal documents that you created
9 by counsel, asthose are reflective of attorney work 9 during the course of your employment at Syngenta?
10  product and attorney/client privilegedocuments. But |10  A. Some were created by me, yes.
11  feel freeto keep asking. 11 Q. Didyou take any documents with you, after
12 BY MR. DICKENS: 12 leaving Syngentain April 2011, related to Paraquat?
13 Q. Ms. Duval, did you bring any documentswithyou |13  A. No.
14 totoday's deposition? 14 Q. What did you do with all the documents related to
15 A. No. 15 Paraguat when you left the company in April of 20117?
16 Q. Okay. I've been provided a copy of your 16  A. They remained with the company.
17 curriculum vitae. That's adocument that you produced |17 Q. Had you seen or reviewed any of those Paraquat
18 toyour counsdl, correct? 18 related documents prior to yesterday when you met with
19 A. Yes. 19 counsel?
20 Q. And that has been handed over, and welll ook at 20  A. Had | seen or reviewed any of the documents prior
21 that inaminute. 21 to meeting with counsel yesterday?
22 But did you bring any other documents with you? 22 Q. Correct.
23 A. No. 23 A. No.
24 Q. Theserequests specifically ask for documentsin 24 Q. Didyou keep or maintain any e-mails that you

your possession, custody or control relating to

25

sent or received during the course of your employment at
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Page 15 Page 17
Paraquat; do you see that? 1 Syngentafrom 1999 to 2011, after leaving the company?

A. Yes. 2 A. No.

Q. I understand during your employment with 3 Q. Youdidn't forward any of those e-mailsto a
Syngenta, you worked on Paraquat at some point; isthat | 4 personal e-mail account or anything along those lines?
right? 5 A. No.

A. Yes. 6 Q. Soisitfair to say that any documentsin your

Q. Do you currently have any documentsin your 7 possession, custody or control related to Paraquat would
possession related to Paraquat in any way? 8 have remained with the company, and you have nothing in

A. No. 9 your possession?

Q. Whileworking for Syngenta, did you haveaccess |10  A. No, | have nothing related to Paraguat.
to a Corporate Syngenta e-mail account? 11 MR. DICKENS: | want to go ahead and mark

A. Yes. 12 Exhibit 2 to the deposition, which is a copy of the

Q. And do you still have access to that e-mail 13 curriculum vitae produced this morning.
account? 14 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 2 was marked for

A. No. 15  identification)

Q. Did you use the Syngenta e-mail account while 16 BY MR.DICKENS;
working for Syngenta? 17 Q. And can you identify this document for the

A. Yes. 18 Record, Ms. Duvdll?

Q. Didyou following -- did you work for Syngenta, 19 A. Yes. It'sacopy of my resume.
after leaving the company in April 2011, in any way? 20 Q. Andisthisaresume that you keep up-to-date?

A. Yes, asaconsultant. 21  A. Yes

Q. What type of matters did you consult with 22 Q. Andisthisaresume that you created in
Syngenta on after April 20117 23 preparation for the deposition or was it already in

A. On mattersrelating to Atrazine. 24 existence?

Q. Any mattersrelated to Paraquat? 25  A. Itaready existed.

Case1D:220300429
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Page 18 Page 20
1 MR. DICKENS: | don't know the best way to 1 way?
2 do--isitdlrightif | havethis, and maybe well 2 A. No.
3 putit up onthe screen. 3 Q. Now, you mentioned after leaving Syngentain
4 MR. BARTOSZEK: Y eah, that will work. 4 April of 2011, you provided some consulting work for
5 MR. DICKENS: Perfect. 5 Syngentarelated to Atrazine, right?
6 MR. BARTOSZEK: That will work. 6 A. Yes
7 So he's going to takeit and -- since we 7 Q. Didyou consult with any other pesticide
8  only have one copy. 8 manufacturers from April of 2011 to the present in a
9 THE WITNESS: Oh, okay. 9 communications capacity?
10 MR. BARTOSZEK: But you can look at the 10 A. No.
11 screen at what he's asking you to look at, and | have 11 Q. What type of consulting did you do for Syngenta
12 thewholething here, if you need it for context for 12 on Atrazine after leaving the company in April of 2011?
13 anything. 13 A. It was primarily focused on the coordination of a
14 THE WITNESS: Okay. 14 team of scientists and academic professors who were
15 MS. BRIER: Yeah, | can seeit. Thank you. 15 writing papers on the benefits of Atrazine with the goal
16 BY MR.DICKENS: 16 of publishing those papers.
17 Q. Now, areyou currently employed, Ms. Duvall? 17 Q. Atthat time, after April 2011, was Syngenta
18 A. No. 18 involvedin litigation involving Atrazine?
19 Q. Towardsthe bottom of Page 1 of your curriculum |19  A. Yes.
20 vitae, there's some communications experience; doyou |20 Q. Wasthe consulting work you did related to the
21 seethat? 21 ongoing litigation involving Atrazine?
22  A. Yes 22 A. No, not directly. This particular work wasin
23 Q. Andit lists Duvall Communications; is that 23 support of the reregistration of Atrazine.
24 right? 24 Q. Didyou do any litigation consulting for Syngenta
25 A. Yes 25 after leaving the company in April of 20117
Page 19 Page 21
1 Q. Doyou have your own communications company 1 A. Idon'trecal any specific litigation support.
2 currently? 2 Q. When'sthelast time you consulted with Syngenta
3 A. | keepitopen, but I'm currently not doing 3 onAtrazine?
4 anything with it. 4  A. During that time period.
5 Q. When'sthe last time you did anything with it? 5 Q. How long did that time period last?
6  A. It'sbeen severa years. 6  A. About six months.
7 Q. Andyou list Duvall Communications from 7 Q. Soafter you left in April 2011, you consulted
8 April 2011 to present; isthat right? 8 for about six months and haven't done anything since; is
9 A. Yes 9 that fair?
10 Q. Now, after leaving Syngentain April of 2011,you |10  A. Yeah. That'snot -- not entirely true.
11 did -- you were employed at some point, right? 11 | did write an article in -- for one of the
12 A. Yes. Uh-huh. 12 plantsfor an internal competition in 2017, but that's
13 Q. Inwhat capacity were you employed? 13 thelast timel did anything for Syngenta.
14  A. Asaparalegal. 14 Q. When you say internal, you're talking within
15 Q. When did you stop working as a paralegal ? 15 Syngenta?
16 A. My last employment as a paralegal was in either 16  A. It wasan awards competition, an internal awards
17 April or May of 2020, | believe. 17 competition.
18 Q. And Ms. Duvall, what caused you to leave the 18 Q. So nothing having to do with external anything;
19 company in April of 2000 -- or to leave Syngentain 19 itwasall within Syngenta?
20 April of 2011? 20 A. Correct.
21 A. | left of my own free will. 21 Q. I wanttolook at your experience with Syngenta
22 Q. Wasthere any particular catalyst or reason for 22 and Novartis, and maybe a good place to start is on Page
23 leaving? 23 2 of your CV. There'saCiba Speciaty Chemicals; do
24 A. ljustfeltit wastimeto move on. 24  you seethat?
25 Q. Andyou weren't fired or asked to leave in any 25 A. Yes

Case-1D:220300429
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Page 22 Page 24
1 Q. And Ciba, that eventually became Novartis, right? 1 A. I worked as part of ateam to incorporate
2 A. No. That was actually a spinoff from Novartis. 2 communications, and | also had responsibility for
3 Q. Okay. So Novartis; then there was a spinoff of 3 managing community relations in Greensboro for the
4 Ciba Specialty Chemicals, correct? 4 company.
5 A. Ciba Specialty isaspinoff from Novartis. 5 Q. When you say manage communications, what specifi
6 Q. Okay. Soyouworked at Cibafrom 1998 to 1999; 6 taskswereyou responsible for?
7 isthat fair? 7  A. Sothat involved -- in addition to community
8 A. That'scorrect. 8 reations, itinvolved getting involved in media
9 Q. Andthen from Ciba, you went to Syngenta? 9 relations, mediatraining, some issue management for our
10 A. | wentto Novartis, yes. It'svery confusing. 10 products. Itinvolved representing the company at trade
11 Q. Okay. | got you. 11 shows, coordinating with internal communications on
12 So Ciba, you went to Novartis, and Novartis 12 specific projects.
13 became Syngenta? 13 Q. Andindeed, you, on Page 1 going to Page 2, list
14  A. Correct. 14 some of your responsibilities as Communications Manager
15 Q. Okay. Sowhenyou list hereon Page1 Syngenta |15 head of external communications and head of community
16 February 1999 to April 2011, that includes that short 16 engagement while working for Syngenta, right?
17 period of time when they were Novartis? 17 A. Yes
18 A. Yes. 18 Q. Andyou list Greenshoro, North Caroling; is that
19 Q. Andwhat wereyou -- were there any herbicides 19 the office for Syngentathat you worked out of ?
20 you were responsible for while working for Ciba 20  A. Yes.
21 Specidty Chemicals? 21 Q. Andyou worked out of that office during the
22 A. No. That particular company did not deal in 22 entire 12 years that you worked for the company?
23  herbicides. 23 A. Uh-huh. Yes.
24 Q. When did you first becomeinvolved in working for |24 Q. And you, asyou state, you were akey media
25 herbicides? 25 contact, correct?
Page 23 Page 25
1 A. Whenl joined Novartis/Syngenta. 1 A. Correct.
2 Q. Soin1999 wasthefirst time you were involved 2 Q. Youwere a Communications Strategist for the
3 inany capacity related to pesticides or herbicides? 3 company, right?
4  A. Correct. 4 A. Yes
5 Q. Doyou have any background in science? 5 Q. Youmanaged issuesin litigation affecting
6 A. No. 6 agricultural products, correct?
7 Q. Your background and you received a degreein 7 A Yes
8 communications and public relations; is that right? 8 Q. Now, those agricultural products, that included
9 A. Yes 9 Paraguat?
10 Q. Youstate hereinyour CV that you wererecruited |10 A. Yes.
11 to Syngenta as a promotion; do you see that? 11 Q. Wereyou responsible for Paraguat when you joined
12 A. Yes 12 Syngentain 1999?
13 Q. Okay. What do you mean by that? 13  A. No, | wasnot responsible for Paraquat.
14  A. I meanthat | moved up in salary when | went to 14 Q. Wereyou responsible for Paraguat at any point in
15 Novartis/Syngenta. 15 time during your employment?
16 Q. Whenyou were hired by Syngentain 1999 or when | 16 ~ A. By responsible for Paraguat, what do you mean?
17 you went to Syngenta, your job role was Communications| 17 Q. Let'sask it thisway: Were you working on
18 Manager? 18 anything related to the communication strategy of
19 A. Yes 19 Paraguat in 1999 when you were hired for Syngenta?
20 Q. Andthenin 2004, you were promoted from 20  A. Syngenta-- first of all, we weren't Syngentain
21 Communications Manager to External Communication Lea@1 1999. Secondly, Novartis did not even have Paraquat in
22 for North America, right? 22 1999. Paraguat did not come into play until 2000 with
23 A. That's correct. 23 the merger with Zeneca, because the legacy company
24 Q. What was your job role as Communications Manager 24 Novartis did not have Paraquat. So Paraquat was not
25 for Syngentawhen you were hired in 19997 25 part of the product lineup.

Case 1D:220300429
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Page 26 Page 28
1 Q. When did you begin working on any mattersrelated | 1 External Communications Lead for North America?
2 toParaquat? 2  A. My basic responsibilities stayed the same, but |
3 A. I don'trecall. 3 wasresponsible for aCommunications Manager, the
4 Q. Wasit shortly after the merger? 4 supervision of a Communications Manager.
5 A. It could have been, but | don't recall. 5 Q. Andin 2010, your job role changed again; is that
6 Q. Now, when you say managed issuesin litigation 6 right?
7 affecting agricultural products, that includes Paraquat, 7  A. That'scorrect.
8 right? 8 Q. Didany of your job roles -- you mention here,
9 A. Yes 9 "Tapped to create new role in community engagement for
10 Q. Andyou were key media contact for Paraquat 10 North America."
11 related issues, right? 11 Did you have any new job roles or
12 A. Yes 12 responsihilities related to communications related to
13 Q. Andyou were communication strategist for 13 Syngenta's herbicides or pesticides?
14 Paraguat related issues? 14  A. Somy jobroletotaly switched where | was not
15 A. Yes 15 engaging specifically with products and i ssue management
16 Q. And you developed and executed external 16 any longer. It wastotally switched over to corporate
17 communication plans related to Paraquat related issues? | 17 citizenship. So it was atotal shift in my job
18 A. Yes 18 responsibility.
19 Q. Andyou managed product issues related to 19 Q. Okay. And when you say corporate citizenship,
20 Paraquat, right? 20 what do you mean?
21 A. Yes 21 A. Socommunity relations on a broader scale for the
22 Q. Inthethird bullet point, you acted as a key 22 company, so corporate reputation.
23 liaison to the Legal Department for high profile 23 Q. Andfrom 2010 until you left Syngentain 2011,
24 lawsuit; isthat related to Atrazine? 24 did you have any role or responsibility related to
25 A Yssitis. 25 issuesinvolving Paraquat?
Page 27 Page 29
1 Q. Now, didyou also serve asakey liaison to the 1  A. No, not after 2010.
2 Legal Department on issues related to Paraquat? 2 MR. DICKENS: I'll put that there so | don't
3 A. I don't recall specific legal issuesrelated to 3  loseit.
4 Paraquat, but it is possible. 4 I'll go ahead and hand you what we'll mark
5 Q. You state, "Educated stakeholders." Do you see 5  asExhibit 3 to the deposition and copies to counsel
6 that? 6  hereaswell.
7 A. Yes 7 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 3 was marked for
8 Q. What do you mean by stakeholders? 8 identification)
9 A. Key audiences. 9 THE WITNESS: Are these the same?
10 Q. What are some of those key audiences during your | 10 MR. BARTOSZEK: Y ou get to keep the
11 timeat Syngenta? 11  stickered one and hand the --
12 A. Sothishbullet point in my resume specifically 12 THE WITNESS: Oh, okay.
13 refersto Atrazine litigation. 13 MR. BARTOSZEK: -- other copiesto me.
14 Q. Okay. That's helpful. 14  Thereyou go. Thank you.
15 Did you educate stakeholders in any capacity 15 BY MR. DICKENS:
16 related to Paraguat during your employment at Syngenta? | 16 Q. Now, Ms. Duvall, I've handed you a copy of an
17 A. Notthat | recall. 17 exhibit produced to Plaintiffsin thislitigation from
18 Q. Didyou train spokespersons at Syngentafor media | 18 Syngenta. It lists your name up here, Sherry Duvall; do
19 interviewsrelated to Paraquat specifically? 19 you seethat?
20 A. | don't specifically recall that. 20  A. ldo.
21 Q. | want to go back down to the last bullet point, 21 Q. And on the very top of the email isan email
22 your progression. We aready talked about you were 22 from aKay Carter to you dated March 30, 2001; do you
23 promoted from Communications Manager to External 23 seethat?
24 Communications Lead for North America; wasthat -- did | 24 A. | do.
25 you have any new job roles or responsibilities as 25 Q. WhoisKay Carter?

Case 1D:220300429
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1 A. Kay Carter was my supervisor at one point in 1 A.Yes
2 time 2 Q. Andwasthat true during the entire -- your
3 Q. What was her role, if you recall? 3 entire employment as Communications Manager before yaur
4  A. Shewas head of the Communications Department. 4 promotion in 2004?
5 Q. Was she head of the Communications Department 5 A. Yes
6 limited to the United States or for the entirety of 6 Q. Now, the subject of the e-mail forwarded to you
7 Syngenta? 7 from Kay Carter notes Paraquat reference; do you see
8 A. For Crop Protectioninthe U.S. 8 that?
9 Q. How many individuals at Syngentawerepart of the | 9 A. I'msorry. Which part are you referring to?
10 Communications Team in the United Statesin 2000, 2001?10 Q. Yeah. The subject line, News Release From
11  A. Let'ssee. Including Kay Carter, about five. 11 NIEHS-Note Paraquat Reference.
12 Q. Andwereal five of those individualsinvolved 12 A. Yes.
13 in Paraquat related issuesin 2000, 20017 13 Q. And once again, you were Communications Managet
14 A. No. 14 for herbicides. So that would have included Paraquat at
15 Q. Wasthere asubset of those individuals involved 15 thistimein 2001?
16 in communications related to pesticides such as 16 A. Yes
17 Paraguat? 17 Q. How wasit that you were selected to be the
18 A. Therewereonly -- well, therewas one personwho | 18 Communications Manager for herbicides?
19 wasdedicated to internal communications, onewhowas |19  A. | can't tell you.
20 dedicated to website management. TherewasKay Carter | 20 Q. Who told you that you would be Communications
21  who was head of the department, and then there was 21 Manager for herbicides?
22 myself and one other person who was a Communications | 22  A. My supervisor, Kay Carter.
23 Manager like me, and we divided up the product 23 Q. Doyou recall anything about that conversation?
24 categories that we were responsible for from a 24 A. No.
25 communications standpoint. 25 Q. Doyou recal anything your supervisor told you
Page 31 Page 33
1 Q. Whowasthat other individual who was 1 about what your job responsibilities would be, as
2 Communications Manager similar to you? 2 Communications Manager for herbicides, in the 2000, 2001
3 A. Hisnamewas Ken Gordon. 3 timeframe?
4 Q. And whenyou say you divided up the 4  A. | don't remember specifics, no.
5 responsibilities with respect to Paraquat related 5 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Don Hong, isthat
6 issues-- 6  somebody you're familiar with trying to join Zoom?
7 A. No. | --no, | did not say that. 7 MR. DICKENS: I'm surethey'rerelated in
8 Q. Okay. 8  someway.
9 A. | saidwedivided up the product categories. | 9 MS. BRIER: | don't recognize the name.
10 didn't say we divided up Paraquat responsibilities. 10 MR. BARTOSZEK: How isit spelled?
11 Q. How did you divide up the Paraquat categories 11 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: H-O-N-G, Don Hong.
12 then? 12 MS. BRIER: Oh, yes. Don Hong iswith
13 A. | don't know what you mean by Paragquat 13 Kirkland. Yes.
14 categories. Paraguat was a herbicide. Sowedividedup |14 BY MR. DICKENS:
15 product categories, one being herbicides, another being |15 Q. Okay. Ms. Duvall, and Kay Carter isforwarding
16 fungicides, another being insecticides. 16 you and e-mail chain related to Paraquat in this e-mail,
17 Q. | understand now. 17 correct?
18 And were you the individual responsible for 18  A. It appearsthat way, yes.
19 herbicides? 19 Q. Andthefina full email that Kay Carter
20  A. Yes 20 forwarded to you references, "1 would appreciate an
21 Q. Soyou were the Communications Manager 21 answer to my question on March 13th on Parkinson's
22 responsible for Paraquat then? 22 Disease. Hereisanother press release which relates to
23 A. Yes 23  -- which relates the disease to crop protection
24 Q. And that's true when Novartis merged and became |24 products, and | want to be sure that our company is
25 Syngentain 2000? 25 prepared for thisarising issue."
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1 Do you seethat? 1 Q. Andto convey those facts to external sources,
2 A. I'msorry. Where areyou? 2 right?
3 Q. It'sthelast full email on Page 1 from a, | 3 A. Yes.
4 believe, Georg -- | shouldn't have tried this -- 4 Q. Including the media?
5 Diriwaechter -- 5 A. Yes
6  A. Diriwaechter. 6 Q. Including consumers?
7 Q. -- dated March 30, 2001. 7 A, Wdl, viamedia.
8 MR. BARTOSZEK: Dave, isthis-- isthistwo 8 Q. Youworked on Parkinson's and Paraquat related
9  separate documents? 9 issuesfrom 2001 all the way until at least 2010, right?
10 MR. DICKENS: Wdll, thisishow | believeit 10 A. | can't verify that | did that, but | --
11 wasproduced to us -- 11 Q. Wetalked about conveying messages to the media.
12 MR. BARTOSZEK: Okay. 12 Youwould also convey Syngenta's position related to
13 MR. DICKENS: -- but -- 13 Paragquat and Parkinson's Disease to other stakeholders
14 MR. BARTOSZEK: Okay. 14 aswédl, right?
15 THE WITNESS: I'm sorry. | am still not 15 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
16  seeing whereyou arein this. 16 Y ou can answer.
17 BY MR. DICKENS: 17 THE WITNESS: Would you repeat that?
18 Q. Soif youlook on -- 18 BY MR. DICKENS:
19  A. Thisright here? 19 Q. Inaddition to media, one of your job
20 MR. BARTOSZEK: Right here. He'slooking-- | 20 responsibilities wasto convey Syngenta's position
21 you can usethe screen, aswell, if you'd like. He's 21 related to Paraquat and Parkinson's Disease to other
22 highlighted it. 22 stakeholders?
23 THE WITNESS: Oh, okay. All right. 23 MS. BRIER: Same objection.
24 BY MR. DICKENS: 24 MR. BARTOSZEK: Join.
25 Q. Doyou seethat? 25 THE WITNESS: If appropriate.
Page 35 Page 37
1 A. | do. 1 BY MR. DICKENS:
2 Q. In2001, you were aware of suggestions that 2 Q. Andin 2001 and 2002, Syngenta's position was
3 Parkin -- or that Paraquat was related to Parkinson's 3 that Paraguat was not toxic to humans unlessit was
4 Disessg, right? 4 swallowed or severely misused; isthat correct?
5 A. Oh-- 5 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
6 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form. 6 THE WITNESS: Our position was aways that
7 Go ahead. 7  Paraguat was safe to use by applicatorsif it was
8 THE WITNESS: -- apparently, according to 8  used according to the label and that any product was
9 this 9  toxicif it wasmisused or could betoxic if it was
10 BY MR. DICKENS: 10  misused, including Paraquat, and we were always
11 Q. Butyoudo, infact, asyou sit here today, 11 concerned about that.
12 recall working on issues related to Parkinson's Disease 12 Paraguat was a-- it was known to be a
13 for Paraguat, right? 13 product that could be misused, and we were very
14 A. Yes. 14 concerned about that.
15 Q. You just, without looking at this document, 15 BY MR. DICKENS:
16 didn't know exactly when that was, right? 16 Q. Andwhen you first became responsible for
17 A. Yes. 17 Paraguat, you were aware of the accidental ingestions
18 Q. But based on this document, you at least were 18 and suicidesrelated to Paraquat?
19 aware of the potential issue in 2001? 19 A. Yes.
20  A. Yes 20 Q. Andwhen you say you were concerned about those
21 Q. And one of your jobs was to manage all egations 21 toxicity issues, that was related to misuse only, right?
22 that Paraguat exposure was linked to Parkinson's 22 A. Yes
23 Disease? 23 Q. And Syngenta's position was that Paraquat was not
24  A. Yes, at least to sort it out and figure out what 24 toxicif it was used properly, right?
25 thefactswere. 25 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
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1 THE WITNESS: | always referred to what the 1 A Usudlly.
2  cientiststold me, and they were my go-to, and that 2 Q. Andwhenyour nameislisted asthe
3 iswhat | communicated. 3 communications contact, does that mean that you would
4 BY MR.DICKENS: 4 have been the designated individual to handle
5 Q. And so your role was to communicate to the 5 communications related to these issues?
6 outside world what the scientists within Syngentawere 6 A. Yes
7 telling you, right? 7 Q. Okay. Sowith respect to this particular Standby
8 A. Yes 8 Statement, the information included hereis kind of your
9 Q. Andthe scientistsin 2001, 2002 were telling you 9 script for how to deal with media or others who
10 that Paraguat was not toxic to humans unless it was 10 contacted you related to this?
11 swallowed or severely misused, right? 11  A. Yes It'smeanttobeaguide. Yes.
12 A. Thescientists at that time were aware of the 12 Q. Andyou would have beeninvolved in preparation
13 misuse that was going on, particularly in developing 13 of thisguide or Standby Statement?
14 countries, and that was the message that we were 14 A. Yes, and this-- | would have been involved in
15 concentrating on at that time when we first -- when 15 the crafting of the language.
16 Paragquat first joined the lineup of products, and it was 16 The content of this would have come from our
17 the accidental or intentional ingestion of Paraguat, and 17 scientists and other experts within the company who
18 that's what we were focused on. 18 understand the science and other aspects, other
19 MR. DICKENS: I'll hand you what we'll mark 19 technical aspects of the product.
20  asExhibit 4 to the deposition. 20 Q. Andthisparticular Standby Statement relatesto
21 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. Was 4 marked for 21 acall from its Poison Control Center regarding an
22 identification) 22 accidental poisoning of an 11 year old boy in Florida,
23 MS. BRIER: And while you're handing those 23 right?
24 out, can we stipulate that an objection for oneisan 24  A. Yes, it appearsto be.
25  objectionasto al? 25 Q. And there would be these type of accidental
Page 39 Page 41
1 MR. DICKENS: We can, yes. 1 poisonings or suicides from time to time in which
2 MS. BRIER: Thank you. 2 Standby Statements would be created, right?
3 BY MR.DICKENS: 3 A Yes
4 Q. Ms. Duval, I've handed you a document produced 4 Q. And on the Page 2 on the back, the second
5 inthislitigation, a Standby Statement Alleged Paraguat 5 question, "How can Syngenta market a product like this?
6 Poisoning Naples, Florida Final Draft Dated May 23, 6 Shouldn't it be removed from the market?"
7 2001; do you see that? 7 Now, when it says question there, that isa
8 A. Yes 8 potential question that could be asked of you is that
9 Q. And at the end on Page 2, which is on the other 9 fair?
10 side, it's Syngenta communications contact, and that 10 A. Yes. | mean, that's why we create these Q& As.
11 listsyou, right? 11 Q. Sure. And theinformation afterwards, that would
12 A. Yes 12 betheinformation that you created, in conjunction with
13 Q. Now, what is a Standby Statement? 13 the Science Team at Syngenta, for a particular response?
14  A. Wetypically created these to have on hand if we 14 A. Yes
15 received calls from mediaon aparticular issue. 15 Q. And theresponse that was crafted by Syngenta
16 Q. Okay. And these Standby Statements then would be| 16 references Gramoxone Extra; that's a Paraquat product
17 used by Syngenta employeesto respond to the mediaor | 17 manufactured by Syngenta, right?
18 other contacts related to that particular issue? 18 A. Itwasat that time, yes.
19  A. Not by Syngentaemployees. By Syngenta 19 Q. Andtheinformation that you provide to outside
20 spokespeople. Not by any employees. 20 sourceswasthat Paraquat or Gramoxone Extrais not
21 Q. Sowere the spokespeople different than -- were 21 toxic to humans unless the concentrate is swallowed or
22 they not Syngenta employees then? 22 severely misused, right?
23 A. Only designated people within Syngenta were 23 A. Yes
24 supposed to be spesking with media 24 Q. Andthat's, once again, aposition of Syngenta
25 Q. And wereyou one of them? 25 andtheir Science Team or it wouldn't have been included
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1 inyour Standby Statement; isthat fair? 1 Q. Wasit your understanding that there was no data
2 A Yes 2 or evidence that Paraquat could cause Parkinson's
3 Q. Now, you'd agree that many of your colleagues 3 Disease during the course of your employment at
4 were concerned about the toxicity of Paraquat, because 4 Syngenta?
5 Paraquat was one of the company's highest grossing 5 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
6 products, right? 6 THE WITNESS: It was my understanding,
7 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. Foundation. 7  through discussions with our scientists, that there
8 THE WITNESS: | don't know how to answer 8  wasno evidence or scientific studies that proved
9  that. I'mnot aware of those salesfigures. 9  causation that Paraguat caused Parkinson's. That was
10 BY MR. DICKENS: 10  my understanding.
11 Q. Wereyou aware that colleagues of yours were 11 BY MR.DICKENS:
12 concerned, in 2001 and 2002, about the toxicity of 12 Q. Yet there were some within the company who were
13 Paraquat? 13 questioning whether or not Syngenta should even be
14 MS. BRIER: Same objections. 14 sdling Paraguat, right?
15 THE WITNESS: When you say concerned about | 15 MS. BRIER: Objection to form, foundation.
16  thetoxicity, can you be more specific? 16 THE WITNESS: | am not aware of that.
17 BY MR. DICKENS: 17 MR. DICKENS: Let me go ahead and mark
18 Q. Doyourecal anyonewithin Syngentaexpressing | 18  Exhibit 5.
19 to you their concerns about how toxic Paraguat wasto 19 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 5 was marked for
20 itsusers? 20  identification)
21 A. To certified applicators or -- again, I'm not 21 BY MR. DICKENS:
22 surel understand what you're asking. 22 Q. Ms. Duvall, I'm going to begin by directing your
23 Q. How toxic it was to anyone who was spraying 23 attention specifically to the second to last page.
24 Paraquat in any capacity? 24 Towardsthetop of that pageis an e-mail from October
25 Al lt's-- 25 1, 2001 from Kay Carter to you forwarding an e-mail
Page 43 Page 45
1 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 1 Position Statement asking you, "Sherry, will you
2 You can answer. 1'm sorry. 2 follow-up when you return?'
3 THE WITNESS: Yes. Again, | don't 3 Do you see that?
4 understand your question, because if used according 4 A. Yes.
5 tothelabel, my understanding is that pesticide 5 Q. Andthe e-mail that was forwarded to you -- well,
6  products, including Gramoxone, are not toxic to 6 first of al, Kay Carter, once again, she was your
7  applicators. 7 supervisor at thistime, right?
8 BY MR.DICKENS: 8 A. Yes
9 Q. And that was your understanding throughout your 9 Q. Andshe'sforwarding you an e-mail sent from Bob
10 entire employment at Syngentafrom 1999 to 2011, right? | 10 Woodsto her from September 27th, right?
11  A. Yes 11  A. Yes
12 Q. Andthat isn't -- you developed that 12 Q. Doyou know who Bob Woodsis?
13 understanding based on your conversations with other 13  A. Yes.
14 colleaguesin Syngenta, including its Scientific Team? 14 Q. Okay. Who was Bob Woods?
15 A. Yes, and also my interactions with EPA websites 15 A. Bob Woods at the time was -- back then, roles
16 and what | heard at EPA meetings and what | read in 16 werealittle different, but | think he was CEO of
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pesticide documents.
Q. When you say pesticide documents, are those
internal Syngenta documents?

17
18
19

Syngenta Corporation based out of Wilmington.
Q. Okay. Sothe CEO of Syngentawithin the United
States; is that fair?

A. No. 20 A. Yes
Q. Wasit your understanding that Paraquat -- was it 21 Q. And he'sresponding, Bob Woods, to Kay Carter's
your understanding that there was no evidence that 22 e-mail, which is below, from September 24th referencing

Paraquat could cause Parkinson's Disease during the
course of your employment from 1999 to 20117
A. Canyou repeat the question?

23
24
25

a statement that you prepared several weeks ago, right?
A. That | prepared? I'm sorry. Would you say that
again?
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1 Q. Yeah. Bob Woods was responding to a statement 1 Q. Andonce again, he'sthe CEO of Syngentawithin
2 that Kay Carter sent him, a statement that you prepared 2 the United States?
3 in2001? 3 A. Thatiscorrect.
4 A Yes 4 Q. And hegoeson Arthur -- isthat Einsele?
5 Q. And sothen Bob Woods, the CEO of Syngentainthe 5  A. Einsele.
6 United States, statesin the second line, "Paragquat is 6 Q. Okay. Do you know who Arthur Einsele was?
7 very sendgitive within the company. Asl'm sureyou are 7 A. |l don'trecal who hewsas.
8 aware" 8 Q. Itsays, "Arthur Einsele even raised the question
9 Do you see that? 9 asto whether we should be selling this product.”
10 A. Yes 10 Do you seethat?
11 Q. Hesays, "Statements that imply that Paraguat, 11  A. I do.
12 theactiveingredient, are not harmful to the skin are 12 Q. Wereyou aware that there were individuals within
13 not correct.” 13 Syngentathat were questioning whether or not Syngenta
14 That's what Bob Woods said, correct? 14 should be selling Paraquat?
15 A. Yes, apparently so. 15 A. No, at thetime, | was not aware.
16 Q. Okay. Now, the document, the Position Statement |16 Q. But you became aware of this when Kay Carter sent
17 welooked at earlier that is from November of 2001 17 youthise-mail back in 2001, right?
18 stated that Paraquat was not toxic unlessingested or 18 A. Yes. Obvioudly, it wasin the memo.
19 severely misused, right? 19 Q. Didyou have any conversations with Bob Woods
20 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 20 specificaly about Paraguat in any way during the course
21 THE WITNESS: I'm sorry. Wouldyou please |21 of your employment at Syngenta?
22 repeat that? 22 A. No, | wouldn't have any reason to have a
23 BY MR. DICKENS: 23 conversation with Bob Woods about Paraquat.
24 Q. Yeah. Just that statement that we looked at from 24 Q. | wanttolook at now the second page of this
25 the Florida accidental poisoning case, just, once again, 25 document, specifically, thefirst full eemail on this
Page 47 Page 49
1 that stated that Paraquat was not toxic unless ingested 1 page from Tim Pastoor to you dated October 10, 2001; do
2 or severely misused? 2 you seethat?
3 A. | don't remember the specific wording from that. 3 A Yes
4 Q. Okay. Now, Bob Woods goes on in the next 4 Q. Andwho was Tim Pastoor?
5 paragraph, "Thisissue came up in Basel." 5 A. Hewasatoxicologist, aPh.D. scientist with
6 Do you know what he's referring to there? 6 Syngenta
7  A. ldon't, no. 7 Q. Hesaid, "Based on Bob's response, perhaps we can
8 Q. Now, was Syngentas parent corporation, where 8 re-word the following section."
9 werethey located? 9 Do you see that?
10 A. Basdl, Switzerland. 10 A. Yes
11 Q. Okay. Sowhenit'sreferencing Basel herein 11 Q. And the re-worded section suggested by Tim
12 thisparagraph, isit your understanding he's referring 12 Pastoor, second to last line, "Second, the skinisan
13 to the corporate headquarters in Switzerland? 13 effective barrier to Paraquat absorption.”
14 A. Yes 14 Do you see that?
15 Q. Hesays, "Theissue came up in Basel. It'sclear 15 A. Yes
16 that 1/2 of Syngenta have no experience with this 16 Q. And that was a message that was conveyed to the
17 product, and asit is one of the three largest global 17 public related to Paraquat from the time you were
18 products, we need to be diligent.” Right? 18 employed in 1999 through at least 2010, right?
19 A. Thatishow it reads, yes. 19 A. | would -- please repeat the question.
20 Q. Soin 2001, you were aware that Paraquat wasone |20 Q. During the course of your employment at Syngenta,
21 of thethreelargest globa products for Syngenta? 21 you would inform the media and others outside of
22 A. I'mawarethat that iswhat he said in this memo. 22 Syngentathat the skin's an effective barrier to
23 Q. Didyou have any reason to question whether or 23 Paraguat absorption, right?
24 not that would be accurate? 24 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
25  A. | amonly aware that that is what he said. 25 THE WITNESS: | cannot confirm trrla’tt”t\rfl\islvkg "
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Page 50 Page 52

1  orwasnot added to the document. All | know is that 1 BY MR. DICKENS:

2 heis-- hesaid that it was re-worded. 2 Q. Yeah

3 Without seeing the actual document and 3 A. -- whether or not it should be sold?

4 seeing thisre-wording on the document, | can't 4 Q. Correct.

5  confirmthat it was re-worded that way. 5 A. | don't recall their specific objections to the

6 BY MR.DICKENS: 6 product.

7 Q. Okay. Taking this particular document aside, do 7 I do know that, along with many other pesticide

8 you recall ever telling anybody outside of Syngentathat | 8 products, they didn't like Paraquat.

9 theskin's an effective barrier to Paraquat application 9 Q. And one of your job roles was to deal with what

10 during your employment? 10 wasreferred to within the company as activists, right?
11 A. | can'trecal. 11 A. Yes.
12 Q. Canyourecal any information you would have 12 Q. And activists would have included NGOs and other
13 provided to individuals outside of Syngenta related to 13 organizations that were calling for aban or restriction
14 Paraguat absorption through the skin in any way? 14 on Paragquat?
15 A. | can'trecall. 15 A. Yes. | don't remember specificaly if they were
16 Q. It goeson to say that, "Studies have clearly 16 caling for aban on Paraguat, again, but Paraquat |
17 shown that spray diluted Paraquat is unlikely to 17 know definitely was on the list of pesticides that they
18 penetrate skin unless there are cuts or severe 18 weretargeting.
19 irritation to the skin." 19 Q. Anditwason agroup referred to asthe Dirty
20 Do you seethat? 20 Dozen; doyou recall that?
21 A. Yes 21  A. ldontrecal.
22 Q. And do you recall whether or not this was 22 Q. Doyou recal any of the NGOs or organizations
23 communicated to people outside of the company? 23 that, asyou say, did not like Paraquat?
24 A. | cannot. 24 A. | don't remember specifically.
25 Q. Thise-mail references diluted Paraquat and its 25 MR. BARTOSZEK: Dave, if we're going to move
Page 51 Page 53
1 ability to penetrate the skin. 1  toanother document, can we take a quick break?
2 Areyou aware that, prior to spraying, users of 2 Weve been going over an hour.
3 Paraguat need to mix the product with a surfactant? 3 MR. DICKENS: Yeah, that'sfine.
4 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 4 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: The time on the monitor|
5 THE WITNESS: These questions are better 5 is1l:16 am. We are off the Record.
6  asked of somebody who is more familiar with the use 6 (A brief recess was taken in the deposition)
7  and application of the product. 7 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: The time on the monitor|
8 | am acommunicator. | am not atechnical 8 is11:35am. Weare back on the Record.
9  person or ascientist who is familiar with those 9 BY MR. DICKENS:
10  technical aspects of the product. 10 Q. Welcomeback, Ms. Duvall. | want to just
11 BY MR. DICKENS: 11 follow-up on some answers you gave earlier.
12 Q. But your role was to communicate Syngenta's 12 Y ou mentioned that part of your knowledge
13 position to those outside the company, correct? 13 regarding Paraquat was gained from meetings with the
14  A. Yes Butit'shbeen, what, many years, 10, 11, 14 EPA; isthat right?
15 12 yearssince | waswith the company. | don't remember | 15 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
16 those kinds of details. 16 THE WITNESS: No, | did not say that.
17 Q. Now, asmore reports about Paraquat's toxicity 17 BY MR. DICKENS:
18 began to surface publicly, several NGOs and other 18 Q. Okay.
19 organizations began to question whether or not Syngenta | 19  A. | said part of my knowledge on pesticides and
20 should be selling the product in the United States; 20 proper application of pesticides was gained from EPA,
21 you'd agree with that? 21 and particularly from websites, that safe application --
22 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form and 22 that -- I'm sorry -- safe application was possible by
23 foundation. 23 following the label with any pesticide, including
24 THE WITNESS: You're asking meif NGOs began 24 Paraquat.
25  toquestion -- 25

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings witrrl\the EPA
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Page 54 Page 56
1 where Paraguat was discussed? 1 A. Yes
2 A. No. 2 Q. AndPAN isthe Pesticide Action Network, right?
3 Q. Now, you mentioned, in preparation for today's 3 A Yes
4 deposition, you met with your persona attorney and the 4 Q. Earlier inthe email, your boss, Kay Carter,
5 attorneysfor Syngenta, correct? 5 gtates, "The campaign has now reached the United
6 A. Yes 6 States" Right?
7 Q. And|I don't want to know about any communications 7  A. Yes.
8 with your personal attorney, but did you have any 8 Q. Andyou were certainly aware of PAN or the
9 discussions with Syngenta's attorneys? 9 Pedticide Action Network during the course of your
10 A. Yes, the Syngenta attorney was present. 10 employment with Syngenta?
11 Q. Anddid the Syngenta attorney tell you anything 11  A. Thenameisfamiliar to me.
12 about today's deposition? 12 Q. And familiar to you both from Paragquat, as well
13 MS. BRIER: Objection asto discussions 13 asAtrazine, right?
14 between counsel and the witness, and I'd instruct you 14 A. | believe so, yes. But | can't associate it
15  not to answer as to the substance of the discussions 15 specifically with either product. The nameisjust
16  that we had. 16 familiar.
17 MR. DICKENS: It's my understanding that 17 Q. Atthevery bottom of the page, which isthe
18  Syngentaisnot representing Ms. Ford; is that 18 initial e-mail, Page 1, it's from a Cheryl Byrne to you
19  correct? 19 copying aJay Byrne; do you seethat?
20 MS. BRIER: Wearein a, | think, common 20 A. Yes
21 interest representation with Ms. Ford. 21 Q. And Cheryl Byrne's e-mail addressiswith a
22 THE WITNESS: | did sign an agreement 22 v-Fluence, right?
23 originaly with Ms. Brier and her firm, and I'm not 23 A. Yes
24 sure-- and then signed an agreement with 24 Q. v-Fluence was a company hired by Syngenta,
25  Mr. Bartoszek. 25 correct?
Page 55 Page 57
1 I'm not sure where the agreement with Ms. 1 A. Correct.
2 Brier stands. That'salittle fuzzy, but -- 2 Q. Andthey were hired to provide media monitoring
3 MR. DICKENS: It'sfair to say Syngentawill 3 and public relation services for Syngenta's herbicides?
4 instruct the witness not to answer any questions 4  A. They were hired by Syngenta. I'm not sure that
5  regarding communications with Syngenta's attorneys 5 itwasspecificaly for herbicides, but they were hired
6  and her, correct? 6 by Syngenta.
7 MS. BRIER: Yes. 7 Q. Andthey were hired by Syngenta specific to
8 BY MR. DICKENS: 8 Paraguat, right?
9 Q. Okay. Going back to where we had left off. 9  A. I'mnot surethat it was specific to Paraquat.
10 We were discussing NGOs and other organizations | 10 Q. v-Fluence did provide services for Syngenta asit
11 andtheir callsfor banning or restricting Paraquat; do 11 related to Paraguat and issues related to Paraquat,
12 you recall that? 12 correct?
13 A. I recal that that's what we were discussing. 13 A. Again, I'm not sure that it was specific to
14 MR. DICKENS: I'll hand you what we'll mark 14 issuesrelated to Paraguat.
15  asExhibit 6 to the deposition. 15 Q. Understanding it might not have been specific to
16 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 6 was marked for 16 it. v-Fluencedid, in fact, provide servicesrelated to
17  identification) 17 Paraguat?
18 BY MR. DICKENS: 18  A. Again, | think that v-Fluence was hired to
19 Q. I've handed you Exhibit 6 to the deposition, a 19 monitor for issues related to Syngenta.
20 document produced in thislitigation. Thetopisan 20 Q. For dl products?
21 e-mail October 3, 2002. 21 A. Products, and probably picked up -- I'm guessing,
22 Y ou're one of the recipients; do you see that? 22 thisisaguess, but probably picked up this mention of
23 A. Yes 23 Paraquat as part of itsregular monitoring service.
24 Q. "Head'sUp: PAN callson Syngentato stop 24 Q. When you say regular monitoring service, that
25 Paraquat Production." That's the subject line, right? 25

service was to monitor media and media repgrts rel ated
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Page 58 Page 60
1 to Syngenta products? 1 Q. I'vehanded you Exhibit 7 dated June 21, 2002, a
2 A Yes 2 Consulting Agreement with v-Fluence; do you see that?
3 Q. Andthat isaservice they provided to Syngenta? 3 A Yes
4 A Yes 4 Q. Andthe No. 2 herein this Consulting Agreement
5 Q. Andyou were designated by Syngentato be the 5 states, "Thefield of this Agreement shall cover public
6 employee responsible for communicating with v-Fluence?| 6 relation activities, as requested by Syngenta through
7 A. Yes 7 itsrepresentative, Sherry Duvall."
8 Q. Soall communications from v-Fluence related to 8 Do you seethat?
9 that monitoring service would be coming through you? 9 A. Yes
10  A. No, not necessarily. 10 Q. And therefore, whatever v-Fluence would do with
11 Q. It'sfair to say in thise-mail, Cheryl Byrne, 11 respect toits public relation activities, you would be
12 she'sav-Fluence employee? 12 the Syngenta representative who would communicate with
13 A Yes 13 them?
14 Q. And Jay Byrne, who's copied there, isalso a 14  A. Thatisnot the way that | would interpret this
15 v-Fluence employee? 15 particular sentence.
16 A. Yes Atthetime, hewas. 16 Q. Okay. Why don't we look at No. 6 on Page 2.
17 Q. Heisthefounder of v-Fluence, right? 17 No. 6 states, "v-Fluence Interactive Public
18  A. I'mnot certain that he was. 18 Relations shall advise Syngenta, by written oral
19 Q. Doyou know if there's any relation between 19 communications, as requested, of the status of the work
20 Cheryl Byrne and Jay Byrne? 20 contemplated by this Agreement through Sherry Duvall?"
21  A. | believethat thereis, but I'm not certain what 21 Do you see that?
22 thatis. 22 A. Yes
23 Q. Now, thisparticular e-mail, that was sent from 23 Q. Sothey would advise Syngenta of written or oral
24 Cheryl Byrneto you, right? 24 communications through you, right? That'swhat thisis
25 A. It appearsthat it was, yes. 25 saying?
Page 59 Page 61
1 Q. Andonthise-mail of October 2, 2002, you're the 1 A. I wouldinterpret this particular sentenceto
2 only Syngenta employee that's copied? 2 mean that they would perform their work as requested by
3 A. I antheonly Syngenta employeethat is on this 3 me
4 particular eemail. Yes. 4 Q. And adviseyou of what work they did, once again,
5 Q. Andthenext e-mail that comesisfrom aKay 5 through you, right?
6 Carter who isforwarding that notification from 6  A. | would say that you could interpret it that way,
7 v-Fluence, right? 7 andthat it would be reasonable to assume that the work
8 A. Yes 8 that they did would come through me.
9 Q. Butinthisparticular e-mail chain, there's no 9 Q. Andit doesn't include any other Syngenta
10 correspondence between you and Kay Carter forwarding | 10 employees here, right?
11 that message; isthat fair? 11  A. That'scorrect.
12 A. That'scorrect. 12 Q. Andindeed, going back to Exhibit 6, that's
13 Q. Butat some point, it appears you would havesent | 13  indeed what was done, right? They notified you of the
14 that to your boss, Kay Carter; isthat fair? 14 media monitoring they found regarding the Pesticide
15 A. That'spossible. 15 Action Network's call to stop Paraguat production,
16 It's also possible that Cheryl Byrne could have 16 right; that's what they did?
17 forwarded it to Kay Carter separately. 17 A. Correct.
18 MR. DICKENS: I'll hand you what weregoing |18 Q. No other employess, just you?
19 to mark as Exhibit 7. 19 A. Wedon't know that, but what we have in front of
20 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 7 was marked for 20 usisane-mail wherethey sent amedia monitoring
21 identification) 21 resultto me.
22 MR. DICKENS: And I'll probably comebackto |22 Q. Now, the very top e-mail, that's from a Janis
23  Exhibit 6. Soitlookslikethey're all near, but 23 McFarland, right?
24  justincase. 24 A. Yes
25 BY MR. DICKENS: 25 Q. Andshescalling for an issues S.Jb-teamnmn(’a\etirllq
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Page 62 Page 64
1 todiscussthe NAFTA Paraquat issue strategy and linkage| 1 Q. Including what the position would be on some of
2 with the global strategy, right? 2 the science related issues such as Parkinson's Disease;
3 A. Okay. Can | havejust one moment to read that? 3 isthat fair?
4 Q. Of course. 4 MS. BRIER: Objection to form and
5 A. Okay. Okay. 5  foundation.
6 Q. SoJanisMcFarland, she's calling for an issues 6 THE WITNESS: Y ou know, the scientists
7 sub-team meeting to discuss the NAFTA Paraguat issue 7  established what the facts were and the messages
8 strategy, right? 8  were. The communicators communicated the content.
9 A. Yes 9 BY MR. DICKENS:
10 Q. Andwhenit refersto NAFTA, isthat just simply 10 Q. Now, the goal of the strategy meeting with
11 referring to the United States? 11 respect to Exhibit 6 would be to figure out a response
12 A. Typicaly, that would include Canada and 12 to PAN'srequest for Syngentato stop manufacturing
13 sometimes perhaps Mexico, depending on whether or not | 13  Paraguat, right?
14 the product is used in Mexico. 14  A. Pleaserepeat the question.
15 Q. It probably makes sense that it's al of North 15 Q. Yeah. Thegoa of the strategy meeting being
16 America, right? 16 caled by Janis McFarland was to figure out a proper
17  A. Yes 17 response to the Pesticide Action Network's request for
18 Q. Andyou, indeed, were part of that Issues 18 Syngentato stop manufacturing Paraquat?
19 Management Team at Syngenta, were you not? 19  A. Based on thisparticular email, | would not
20  A. Yes. 20 agreewith that.
21 Q. Andyou were part of that |ssues Management Team| 21 | would say just, in general, Janis McFarland is
22 since the beginning at Syngentain 2000? 22 calling for ageneral Paragquat issues strategy meeting
23 A. | would say that the Paragquat | ssues Management 23 for the North American region that links with global
24  Team did not exist beginning in 2000. 24 dtrategy.
25 Because the product -- because Syngenta was so 25 It doesn't say anything about it being connected
Page 63 Page 65
1 new in 2000, thisisan issue that kind of ramped up, 1 tothePAN call for stopping Paraquat production. This
2 and the team kind of ramped up, because the product was | 2 may have prompted it, I'm guessing, but she doesn't
3 new. 3 specifically say that it is linked to this.
4 | also wanted to clarify that Paraguat was a 4 Q. Okay. We can agree Janis McFarland's responding
5 littledifferent in that the issues for Paraguat were 5 tothe notification of PAN's calls on Syngentato stop
6 more centered globally than -- thaninthe U.S. So -- 6 Paraguat production, right?
7 and what reminded me of that isthat, you know, here's 7 A. Wecan agreethat it is part of the same e-mail,
8 Janis McFarland asking Jennifer to set up an Issues 8 but her call for the meeting -- there's nothing in her
9 sub-team meeting, and that is because the i ssues were, 9 call for the meeting that says anything about the PAN
10 again, primarily handled at the global level, and we 10 cal to stop Paraquat production.
11 took the global lead and modeled our strategy for 11 Q. Wecanlook at that in a second.
12 Paraguat after the global strategy. 12 First of all, who is Janis McFarland?
13 Q. Soisitfair to say then that decisions related 13 A. ShewasDirector of Regulatory Affairs.
14 toissuesasit involved Paraquat would primarily be 14 Q. Now, | think you said this, but I'm trying to
15 made by the parent corporation who would then, inturn, | 15 remember. Prior to becoming involved with Paraquat,
16 tell those within the United States how to deal with 16 wereyou aready working on Atrazine?
17 them? 17  A. Yes
18 A. Yes 18 Q. Soyou wereworking on Atrazine before you got
19 MS. BRIER: Objection to form and 19 pulled into Paragquat?
20  foundation. Sorry. 20  A. Yes
21 BY MR.DICKENS: 21 Q. Okay. Now, prior to getting involved with
22 Q. And how to deal with thoseissues asit related 22 Paraquat, Janis McFarland, the Director of Regulatory
23 towhat to tell the media, correct? 23 Affairs, cameto you and said, "If you think Atrazine
24 A. Mediadiffered alittle, but | would say global 24 hasissues, wait until we get Paragquat.” Isn't that
25 guided the communication strategy for the U.S. 25 correct?
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1 A, |don'trecal. 1 get Paraguat."
2 MR. DICKENS: I'll go ahead and mark 2 Do you see that?
3 Exhibit 8 for the Record. 3 A. Yes.
4 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 8 was marked for 4 Q. And that's what you wrote at the time in 2004,
5  identification) 5 correct?
6 MR. BARTOSZEK: Could you pass that down. 6  A. According to this.
7 THE WITNESS: Sure. Sure. 7 Q. Youdon'trecall, asyou said earlier, Janis
8 MR. BARTOSZEK: Thank you. 8 McFarland having a conversation with you, right?
9 MS. BRIER: Thank you. 9 A. | don'trecdl that.
10 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Ms. Ford, would you mind 10 Q. But thisdocument, this would have been created
11 moving your mic up alittle bit. 11 in 2004 for a presentation that you gave to othersin
12 MR. BARTOSZEK: Oh, sure. 12 Greenshoro related to Gramoxone or Paraquat?
13 Isthat better? 13 A. Apparently so. | don't remember the
14 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Perfect. 14 presentation.
15 BY MR. DICKENS: 15 Q. If wecanturnto Page 2. You have adlide here,
16 Q. Okay. Ms. Duval, I've handed you printouts of a 16 onceagain, Influencing Key Stakeholders. You say or
17 power point presentation that was produced in this 17 citeto aquote, "Our job isto simplify, to tear away
18 litigation titled Influencing Key Stakeholders Gramoxone 18 the unrelated, to pluck out the weeds that are
19 Inteon Meeting Greensboro, June 17, 2004; do you see 19 smothering the product message.”
20 that? 20 Do you see that?
21 A. Ido. 21  A. Yes
22 Q. And then there are some notes for the particular 22 Q. Okay. Andthat'saslide you put together,
23 power point under each slide; do you see that? 23 right?
24 A. Yes. 24 A. | assume so.
25 Q. And the note on the first page, "Good morning. 25 Q. Andthe comments hereis, "Thisiswhat were
Page 67 Page 69
1 I'm Sherry Ford, Issues Manager for our CP business." 1 about to do today--burn down those weeds to get at the
2 First of all, it references Sherry Ford. Did you 2 heart of the product message." That's what you wrotein
3 go by Sherry Ford for some period of time? 3 2004, right?
4 A. Yes. 4 A. Itlooksasif | did, yes.
5 Q. SothisSherry Ford, that's referring to you, 5 Q. Andyou'd agree Parkinson's Disease was one of
6 right? 6 those weeds that needed to be burned down, wasn't it?
7 A. Yes 7 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
8 Q. Andyou were Issues Manager for the Crop 8 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form,
9 Protection business at Syngenta? 9  foundation.
10 A. Yes. 10 THE WITNESS: Could you repeat the question?
11 Q. Andyou were at that timein June 2004, right? 11 BY MR. DICKENS:
12 A. Yes. 12 Q. Yeah. Parkinson's Disease was one of those weeds
13 Q. And the notes also mention you come from the 13 that you needed to burn down, wasn't it?
14 Novartis side of the merger, and we discussed that 14 MS. BRIER: Same objection.
15 dready, right? 15 MR. BARTOSZEK: Join.
16 A. Yes. 16 THE WITNESS: No, | would not agree with
17 Q. And I messed it up abunch, but I think I've got 17  that. | don't know what that has to do with this at
18 it now. 18 Al
19 It goes on to say, "And | remember Janis 19 BY MR. DICKENS:
20 McFarland -- once again, she's the Director of 20 Q. You agree Parkinson's Disease was smothering
21 Regulatory Affairsin the United States, right? 21 Syngentas product message that Gramoxone was safe?
22 A. Yes 22 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form.
23 Q. SotheDirector of Regulatory Affairsin the 23 THE WITNESS: No, | don't agree with that.
24 United States said -- you recall coming to you and 24 BY MR. DICKENS:
25 saying, "You think Atrazine has issues, wait until we 25

Q. You were aware that there was the iser\e of
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Page 70 Page 72
1 Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease that you weremanaging| 1 Q. And you were aware at this time that countries
2 atthistimein 2004, right? 2 were banning the use of Paraguat, right?
3 A. Sofirst of dl, | was not managing that issue. 3 A. Thiswas 20047
4 Again, you know, we were taking Global's lead on 4 Q. Correct.
5 communications for Paraguat. Parkinson's was part of 5 A. | don'trecal 2004.
6 the Paraquat challenges that we were dealing with. 6 Q. Doyourecal at any point in time countries
7 Q. Andthis particular power point was for 7 banning Paraguat?
8 influencing key stakeholders, right? 8 A. I don't. It'spretty fuzzy to me at this point.
9 A. Apparently, itlooksasif itis. Yes. That's 9 | seemto recall France at one point banning Paraguat.
10 thetitle of thisparticular dlide. 10 Other than that, | really don't remember.
11 Q. And one of your job roles was to convince those 11 Q. Part of your goal wasto assure that Paragquat
12 key stakeholders that Paraguat did not cause Parkinson's | 12 wasn't banned or further restricted in the United
13 andthat it was safe for use, right? 13 States?
14  A. No. | disagree with that statement. 14  A. Yousaid part of my --
15 Our job, as communicators, was to communicatethe | 15 Q. Part of your rolein influencing these key
16 facts about Paraquat according to what we learned from | 16  stakeholders wasto preserve the license to sell to
17 the scientists and technical experts on Paraquat. 17 assurethat the product wasn't banned or restricted in
18 Q. And one of the goals was to assure that there 18 the United States?
19 wereno restrictions or bans on Paraquat in the United 19  A. That would have been a pretty big responsibility
20 States? 20 asacommunicator.
21 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 21 So again, my role as acommunicator was to
22 THE WITNESS: No. 22 communicate the latest most accurate information on
23 One of our overriding goals was to make 23 Paraguat according to the scientists, the technical
24 surethat Paraquat could be used safely and to make 24 experts and, through the course of that, to make sure
25  surethat farmers could continue to have Paraquat as 25 that our key stakeholders had the latest information
Page 71 Page 73
1 atool intheir, aswe aways liked to say, in their 1 available to make the decisions that they needed to
2 herbicide toolbox. 2 make.
3 BY MR.DICKENS: 3 Q. Andyou'd agreethat it was important for those
4 Q. If | could turn your attention to Page 5. The 4 stakeholdersto have the information about the safety of
5 dlide states, "Who are key stakehol ders?" 5 Paraguat, right?
6 Do you seethat? 6 A. Of course.
7 A. Yes 7 Q. Sothat those stakeholders could make informed
8 Q. Okay. You refer to stakeholders as decision 8 decisions about whether or not to use Paraquat?
9 makers, purchasers, movers, shakersin the industry; 9 A. Sure.
10 that's how you defined it, right? 10 Q. Now, just sowe'reclear. You kind of turned
11 A. Yes. 11 your answer with respect to you on the communications
12 Q. Oneof the goasin communicating with those 12 side. Hereinyour power point, you're referencing,
13 stakeholderswasto "preserve our license” and our being | 13 "Preserve our license to sell and freedom to operate.”
14 Syngenta, right? 14 Areyou referring to Syngenta generally here or
15 A. Yes. 15 gpecifically to the Communications Team?
16 Q. Preserve Syngentaslicenseto sell and freedom 16  A. Syngentageneraly.
17 to operate, right? 17 Q. Okay. Andinyour notes, you state, "All
18 A. Yes 18 influence each other. Small universe." Right? That's
19 Q. And freedom to operate, part of that isto assure 19 what you wrote?
20 that the company could operate without any restrictions |20 A. Yes.
21 on Paraguat or its use of Paraquat in the United States? |21 Q. Andit's, "Important to have consistent messages
22 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 22 within a stakeholder group and across geographical
23 THE WITNESS: To continue to operate, to 23 borders." Right?
24 continueto have Paraguat registered as a herbicide. 24  A. Thatis-- yes, that'sin my notes.
25 BY MR. DICKENS: 25
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Page 74 Page 76
1 purchasers, distributors, and othersin the chain of 1 other documents outside of the Science Team?
2 commerce, right? They al influence each other, in 2 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
3 other words? 3 THE WITNESS: | guess|'m not surel
4 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 4 understand the question. We --
5 THE WITNESS: I'm not sure how much they 5 BY MR. DICKENS:
6  influence each other. 6 Q. | believeyou said earlier that the information
7 From our prospective, it was important to 7 that you communicated to the outside world would come
8  have consistent messages. It wasimportant to make 8 from the Science Team, right?
9  surethat we were communicating the factsin every 9 A. Yes
10  form of communication that we disseminated. 10 Q. Didyou undertake your own evaluation of the
11 BY MR. DICKENS: 11 science prior to communicating with the outside world or
12 Q. You may not know whether they all influenceeach | 12 did you take the Science Team's word for it?
13 other now. At thetime, you said pretty simply, "All 13 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
14 influence each other." We can agree to that, right? 14 MR. BARTOSZEK: Join.
15  A. | guesswhere I'm -- when you're referring to 15 THE WITNESS: The scientists at Syngentaare
16 consumers, you understand that we did not market to 16  very knowledgeable or were very knowledgeable about
17 consumers. We marketed to farmers. | guessthat's 17  thecurrent body of science on our products, whether
18 where I'm hesitating. 18 it bethe EPA decisions on aproduct or current
19 Q. Okay. That'sfine. And let'sask it thisway 19  published science about a product. So I'm not sure
20 then. 20  what you're asking.
21 Y ou'd agree that farmers were influenced by the 21 If we're putting together -- if the
22 purchasers, decision makers, movers, and shakersinthe |22 ~ Communications Group put together any kind of
23 industry, right? 23 document about a product and relied on the scientists
24 A. And again, the farmers are the purchasers. 24 for information about -- that would go into that
25 Q. Okay. Right. And they all influence each other, 25  document, the scientists -- we trusted those
Page 75 Page 77
1 right? 1  scientiststo provide the most current knowledge
2 A. Yes. Somefarmersinfluence other farmers, yes. 2 about the products, which they would get from their
3 Q. And some farmers are influenced by distributors 3 vast knowledge from avariety of sources.
4 and other decision makers, right? 4 MR. DICKENS: I'll moveto strike.
5 A. Thatiscorrect. 5 BY MR. DICKENS:
6 Q. And therefore the information provided to those 6 Q. Youtrusted the Syngenta scientists as with
7 farmersor to distributors or to other decision makers, 7 respect to safety information related to Paraquat; is
8 thosewould al influence the farmers' ultimate decision 8 that fair?
9 asto whether or not to use Paraguat? 9 A. Yes
10 A. Yes. | mean, the messaging that we put out there 10 Q. Andyou trusted -- the scientists that you
11 needed to be consistent, and it needed to be accurate. 11 trusted were Syngenta scientists, right?
12 Accuracy of messaging was very important to 12 A. Yes.
13 Syngenta, and to make sure that it was scientifically 13 Q. Turnto Page 12 of this document.
14 accurate was very important to Syngenta. 14  A. IsthereaPage 12?
15 Q. Andyour knowledge as to what was scientifically | 15 MR. BARTOSZEK: There are no numbers.
16 accurate, that would come from the Science Team, right? | 16 Do you have a bates number?
17 A. Yes, and from available EPA and other regulatory | 17 MR. DICKENS: Yeah, | know. The bates
18 authority decisions. 18  number on the bottom ending in 638.
19 Q. Indetermining what to communicate to farmers, 19 BY MR. DICKENS:
20 did you undertake your own review and evaluation of the | 20 Q. Thisdlideis Stakeholder Team Members, and it's
21 science through EPA documents or otherwise? 21 referencing Activists; do you see that?
22 A. Would you repeat that question? 22 A. 638isthe bates number?
23 Q. When you were determining what information to 23 Q. Atthe-- yeah, at the very --
24 convey to farmers or the media, did you undertakeyour | 24 MR. BARTOSZEK: Y ou have the right page.
25 own review of the science through EPA documents or any| 25 THEWITNESS: Yes. Yes.
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Page 78 Page 80
1 BY MR.DICKENS: 1 would have been considered an activist, right?
2 Q. And you were the team lead for that, correct? 2 A. Yes.
3 A. Yes 3 MR. DICKENS: Let's move on to Exhibit 9.
4 Q. And activists, they were considered stakeholders 4 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 9 was marked for
5 within Syngenta, right? 5 identification)
6 A. Yes 6 THE WITNESS: Thank you.
7 Q. Andwhat did you mean by the team activists? 7 MR. BARTOSZEK: Thank you.
8 A. Therewere NGO groups, environmental groupsthat| 8 MS. BRIER: Thanks.
9 would challenge the safety or efficacy of our products. 9 BY MR. DICKENS:
10 Q. One of those products being Paraguat, right? 10 Q. Now, Ms. Ford, we discussed earlier the issues
11  A. Yes 11 sub-team meeting called by Janis McFarland that wasin
12 Q. You mentioned environmental groups. They also | 12 response to the Pesticide Action Network calling for the
13 included physician groups who might have questioned the| 13  stopping production of Paraquat, right?
14 safety of Paraguat, right? 14  A. It appearsit was convened to address that issue.
15 A. I don't recall any physician groups. It's 15 Q. Okay. And it includes participants from a
16 possible. 16 meeting on October 14th, aswell as updates from a
17 Q. Would all organizations that question the safety 17 meeting October 10, 2002, right?
18 of Paraquat be deemed an activist and fall under the 18  A. Yes, itlooksthat way.
19 group for which you were team lead? 19 Q. Andyou'reindeed listed as a participant in each
20 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 20 of those meetings, right?
21 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form. 21  A. Yes
22 THE WITNESS: Repeat the question, please. 22 Q. Andtheissue, once again, "PAN hastaken its
23 BY MR. DICKENS: 23 Paraquat ban campaign into the United States." Correct?
24 Q. Would al groups or organizations that questioned |24  A. Yes.
25 the safety of Syngenta's products, including Paraquat, 25 Q. And therewas adiscussion at this meeting with
Page 79 Page 81
1 would those organizations fall under the term Activist 1 respect to different issues related to PAN's teking its
2 for which you were the team lead? 2 Paraguat ban campaign to the United States; that was the
3 MS. BRIER: Same objection. 3 focus of this meeting, correct?
4 MR. BARTOSZEK: Join. 4  A. | haven't had achanceto look at this. I'm
5 THE WITNESS: I'm thinking, because I'm 5 looking at the issue being, "PAN has taken its Paraquat
6  trying to think of any group that would question our 6 bancampaigninto the USA." | haven't had achanceto
7  productsthat would not fall under an Activist label. 7 readtherest of it.
8 It'sbeensolong, that | really can't recall. 8 So in answer to your question, it looks like the
9 BY MR.DICKENS: 9 subject of the meeting was that, "PAN has taken its
10 Q. Okay. 10 Paraguat ban campaign into the USA."
11  A. Sol don't know how to answer your question. 11 Isthere -- are there particular parts of this
12 Q. Would it befair to say the answer to that 12 that you would like me to read?
13 question would then likely be within the documentsyou | 13 Q. Sure. And I'll direct your attention to those.
14 left behind at Syngenta as to what was considered an 14  A. Okay.
15 activist or not? 15 Q. First of al, in No. 1, "Background on issue as
16  A. I don't know. | don't know how to answer that 16 it surfaced in other parts of the world."
17 question either. | don't know what was |eft behind in 17 Do you seethat?
18 thedocuments. | don't know what documentswereleft |18  A. Yes.
19 behind. 19 Q. And it references here, for example, "Dole to
20 Q. Butasyou sit here today, you can't think of any 20 eliminate use on bananas."
21 organization who might have questioned the safety of a | 21 Do you see that?
22 product that would not be considered an activist, right? |22 A. Yes.
23  A. | can barely even remember the names of the 23 Q. Doyou recal Dole ceasing to use Paraquat in the
24 activist groups. 24 United States, asyou sit here today?

N
)]

Q. It'sfair to say Pesticide Action Network, they
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A. | do not recall that.
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Page 82 Page 84

1 Q. No. 2, "Summary of recent issuesin NAFTA that 1 youmean--

2 could beused by PAN." Right? 2 Q. Okay.

3 And NAFTA, once again, that's the North America 3 A. --what ismy understanding?

4 So that would be United States, Canada, and Mexico; is 4 Q. Soatthispoint in time during this meeting, you

5 thatright? 5 identified issues that the company was concerned about

6 A. What isit that you're asking me? 6 activistsusing in the United States, and now there'sa

7 Q. NAFTA includes United States, Canada, and Mexicg? 7  section about what Syngenta's steps and plans are going

8 A. Yes 8 tobe, right?

9 Q. And then one of those recent issues, if we can 9 A. Again, | don't remember this meeting so -- and |
10 turnto Page 2, one of the recent issuesin the North 10 haven't had achanceto read this. So I'm not sure what
11 Americathat could be used by PAN was specifically 11 you're asking me about this.

12 mentioned Parkinson's Disease, right? 12 Q. You'd agree, based on the document in front of
13  A. Yes, that ismentioned. 13 you, that the company during this meeting, in which you
14 Q. Okay. And the company was concerned at this 14 were an attendee, agreed on next steps and plan of
15 point in 2002 of activists using the link between 15 action for defending against the activists messaging in
16 Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease to call for the stop of 16 North America?
17 production of Paraquat within North America? 17 A. It appearsthat during this meeting, some next
18 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 18 stepsand aplan for NAFTA defense were discussed.
19 BY MR.DICKENS: 19 Q. Okay. That'sdl I'm asking.
20 Q. Isthatfair? 20 Y ou'd agree with that, right?
21 A. I'msorry. You'regoing to have to back up. 21 A. According to this, that's what happened.
22 What are you asking me? And is there something 22 Q. And under that section above plan of action, it
23 that's relevant to what you're asking methat | can find 23 listsyou as the contact for the media, about halfway
24 inthis particular summary? 24 down the page, communication within company; do you see
25 Q. Oneof therecent issuesin the United States 25 that?
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1 that the company was concerned PAN would usewasthe | 1 A. Yes, for North America.

2 link between Paraquat and Parkinson's Disease, correct? | 2 Q. Okay. And then communications, towards the end

3 A. Andyou have -- and you've already asked methat, | 3 of the page, under Action, it says, "Review Paraguat.Com

4 whichisthe bullet point, the next to last bullet 4 site and determine what elseis needed." Then later

5 point. 5 cites, "U.S. take lead in using the website to

6 Q. Andadl I'mlooking for isan answer there. 6 disseminate Paraguat information."

7 A. Andl've answered that, and | said yes. 7 First of all, did | read that correctly?

8 Q. Okay. So that was Parkinson's and -- Paraquat 8 A. Sothisis-- again, thisisaglobal initiative.

9 and Parkinson's Disease was an issue that Syngentawas | 9 Paraquat.comisaglobal site where the actionis for
10 concerned would be used by activistsin the United 10 someone at the corporate level to follow up with
11 States? 11 somebody at the global level.

12 A. Itisapparently true, becauseit'slisted here. 12 Q. Okay. And my question was simply, at that point,
13 Q. Okay. 13 did| read that correctly? Why don't we ask it this

14  A. Butl don't recall this meeting. 14 way.

15 Q. Okay. There's multiple action items then listed 15 Paraquat.com, that was a website that was

16 under that section of issuesin North Americathat could |16 created, correct?

17 beused by PAN. Now I'velost my space. Oh, I'msorry. |17  A. Yes, Paraquat.com was created.

18 If you look at the bottom, No. 4, "Agree next 18 Q. Andit was created by Syngenta?

19 stepsand plan for NAFTA defense.” 19 A. Yes

20 Do you see that? 20 Q. And Syngenta used that website to disseminate
21 A. Yes 21 information about Paraquat?

22 Q. What'syour understanding of what would be 22 A. Yes

23 included in the section next steps and plan for NAFTA 23 Q. Andthose within the United States, such as

24 defense? 24 yourself, used Paraquat.com to disseminate information
25  A. Again, | don't understand your question. Whatdo |25 about Paraquat?
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1 A. Weused Paraquat.com to refer those who were 1 Do you see that?
2 looking for information on Paraquat. 2 A Yes
3 Q. Andwhat type of people would that be that you'd 3 Q. Soatthispointintime, it would be your
4 refer them to Paraquat? 4 understanding that there would be Standby Statements
5 A. Primarily media 5 available on Parkinson's Disease asit related to
6 Q. Okay. Would you refer farmers to Paraquat.com? 6 Paraguat, right?
7 A. Sometimes. 7  A. According to this, there were at that time.
8 Q. And Paraquat.com, that would include safety 8 Q. And as Communication Manager, you would have been
9 information about Paraguat, right? 9 aware of those Standby Statements, correct?
10 A. Yes 10  A. Yes, | would assume so.
11 Q. And the company would put the safety information | 11 Q. And you would have been involved in the creation
12 up there and then refer outside sources, such asthe 12  of those Standby Statements?
13 mediaand farmers, to go there to read about Paraquat? | 13 A. It'spossible.
14  A. Yes 14 Q. Andin doing so, you would have communicated with
15 Q. And that was the primary source of information 15 the Science Team, as you told us before, right?
16 regarding the safety of Paraquat that the company would | 16 A. If | wereinvolved in the creation of the Standby
17 use? 17 Statements, then yes, | would have conferred with the
18  A. | would say it was a primary source. 18 scientistsat Syngenta.
19 Q. And the Paraguat.com included information with 19 Q. And then they would have provided you information
20 respect to Parkinson's Disease, right? 20 with respect to, in this particular case, Parkinson's
21  A. | believethat thereisinformation about 21 Disease and Paraguat, for example, right?
22 Parkinson's Disease as it relates to Paraquat on that 22 A. They would have provided that information to me,
23 website. 23 yes.
24 Q. And there has been ever since that website was 24 Q. How would those communications between you and
25 created, right? 25 the Science Team have taken place?
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1 A. I'mnot sure about that. 1 A. Feceto-face.
2 Q. Wereyou aware, during your course of your 2 Q. Who on the Science Team would you confer with
3 employment at Syngenta, whether or not Paraquat.com had 3  with respect to safety issues asit related to Paraquat?
4 information about Parkinson's Disease? 4  A. Primarily Charles Beckenridge and Tim Pastoor,
5 A. Would you repeat that question? 5 aso, Janis McFarland on occasion.
6 Q. Doyourecal, during the course of your 6 Q. Didyou ever have written correspondence with the
7 employment, the time you worked for the company, whether7 Science Team?
8 or not Paraquat.com included information about 8 A. Yes.
9 Parkinson's Disease? 9 Q. Andthat would have been through e-mail ?
10  A. I don't know. 10 A. Primarily, uh-huh.
11 I'm not even sure when Paraguat.com was created. 11 Q. Soyou would have e-mailed questions related to
12 Q. Doyou know who created Paraquat.com for 12 some of the information that would be in these Standby
13 Syngenta; was it Syngenta themselves? 13 Statements?
14 MS. BRIER: Objection to form, foundation. 14 A. It'spossible.
15 MR. BARTOSZEK: Form. 15 Q. Andwould you send draft Standby Statementsto
16 THE WITNESS: | don't know who created it. 16 the Science Team for their review before they were
17 BY MR.DICKENS: 17 finalized?
18 Q. Wasthere an outside company or vendor that was |18  A. Yes.
19 used by the company? 19 Q. Andthat would be done electronically mostly?
20  A. | don'tknow. 20 A. Yes
21 Q. Wereyou involved in any way in the creation of 21 Q. Andalso, right under there, it references,
22 Paraguat.com? 22 "Gramoxone mediainformation pack.” And then, "Action:
23 A. No. 23 Sherry Ford to distribute to team for internal review."
24 Q. Turntothe next page. It states, middle of the 24 Do you seethat?
25 page, "Standby Statements are available on Parkinson's. |25  A. Yes.
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1 Q. What would have been included in the Gramoxone 1 abreak, were --
2 mediainformation pack? 2 MR. DICKENS: Okay. We can takeit now.
3 A. I don'trecall. 3 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: The time on the monitor|
4 Q. Doyourecal anything that would have beenin 4  is12:38 p.m. We are off the Record.
5 the mediainformation pack? 5 (A brief recess was taken in the deposition)
6 A. | cantakeaguess, but | can't tell you 6 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: This begins media No. 2.
7 specificaly. 7  Thetime on the monitor is1:19 p.m. We are back on
8 Q. Thebest placeto figure that out would beto 8 theRecord.
9 look in the actual mediainformation pack itself? 9 (Plaintiff's Exhibit Nos. 10 and 11 were
10 A. (Nodding head affirmatively). 10  marked for identification)
11 Q. Isthat ayes? 11 MR. DICKENS: Okay. I'm going to go ahead
12 A. If you havethat, yes. 12 and hand you what |'ve marked as Exhibit 10 and 11.
13 Q. Yeah,if | haveit. Okay. 13 | only have two copies. One happensto be
14 Okay. And then third to last page, which 14  missing thefirst page of counsel's.
15 actually happensto be the next page -- sorry -- at the 15 MR. BARTOSZEK: | will give the complete one

16 top, "Communications and interaction of global and other | 16  to you.
17 regions." And then there's some actions listed. 17 THE WITNESS: Okay.
18 I'm going to draw your attention to the second 18 MS. BRIER: Thank you.
19 bullet point. It says, "v-Fluence are investigating PAN 19 MR. BARTOSZEK: | can share.
20 (mediaand internet)-Sherry Ford isleading this." 20 BY MR. DICKENS:
21 Do you see that? 21 Q. Starting with Exhibit 10, Ms. Duvall.
22 A. Yes. 22 Before our break, we were discussing or discussed
23 Q. Wediscussed v-Fluence earlier and your role with | 23 adocument that referenced a v-Fluence investigating
24 v-Fluence. 24 activists, do you recall that?
25 What were v-Fluence investigating with respect to 25 A. Yes.
Page 91 Page 93

1 PAN? 1 Q. And Exhibit 10 isan e-mail from you to various

2 A. | don't remember. 2 individuas dated November 26, 2002; do you see that?

3 Q. Didyou ask v-Fluence to investigate PAN in any 3 A Yes

4 way? 4 Q. You state, "In addition, v-Fluence has supplied

5 A. | don't remember. 5 uswith its online backgrounder on Paraquat and the

6 Q. Syngenta's Communication Team would have outside 6 activists. Very interesting stuff."

7 companiesinvestigate activists, right? 7 Do you see that?

8 A. When you use the term investigate, we would ask 8 A. Uh-huh. Yes.

9 --okay. Solet'suse v-Fluence as an example. | can 9 Q. Now, at some point, v-Fluence, at the request of
10 -- | can guess about your question, if you would likeme |10 Syngenta, put together a document related to Paragquat
11 todo that. 11 and activists; isthat your understanding?

12 Q. Youdon' recall, asyou sit here today, what 12 A. Yes.

13 your request to v-Fluence would have been? 13 Q. Andonceagain, it appears that that v-Fluence
14 A. | don't recall specifically. | mean, | can guess 14  document would have cometo you first, right?

15 if you would like me to do that. 15  A. It appearsthat way, yes.

16 Q. Wéll, once again, would the best place be to 16 Q. And thenyou forwarded it to various individuals
17 figurethat out isto look at any correspondence between | 17 at Syngenta, correct?

18 you and v-Fluence around that time? 18 A. Yes.

19  A. If you have that correspondence, that would be 19 Q. Now, | want to take alook at that actual report
20 thebest place, yes. 20 which has been marked Exhibit 11.

21 MR. DICKENS: Werethey going to notify you |21 MR. BARTOSZEK: I'm going to object to the
22 guyswhen lunch arrived? 22 form, just becauseit's not clear to me that the

23 MR. BARTOSZEK: It has. So -- 23 report you were referencing about Paraguat and

24 MR. DICKENS: Oh, okay. 24 activistsisthe same report that's attached to the

25 MR. BARTOSZEK: -- whenever you'reready for | 25  document which appearsto be an internetr\monitoring
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1 report, but -- 1 Q. Butit'sfair to say, based on this document, in
2 MR. DICKENS: Objection noted. 2 November of 2002, you would have been aware of at least
3 BY MR.DICKENS: 3 some reports claiming that there may be an increase of
4 Q. Now, Exhibit 11, Ms. Duvall istitled Paraguat 4 acquiring Parkinson's Disease with Paraguat exposure,
5 andthe Activists, with v-Fluence on the top; do you see 5 right?
6 that? 6 A. That there may have been studies that showed an
7 A.Yes 7 association with Parkinson's Disease.
8 Q. Itsays, "Paraquat and the Activists, A Briefing 8 Q. And then there's also one of the reasonslisted
9 to Syngenta Crop Protection by v-Fluence Interactive 9 inv-Fluence's report on the activists for them
10 Public Relations dated November 2002." Right? 10 attacking Paraguat was farm worker safety and
11 A. Yes. 11 specifically, "farm laborers in devel oping countries are
12 Q. And thisdoes appear to be areport on Paraquat 12 exposed to dangerous amounts of the herbicide." Right?
13 and the activists which was provided to Syngenta by 13 A. Would you repeat the question?
14  v-Fluencein November of 2002, correct? 14 Q. Yes. Oneof the other reasons cited by v-Fluence
15 A. Yes. 15 for why the activists were attacking Paraquat was based
16 Q. Andasitsav-Fluence and relating to Paraguat 16 on farm worker safety, which included "farm laborersin
17 and the activists, thiswould have been adocument that | 17 developing countries being exposed to the developed --
18 you would have received during the course of your 18 to dangerous amounts of Paraquat?"
19 employment at Syngentaiin 2002; isthat right? Sorry. 19 A. Yes thatishow it reads. Yes.
20  A. Yes 20 Q. Andthen on Page5 of the document, v-Fluence
21 Q. Okay. Turnto Page 3. The numbersare on the 21 laysout ahistory of Paraguat on the activists or and
22 very left-hand corner of this document beginning 22 activists.
23 Executive Summary. 23 Then I'm going to turn your attention to Page 11,
24 Under Executive Summary, the second paragraph 24 and they provide some conclusions; do you see that?
25 beginning however states, "However, during the last 25 A. ldo.
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1 fifteen years, the focus has shifted to more serious 1 Q. Now, it begins by saying, "As noted in the
2 matters, and several activist groups have called for an 2 Atrazinereport.”
3 outright ban on all uses of the herbicide.” 3 Now, v-Fluence, | think as we discussed earlier,
4 That's referencing Paraguat, right? 4 was also working with Syngenta on some Atrazine work,
5 A. Yes 5 correct?
6 Q. Andwe'vediscussed earlier about PAN callingfor | 6  A. | believethey were, yes.
7 anoutright ban on Paraquat, correct? 7 Q. Andthat Atrazine work was related to information
8 A. Yes 8 related to attacks on the safety of Atrazine, correct?
9 Q. Thenitgoesonto say, "Paraguat is attacked for 9 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
10 thefollowing reasons," and then lists some bullet 10 BY MR. DICKENS:
11 points; do you see those? 11 Q. Sorry. V-Fluence was working on areport related
12 A. Yes 12 to attacks on Atrazine related to its safety profile; is
13 Q. Oneof those bullet pointsin v-Fluence's report 13 that fair?
14 isParkinson's Disease, right? 14 A. A tax?
15 A. Yes. 15 Q. Correct.
16 Q. Andit states, "A number of reports have claimed 16  A. I'mnot understanding your question.
17 that exposure to Paraquat, especialy in combination 17 Q. Wesaw in Page 1 of this document stated,
18 with other chemicals, may increase chances of acquiring | 18 "Paraquat is attacked for the following reasons.” And
19 Parkinson's Disease." 19 thenit listed those reasons, right?
20 Did | read that correctly? 20 A. Onh, attacks.
21 A. Youdid. 21 Q. Yeah.
22 Q. Now, at thistime, in November of 2002, wereyou |22  A. A-T-T-A-C-K-S.
23 aware of animal or toxicological datalinking Paraquat 23 Q. Notatax. | gotyou. | need to enunciate more.
24  with Parkinson's Disease? 24  Yeah.
25  A. | don't remember. 25 So what | was -- the question was: V-Fluence was
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1 working on similar issues with respect to Atrazine, even 1 A ltis
2 ifitinvolved different safety issues? 2 Q. And we can agree that the reference to Physicians
3 A. l amnot recaling precisely what they were doing 3 for Social Responsibility, that's just not randomly
4 inregard to Atrazine. 4 inserted unless there was somerole that that
5 Q. Now, part of the report on Paraquat and the 5 organization had or was considered as an activist by
6 activists, on the very bottom of Page 11, includes 6 v-Fluence?
7 information on EnviroHealthAction; do you see that? 7 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
8 A.ldo. 8 THE WITNESS: | don't know how they
9 Q. Okay. Andit'slabeled "is aplace where the 9  considered -- | don't know what they considered that
10 health community can learn and take action on various 10 grouptobe. They are saying that this group
11 environmental issues and topics." Right? That's what 11  supported this other group.
12 v-Fluence reports here? 12 BY MR. DICKENS:
13 A. Yes 13 Q. Soyou don't know whether or not their inclusion
14 Q. Okay. And so EnviroHealthAction, that'sa-- 14 inthisreport is becauseit's an activist or for some
15 that was considered an activist that was part of 15 other unknown reason?
16 v-Fluence's report to Syngenta, correct? 16  A. | don't know the context of this.
17  A. Yes, it'spart of this. 17 Q. Okay. Well, thiswas areport that was put
18 Q. Okay. And that's aplace that includes 18 together at Syngenta's request, right?
19 individuals within the health committee -- community, as | 19 A. ltis.
20 stated by v-Fluence, right? 20 I'm just saying | don't know the context for this
21 A. I'msorry. I'mlooking at this, and I'm trying 21 particular EnviroHealthAction group and how it pertains
22 to understand the context of this while also -- 22 to Paraguat.
23 Q. Okay. Takeyour time. 23 Q. Now, v-Fluence aso put together alist of terms
24 A. -- understanding your question. 24  most frequently associated with Paraquat for media hits
25 Q. Let meknow when you're ready. 25 and top search engine hits, right?
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1 A. Okay. And your question was? 1 A. Areyou referring to about halfway down the page?
2 Q. EnviroHealthAction, that is made up of membersof | 2 Q. | am, yes.
3 the health community, asis reported from v-Fluence to 3 A. Okay. Yes.
4 Syngenta, right? 4 Q. And that's something that v-Fluence did based on
5 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form. 5 their monitoring of the online community asit related
6 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 6 to Paraguat, right?
7 MR. DICKENS: In sync. 7  A. Isthat stated somewherein this report?
8 THE WITNESS: That isnot theway | 8 Q. Yeah. | canfindit.
9  interpret this. 9 Okay. Why don't | just ask it thisway: Do you
10 BY MR. DICKENS: 10 know what -- why v-Fluence included or what's included
11 Q. That'sfine. 11 inv-Fluence's reports when it lists the terms most
12 If we can turn to the next page. V-Fluence goes 12 frequently associated with key term Paraguat; do you
13 onand says, "EnviroHealthAction claimsto bean action | 13 have any ideawhat that section means?
14 center that provides an online community for health 14 A. | don't know how they arrived at these terms.
15 professionals. However, they are supported by 15 Q. Okay. And understanding you may not know how
16 Physiciansfor Social Responsibility, a member of the 16 they arrived at it, do you understand what it is
17 International POPs Elimination Network." 17 supposed to mean to Syngentafor who requested this
18 Do you see that? 18 report?
19 A. ldo. 19  A. I don't. Without knowing how they arrived at
20 Q. Okay. And so thereference to Physicians for 20 theseterms, the answer to your question is no.
21 Social Responsibility, that is, once again, agroup that 21 Q. Turntothe next page. V-Fluence reportsto
22 v-Fluenceis deeming an activist, right? 22 Syngenta, "Paraguat aloneis not a hot topic for the
23 A. | don't know how they characterize that group. 23 general public yet, with fewer than 800 searches on the
24 Q. Wecan agreethisreport istitled Paraquat and 24 top enginesin the past month."
25 theActivists, right? 25 Do you see that? ~
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1 A. Yes 1 supportive factsto combat any attacks on Parkinson's

2 Q. Sothisreferencesthe fact that over the past 2 Disease?

3 month, there were less than 800 total searches on 3 MS. BRIER: Object to form.

4 Paraguat nationwide; isn't that correct? 4 BY MR. DICKENS:

5 A. Yes, according to this. Uh-huh. 5 Q. Isthatright?

6 Q. And the searchesthat they provided further break 6 A. Yes. It appearsthat that iswhat they're

7 down of what those searches were, right, of those 800; 7 recommending.

8 762 Paraguat alone, 36 Paraguat poisoning, 25 operation | 8 Q. They recommended, "Develop generic content

9 Paraguat, right? 9 documents and background materials to be published -- to
10 A. Yes. 10 publicly leveraged by third parties via earned media and
11 Q. Andwe can agree that there's nothing within 11 vird (online) marketing." That was arecommendation
12 those searches of Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease, 12 v-Fluence made to Syngenta, right?
13 right? 13 A. Yes.
14 A. Yes. 14 Q. Okay. What is meant by earned media?
15 Q. Andindeed, inthat list beforehand that provides 15 A. Canl takejust asecond to read this?
16 termsmost frequently associated with Paraquat, past 16 Q. Of course.
17 years mediahits and top search engine hits, there's 17  A. 1 would have to take a guess at what this means.
18 nothing there related to Parkinson's Disease, right? 18 Q. Okay. What do you think it means?
19 A. Correct. Parkinson'sisnot listed. 19 A. What | think it meansisthat they are
20 Q. Now, on the next -- or on Page 15 of the 20 recommending that some basic articles or documents be
21 document, there's some short-term recommendations; do |21 created and disseminated to third parties who would then
22 you seethat? 22 pitchit to mediaand tailored according to their own
23 A. ldo. 23 persona knowledge or expertise and placed in certain
24 Q. And it says, "In addition to the current 24 media
25 monitoring." And once again, v-Fluence at this point 25 Q. Okay. So specifically Syngentawould provide
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was doing consistent monitoring of the online community
and media related to Paraquat, correct?

A. | believe they were.

Q. And they were reporting what they found with
respect to those media hits and the online community
directly to Syngenta?

A. Yes.

Q. And that was through you, once again, right?

A. Yes.

Q. Soin addition to that monitoring, the following
actions were recommended, and then they list some here;
do you seethat?

A. | do.

Q. Okay. Now, one of thoseis Content, and the
recommendation is, "Develop simple messaging, risk
communication talking points, and supportive facts to
reflect key attacks.”

Do you see that?

A. Yes.

Q. And those three key attacks, one of those being
safety, was specific in areas of Parkinson's; do you see
that?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. And so the recommendation from v-Fluence
was for Syngenta to develop a simple messaging and
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third parties with general background documents on a
particular issue is Step 1, right?

A. Yes. So--

Q. Andthen --

A. -- provide the basics for articles that then
would be placed by third parties.

Q. And then with the hope or the goal that those
third parties would then put that out into the media,
right?

A. Yes.

Q. And put that out in support of Syngenta's
position?

A. All based on facts that would come from
Syngenta's scientists.

Q. Sothethird partieswould put it out in the
media based on the background information as provided tg
them by Syngenta through those background documents?

A. Yes.

Q. And there's some examples of ways to do that.
Paraquat backgrounder, generic newsrelease. Then it
says, "Paraquat op-ed (generic body), Paraquat
|etter-to-the-editor."

Those were some of the ways that v-Fluence
recommended that this could be done, right?

A. Yes.
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1 Q. Now, Syngentadid for its herbicides assist in 1 Syngenta, correct?
2 thedrafting of op-eds and |etters-to-the-editor, 2 A Yes
3 correct? 3 Q. And part of that was optimizing pages for search
4 A. I'mnot surethat any of this was developed. So 4  engines, right, SEO?
5 these are recommendations, but I'm -- | don't recall 5 A. Yes
6 whether or not any of these actually took place. 6 Q. And that's one of the recommendations that
7 Q. Okay. Areyou saying these actualy did not take 7 v-Fluence gave to you in this November of 2002 report,
8 placeor you just can't recall asyou sit here today? 8 right?
9 A. lcantrecall. 9 A. Yes
10 Q. Andin order to know whether or not these did 10 Q. And part of that was to optimize web pages that
11 take place, once again, it would be within Syngenta's 11 were supportive of Syngenta's position asit related to
12 documents, right? 12 theherbicides?
13 A. Yes. 13  A. That'sacommon practice that many companies do
14 Q. Doyourecal Syngentaever assisting in 14 for marketing purposes.
15 preparing op-eds asit related to its herbicides? 15 Q. And that was done by Syngentafor Paraquat, for
16  A. | believe that we may have, but | can't give you 16 example?
17 specifics. 17 A. Wecould have doneit for Paraquat.
18 Q. Soyou don't know whether or not it wasdonefor |18 Q. Youdon't know asyou sit here today?
19 Parkinson's, for example? 19  A. I don't recal whether or not we did, but it's
20  A. | don't remember. 20 possible.
21 Q. Thenext under Research, "ldentify potential 21 Q. Goto9. Therecommendation from v-Fluence was a
22 adlies, (groups and individuals)." That was one of the 22 "Rapid response program using content developed and
23 recommendations to Syngenta was to find groups and 23 trained third parties to generate realtime responses to
24 organizations and individuals who could be allies for 24 attacks on Paraguat and Atrazine." Right, that's one of
25 Syngentawith respect to attacks against it from the 25 their recommendations?
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1 activists, right? 1 A. Yes.
2 A Yes 2 Q. Anddo you know, asyou sit here today, whether
3 Q. Next page, under No. 7, another recommendation 3 or not that was actually implemented?
4 from v-Fluence? 4  A. | don'trecall.
5 A. Isthere another page? 5 Q. AndNo. 10, "Create online tools to link and
6 MR. BARTOSZEK: Could we go off the Record | 6 leverage support and/or opposition to banning for
7  for one second? 7 Paraguat/Atrazine."
8 MR. DICKENS: Yeah. 8 That's a recommendation made by v-Fluence, right?
9 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetimeonthemoniton 9  A. Yes, according to thisitis.
10  is1:43 p.m. We're off the Record. 10 Q. And number or letter (a) that's included there
11 (A discussion was held off the Record) 11 says, "Create Paraguat.com website with facts from
12 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetime on the moniton 12 Syngenta, including automated response from Syngenta to
13 is1:43 p.m. We are back on the Record. 13 the Berne Declaration Tool."
14 BY MR. DICKENS: 14 Now, we discussed Paraquat.com previously, right?
15 Q. Okay. SoNo. 7, "Support aliesin posting 15 A. Wedid.
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relevant documents online and optimizing pages for
search engines.”
Do you see that?
A. Yes.

Q. Andinyour CV, you had, under your Syngenta 20 existence at thistimein November of 2002?
role, something SEO, right? 21  A. | don't.
A. Yes. 22 Q. Doyou recal v-Fluence assisting in the creation
Q. And that's search engine optimization? 23 of Paraguat.com?
A. Correct. 24 A. |l don't. It'squite possible that they did not
Q. And that's something you were involved with for 25 even know it existed when they made this r;ogommendati on.

16
17
18
19

Q. Thisrecommendation is to create a Paraguat.com
website, right?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you know whether or not Paraguat.com wasin
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1 Q. Okay. Do you recal having any conversations or 1 Q. Okay. Fair enough.

2 correspondence with v-Fluence after receiving this 2 All right. Now, going back to Exhibit 12. Now,

3 report? 3 thisisadocument Issuetitle Paraquat, date May 29,

4  A. | don't remember. 4 2003, and then there's some country communicators, one

5 Q. Would it have been typica for you to have 5 of whichisyou, right?

6 communications or correspondence with v-Fluencewith | 6  A. Yes.

7 respect to their short-term recommendations? 7 Q. Okay. And it references the date | ssue Team was

8 A. Of course, yeah. It would be very typical. 8 initiated March 2002.

9 Q. Andwould those communications be done by e-mail| 9 Now, we discussed Issue Team before. There was
10 electronically? 10 indeed an Issue Team specific to Paraquat with respect
11 A. It'spossible. 11 tothehandling of issues within the United States,

12 Q. And how would it typically be that you would -- 12 right?
13 if you wanted to accept one of these recommendations and 13 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
14 have v-Fluence assist in that, how would that go about; 14 THE WITNESS: I'mtrying to verify that this
15 how would you get v-Fluence onboard to help out? 15 is--if you just give me amoment --
16 Would you make that decision on your own? Would | 16 BY MR. DICKENS:
17 you bring it up the food chain? Who would make that 17 Q. Yeah, take your time.
18 ultimate decision? 18 A. --towrap my armsaround this. It'svery tiny
19  A. Itwould probably be ajoint decision among 19 type.
20 several people at Syngenta. 20 Q. Thatitsureis. That'snotideal.
21 Q. And then once that decision is made, how would 21 A. Sounder Issuelevel, there is nothing checked on
22 that be communicated to v-Fluence? 22 mine, but based on -- based on the employees who are
23 A. I'mnot sure. Probably not face-to-face, aswe 23 listed, it lookslikeitisaregional level. Sol'm
24 werenot even in the same state. So it could be e-mail. 24  assuming that thisisaNorth American or aNAFTA region
25 It could be viatelephone. 25 template.
Page 111 Page 113

1 Q. Andonceagain, you don't know, asyou sit here 1 Q. Okay. And understanding it'sa NAFTA or North

2 today, what, if any, of these recommendations were 2 Americatemplate, and it involves Paraquat is the Issue

3 accepted? 3 title, it would have been an Issue Team that you would

4 A. | don't remember. 4 have been apart of, right?

5 MR. DICKENS: Why dontwegoaheadandmark 5  A. Yes.

6  Exhibit 12, just the one page. 6 Q. Andunder Issue Summary, it once again refersto

7 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 12 was marked for 7 activists caling for bans based on worker safety.

8 identification) 8 "Accidental and intentional ingestion sometimes leading

9 BY MR. DICKENS: 9 todeath and the alleged link to Parkinson's are also
10 Q. Andbeforel get to Exhibit 12. 10 problematic."

11 Y ou mentioned that v-Fluence wasn't even in the 11 Do you seethat?

12 samestate. Whereis v-Fluence located; was that in St. 12 A. Yes.

13 Louis, Missouri? 13 Q. And once again, in 2003, Parkinson's was

14  A. | believe so. 14 considered to be problematic for Syngenta, right?

15 Q. Okay. And soyour communication, if youdid call | 15 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form.

16 them, they were headquartered in St. Louis; is that 16 THE WITNESS: It looks like accidental and
17 right? 17  intentional ingestion and the alleged link to

18 A. V-Fluencewasa-- they didn't really have a 18  Parkinson'swere problematic at that time.

19 headquarters. It was agroup of individuals who were 19 BY MR. DICKENS:

20 located in various parts of the country. 20 Q. Okay. And sure. The company considered those
21 Q. Cheryl and Jay Byrne, we saw them beforeonone | 21 reports or allegations linking Paraquat to Parkinson's
22 of the documents, were they -- do you know wherethey | 22 asaproblem for the company, right?

23 werelocated? 23 A. It certainly was something that needed to be
24 A. | think they were located in different parts of 24 addressed.

25 thecountry. 25

N

Q. And part of the reason it was a problerr\n, ther
€
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1 asection Potential Financial Impact; do you see that? 1 Q. Andthe position, there's a position listed with
2 A. Okay. Sowherearewe? Okay. Yes. 2 respect to Parkinson's Disease, correct?
3 Q. Okay. Andthe"Financial impactin USis 10 to 3 A Yes
4 50% of $60 million Paraquat sales or 6 to 30 million." 4 Q. Andit statesthat, "The studies in question have
5 Right? 5 little real-world relevance, as the mice were
6 A. | havetoassumethat isright. That would have 6 administered doses vastly greater than the comparably
7 been something that one of the business managerswould | 7 minute amounts to which people are exposed.”
8 have had to have filled out, which iswhy people from 8 That was the position of Syngenta at this point
9 the product and business side of the Paraquat business 9 in2003?
10 aredsolisted onthisform. 10 A. Yes,itlookslikeit was.
11 Q. Okay. Sointhisformin 2003, the business side 11 Q. Andit goeson, "In addition, the method of
12 of Syngentawas undertaking an analysis of what the 12 administering the chemicals (injection directly into the
13 financia impact would beif there were bans or 13 body) is not arealistic route of exposure to humans."
14 restrictions on Paraquat, right? 14 Right?
15 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 15 A. Correct.
16 THE WITNESS: | have to assume that they 16 Q. Onceagain, that's the position of Syngenta
17  wrote down the numbers that they felt were 17 related to those studies?
18  appropriate for management of thisissue. 18 A. Yes.
19 BY MR. DICKENS: 19 Q. Now, inresponseto theissue of an alleged link
20 Q. Sure. But that is something that they were 20 to Parkinson's, your goal, as part of the Communications
21 analyzing, right, at this time in 2003? 21 Team, wasto reduce the impact of campaignsto restrict
22  A. Yes 22 thesales of Paraquat?
23 Q. Andthenit listswhat the issueis, and under 23 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form.
24 Parkinson's Diseasg, it states, " Studies have shown 24 THE WITNESS: No.
25 effects similar to Parkinson's Disease when mice are 25 My role, as acommunicator, was to make
Page 115 Page 117
1 injected with acombination of Paraquat and Maneb, a 1  surethat the facts about Paraguat were communicated
2 fungicide." Right? 2 toour audiences.
3 A. Yes, that iswhat it says. 3 BY MR. DICKENS:
4 Q. Sotheearlier documents we've looked at 4 Q. Inorder to protect Syngenta's license to sell
5 referenced the issue of Paraquat being linked to 5 and freedom to operate, right?
6 Parkinson's Disease when used alone, correct? 6  A. Inorder to make sure that when registration
7 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 7 decisions were made, that the -- what was -- the
8 THE WITNESS: I'm not sure what the previous | 8 information that was out in the public was the correct
9  studieshad said. 9 information.
10 BY MR. DICKENS: 10 Q. Okay. Now, you just referenced registration
11 Q. Okay. 11 decisions; isthat with respect to the EPA?
12 A. | don't remember the details of any of the 12 A. Yes
13 studies from that long ago. 13 Q. Okay. So did you communicate directly to the EPA
14 Q. It'sfair to say, though, in this particular 14 inyour role?
15 report, it's referencing the issue of Parkinson's when 15 A. Notinmy role, no.
16 there'sacombination of both Paraquat and the fungicide |16 Q. So your role was to communicate with other third
17 Maneb, right; that's what this document isreferringto? | 17 parties, right?
18  A. That'swhat this document says, but again| -- 18 A. My rolewas primarily to disseminate materials to
19 you know, that is something that would have been 19 media
20 contributed by the scientists and the scientists would 20 Q. And part of your goal, when disseminating
21 know about, not me. 21 materialsto media, was to support Syngenta's position
22 Q. Okay. Andindeed, there'sright under there, the 22  to assure that there was no restriction on Syngenta's
23 position of the company with respect to each of these 23 freedom to operate?
24 issues, right? 24 A. Yes, and -- yes.
25  A. Thereare-- there are positions listed, yes. 25

Q. And to ensure that there was no negatir\(e imp?crt\
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1 onthesaleof Paraquat? 1 who also dealt with activists. | focused on the North
2 A. My only role asacommunicator wasto makesure | 2 American region.
3 that the facts about the product were disseminated to 3 Q. Soyouwereresponsible for dealing with
4 our audiences. 4 activists within North America, right?
5 Q. Onceagain, facts as determined by Syngenta's 5 A. Yes
6 Science Team? 6 Q. Andyou weretheteam lead for that within North
7  A. Who evaluated very carefully all of the available 7 America?
8 science. 8 A. Yes
9 Q. Sothat'sayes, facts as determined by the 9 Q. And there were others, outside of North America,
10 Science Team, right? 10 who were doing the same for their jurisdictions,
11 A. Yes 11 correct?
12 MR. DICKENS: Let's go ahead and mark 12 A. Yes.
13 Exhibit 13. 13 Q. And there was some sharing of communications as
14 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 13 was marked for 14 towhat those strategies would be from the United States
15 identification) 15 to North America, outside of North America, right?
16 BY MR. DICKENS: 16 A. Yes.
17 Q. I'll hand you a document Exhibit 13 produced to 17 Q. But with respect to -- well, let'slook at the
18 usindiscovery in this action dated April 26, 2004, 18 Tactical Objectives and Measures, under No. 3, states,
19 Strategic Goal (Syngenta). 19 "Syngentadefined battlefield and where to fight."
20 The strategic goal that's listed, "Protect 20 Then No. 4, "Bring transparency and reduce impact
21 Syngentaproducts (both license and freedom to sell) and | 21  of anti-pesticide campaigns through means of
22 corporate reputation from the efforts of anti-pesticide 22  multidisciplines.”
23 organizations." 23 Did | read that correctly?
24 Do you see that? 24 MS. BRIER: Can | have a standing foundation
25 A. Yes 25  objection asto questions on this document?
Page 119 Page 121
1 Q. Andthat was one of the goals and tasks that you 1 MR. DICKENS: You can.
2 wereresponsible for during your time at Syngenta here 2 MS. BRIER: Thanks.
3 in2004? 3 Y ou can answer.
4  A. What isthe document that | am looking at? Dowe | 4 THE WITNESS: What was the question?
5 know the origination of this document? 5 BY MR.DICKENS:
6 Q. | know it was produced to us. 6 Q. Under No. 4, "Bring transparency and reduce
7 Do you recognize this document in any form? 7 impact of anti-pesticide campaigns through means of
8 A. | don't recognize this document. 8 multidisciplines.”
9 Q. Okay. But thereis, under Tactical Work Plan, 9 Did | read that correctly?
10 towards the bottom, there's tactics and leads that are 10 A. Yes
11 listed, right? 11 Q. Andthe measure, "No negative impact on Syngenta
12 A. Thereare. 12 registrationsor sales." Right? That wasthe goal of
13 Q. And then there's some, under leads, references to 13 Syngenta?
14  Sherry, correct? 14 A. Yes.
15 A. Yes. 15 Now, you do understand that the core of all of
16 Q. Isityour understanding that's referencing you? 16 thisgoesback to what I've been saying and that iswe
17 A. Yes 17 achieve all of thisthrough communication of the facts
18 Q. Andindeed, aswe looked at before, with respect 18 about the product; that's how we counteracted activist
19 to efforts of anti-pesticide organizations, those would 19 campaigns at the core of al of this.
20 beconsidered activists, right? 20 MR. DICKENS: I'll move to strike everything
21 A. Yes 21 after yes.
22 Q. And aswelooked at before, you were the team 22 BY MR. DICKENS:
23 lead for dealing with these activists, correct? 23 Q. Under Tactical Work Plan, once again, your name
24 A. Yes, in conjunction with global communicators. | | 24 islisted under Lead, right?
25 worked hand-in-hand with colleagues a the global level |25  A. Yes.
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1 Q. Andthose measures are specific to activists, 1 Q. Yeah. How to answer tough questions about
2 anti-pesticide activists, correct? 2 Parkinson's Disease asiit relates to Paraquat?
3 A. Yes. 3 A. Again, | don't know what all that would entail
4 Q. Then undernesath there, there's Funding Sources. 4 but, again -- and | don't know whether or not that was
5 It says, "Activist sources-where are the largest 5 doneor not done.
6 sources, and how could they be diverted? Obtain 6 Q. Your name'slisted there, right, as the Syngenta
7 financials (tax audits) for core activist." That's 7 employee responsible?
8 something Syngentadid, right, is obtain financials of 8 Al ltis
9 theactivists? 9 MR. DICKENS: Let's go ahead and mark
10 A. | havenoideawhat was done or not done in this 10  Exhibit 14 for the Record.
11 document. Asl said, | don't even recognize this 11 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 14 was marked for
12 document. 12  identification)
13 Q. What would the purpose of obtaining the 13 THE WITNESS: Oh, I'm sorry.
14 financials of the activist groups be? 14 BY MR. DICKENS:
15 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form, foundation. | 15 Q. I've handed you Exhibit 14, which is an e-mail
16 THE WITNESS: | don't know. 16 from you, Sherry Ford, to variousindividuals at
17 BY MR. DICKENS: 17 Syngentadated January 28, 2003; do you see that?
18 Q. Youdon't recal any time that Syngenta actually 18 A. Yes.
19 obtained financials for activist groups? 19 Q. Okay. Subject: Response requested: Paraquat
20 A. No. 20 mediatraining, right?
21 Q. | wantyouto turn to Page 2. Under Tactic No. 21 A. Yes
22 2, there'san, "Educate Core Syngenta Group." It says, 22 Q. Andit says, "l need afew things from you before
23 "Understand the activist by becoming the activist. Join | 23 our mediatraining session next Tuesday, February 4th."
24 listserves, attend conferences, etcetera,” with the 24 Right?
25 resource being Comms and v-Fluence, right? 25 A. Yes
Page 123 Page 125
1 A. That'swhat it says, yes. 1 Q. And it appears there was an attached
2 Q. And Comms, do you understand that to be the 2 questionnaire that was included?
3 Communications Team at Syngenta? 3 A. Uh-huh. Yes.
4 A Yes 4 Q. Andthenon No. 2, "If there are certain Paraquat
5 Q. That'sthe Communications Team that you were part| 5 topicsyou would like to address during training, please
6 of? 6 list those on your e-mail when you return your
7 A. | can't be certain, but | would assume so. 7 questionnaire.”
8 Q. Andindeed, you or Syngenta or employees of 8 That's what you instructed these individuals,
9 Syngentajoined listserves, attended conferences of 9 right?
10 activists or others speaking out against the safety of 10 A. Yes
11 Paraguat, right? 11 Q. Andthen you give some topics that you plan to
12 A. | don't remember doing any of that and, again, | 12 cover. It says, "I'm planning to cover the topics of
13 don't know what was done or not done on this document. | 13 accidental ingestion/suicide. Malaysia/lFrench -- France
14 Q. No.5. "Train Syngenta CP employees." Isthat 14 ban."
15 Crop Protection? 15 Now, at this point, did you understand that both
16 A. ltis 16 Malaysiaand France had banned Paraquat?
17 Q. Okay. And part of that training of employeesis 17 A. Fromlooking at this, | wouldn't be able to tell
18 "How to answer tough questions about pesticides, organic| 18 you if that was a possible ban or if that had actually
19 farming, and activist agendas." Right? 19 taken place.
20  A. Yes, that'show it reads. 20 Q. Okay. And if we wanted to know whether it was
21 Q. And one of thosetraining of Crop Protection 21 possible or whether you were aware of whether aban was
22 employees would include training on how to handle 22 inplace or it was being contemplated, we'd need to look
23 Parkinson's Disesse, right? 23 at your file with Syngenta, right?
24 A. By how to handle Parkinson's Disease, canyoube |24  A. Yes.
25 more specific by what you mean by that? 25 Q. Now, another issue that you planned to g\ol/’t\ar wes
adt 1. 42
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1 Parkinson's Disease, right? 1 specific materials on each and every one of these
2 A Yes 2 particular topics?
3 Q. And specifically, when you say atopic to cover, 3 A. | don't remember what | provided to them.
4 thisisatopic you would cover at the mediatraining 4 Q. Would that have been done electronically? Would
5 session with variousindividuals at Syngenta? 5 you have sent them e-mails with those documents?
6 A. Yes 6 A. Most likely.
7 Q. Now, theindividuals that you sent this document 7 MR. DICKENS: Okay. Let'sgo ahead and mark
8 to, those are individuals within the United States 8 Exhibit 15.
9 Greensboro office? 9 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 15 was marked for
10  A. Yes, these areindividuas who would possibly be | 10 identification)
11 considered media spokespeople. 11 THE WITNESS: Thank you.
12 Q. Okay. And these weretheindividualsthen that 12 BY MR. DICKENS:
13 wereidentified as the ones requiring media training, 13 Q. I'll hand you what's been marked as Exhibit 15,
14 because they'll be the spokespersons for Syngenta? 14 whichisaVirgil Scudder & Associates News Interview
15  A. Specificaly on Paraguat. 15 Checkligt, right?
16 Q. And specifically on these topicsthat you list, 16 A. Yes
17 including Parkinson's Disease, right? 17 Q. Now, thisisyour handwriting, right?
18  A. Possibly, yes. 18 A ltis
19 Q. And then you, at the end of that, state, "Jon, do 19 Q. Sothisisadocument that you personally would
20 you have any information on Parkinson'swhichyoucan | 20 havefilled out?
21 sharewith me?' Andisthat specifictoaJonisit 21  A. Yes
22 Akins? 22 Q. Andit'sadocument that would have been filled
23 A. Yes 23 out on achecklist provided to you by Virgil Scudder,
24 Q. Andwho was Jon Akins? 24 right?
25  A. Atoxicologist and PhD scientist with Syngenta. 25 A. Yes. Thiswould have been filled out during the
Page 127 Page 129
1 Q. Anddid Jon Akins provide you any information 1 mediatraining session.
2 related to Parkinson's? 2 Q. Andwould you have filled this document out for
3  A. Il dontknow. | wouldn't be able to remember 3 each of the individuals who went through the media
4 that. 4 training?
5 Q. And soif we wanted to know, once again, wed 5 A. No. Thiswould have been done as a group during
6 havetolook at your file with Syngenta? 6 the mediatraining session.
7 A.Yes 7 Q. Whenyou say agroup, isthisjust one of a
8 Q. Okay. And thenyou, inthelast paragraph, 8 smaller subset of documents that you would have created?
9 reference you have an excellent trainer lined up, Virgil 9  A. Thisisthe primary document that would have been
10 Scudder with Dick Kulp. 10 created during the mediatraining session with the
11 Who is Virgil Scudder and Dick Kulp? 11 entiregroup.
12 A. They are mediatrainers based -- or were based in 12 Q. Now, for example, it says"Media Outlet,” and it
13 New York City. 13 says, "Today Show." Right?
14 Q. Andyou specifically retained those trainers to 14 A. Yes
15 come and assist in the media training session, correct? 15 Q. Okay. And so canyou tell mewhen it says,
16 A. Yes. 16 "Today Show," what is that referencing?
17 Q. Wereyou the one who retained them and had 17  A. It'sapracticesession. Soit'sa--it'sa
18 communications with them? 18 pretend preparation for an appearance on the Today Show.
19 A. Yes 19 Q. Okay. And when you did the mediatraining
20 Q. Anddidyou provide them any materials, before 20 sessions, thisisan exampleif they were on the Today
21 themediatraining session, with respect to these topics 21 Show.
22 that you wished to cover? 22 Did you do other examples if they were talking to
23 A. | don't remember doing that, but it is something 23 anewsoutlet, a newspaper, for example?
24 | would typically have done. 24 A. Typicdly, you only have time for one major
25 Q. Okay. Andyou would -- would you have shared 25
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1 onethat was done. 1 provide achecklist of the points and other statements
2 Q. Doyou recal whether or not, during your time at 2 that should or, in a perfect world, would be made during
3 Syngenta, you only did one of these mediatraining 3 the course of one of these mediainterviews?
4 sessionswith Virgil Scudder or were there multiple 4 A Yes.
5 mediatraining sessions over the 12 years you were 5 Q. Thetarget audienceislisted here, "General
6 employed at Syngenta? 6 public, customers, shareholders, regulators,
7 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 7 legidators" Right?
8 THE WITNESS: Are you asking meif we only 8 A. Yes
9  did onefor Paraguat or onefor al of our products? 9 Q. Pretty much everybody, right?
10 BY MR.DICKENS: 10 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
11 Q. Yeah, that'sagood distinction. 11 THE WITNESS: Those were identified as key
12 Specific to Paraquat, do you recall whether or 12 audiences.
13 not you only did one or multiple? 13 BY MR. DICKENS:
14  A. | don't remember if we did more than one for 14 Q. Key audiencesto the question of whether or not
15 Paraguat or not. 15 Paraguat should be banned, correct?
16 Q. Would the mediatraining sessions that you did, 16  A. Thosewere key audiences for Paraquat messages.
17 whether it be for Paraguat or other herbicides, would 17 Q. And the purpose of this training session was to
18 thoseall bewith Virgil Scudder & Associates? 18 train Syngenta employees on how to respond to questions
19 A. No. 19 such as"Should Paraquat be banned" to get out
20 Q. Therewould be other organizations that youwould | 20 Syngenta's message to the general public and customers
21 usefor mediatraining sessions? 21 and shareholders, regulatory -- regulators, and
22  A. Yes 22 legidators, right?
23 Q. Andyou don't recal, asyou sit here, whether or 23 A. Would you repeat that question?
24 not that was done for Paraquat? 24 Q. Itwasntagood one. Let metry it thisway.
25 A. No. 25 The purpose of the Interview Checklist wasto
Page 131 Page 133
1 Q. I'veaskedit alot but, again, we'd have to look 1 provide training to the employees as to what points the
2 atyour filewith Syngentato know that answer? 2 company wanted to convey to the general public,
3 A. Yes. 3 customers, and shareholders, right?
4 Q. Okay. Thetopic for this session was, "Should 4  A. The purpose of this sheet wasto identify the
5 Paraquat be banned?' Right? 5 main messages that we wanted to communicate about
6 A. Yes 6 Paraguat in general.
7 Q. Now, it mentions an interviewer, and thisisa 7 Q. Andthe Perception/Desired Conclusion listed here
8 general reporter. Would you serve as the interviewer of 8 isno. I'massuming no, Paraquat should not be banned,
9 theseindividuals during these media training sessions 9 correct?
10 or would somebody else? 10 A. Theconclusionisthat Paraquat isavaluable
11  A. No. Themediatrainer would. 11 herbicide that should remain on the market.
12 Q. Andthe mediatrainer would based on, onceagain, | 12 Q. Okay. You mentioned valuable. It also says
13 information that you provided to them beforehand? 13 safe, right?
14  A. Usually, yes. 14  A. Thesecond point is, "Risks are minima when used
15 Q. Andyou would havefilled out this Interview 15 asdirected.”
16 Checklist asthe mediatraining session was ongoing, 16 Q. Okay. Under Perception/Desired Conclusion, it
17 right? 17 says, "Safeand valuable." Right? That'swhat you
18 A. Yes. Thegroup would fill it out together. We 18 wrote here.
19 would -- it would be a group exercise. 19 A. Whereareyou?
20 Q. Okay. A group exercise after the interview took 20 Q. Onthevery top, right before Three "Must Air"
21 place or while it was going on? 21 Points, the section that says, "Perception/Desired
22 A. Itwould be agroup exercise before any interview | 22 Conclusion.”
23 took place. 23 A. Yes Yes
24 Q. | gotyou. 24 Q. Sothedesired conclusion you wanted isfor the
25 And so was the purpose of this document to 25 genera public and customersto walk away rgayi ng,
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1 Paraguat is safe and valuable, right? 1 | spokewith at Syngenta, there was no established cause
2  A. Yes, the perception. Yes. 2 that Paraquat led to Parkinson's Disease.
3 Q. Andto get to that desired conclusion, there were 3 Q. And because of those communications with the
4 three must air points, right? 4 Syngenta scientists, one of the must air points was --
5 A Yes 5 did not include the fact that there was some data
6 Q. Oneof those being, "Risksare minimal whenused | 6 suggesting there could be alink between Paraquat and
7 asdirected?" 7 Parkinson's, right?
8 A. Yes 8 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form.
9 Q. Andthat's points that the Syngenta employees 9 THE WITNESS: All | cantell youisthat |
10 should get across during any mediainterview, right, 10  relied on the Syngenta scientists to evaluate the
11 that risksare minima if Paraquat is used as directed? 11 full body of scientific knowledge, and | communicated
12 A. That'scorrect. 12 those messages.
13 Q. And then there's some examples of why, and it's 13 BY MR.DICKENS:
14 40 years; isthat 40 years on the market? 14 Q. Another must air point was that there was no good
15  A. Atthattime, yes. 15 substitute for Paraquat, right?
16 Q. Now, at thistime of the mediatraining session, 16 A. Yes.
17 there was evidence that Paraquat could be linked to 17 Q. Sothethree must air points were that Paraquat
18 Parkinson's Disease, right? 18 wassafe and valuable, and there was no other
19 A. There'sno date on here. So | don't know how to 19 subsgtitute; that boilsit down to its essence, right?
20 answer that question. 20 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
21 Q. Okay. "Example or Proof also registered by EPA | 21 THE WITNESS: So those three messages are
22 in120 countries." Right? 22 what we wanted to communicate.
23 A. Yes 23 BY MR. DICKENS:
24 Q. At this point, once again, there was either aban 24 Q. And communicate to the general public, customers,
25 in Maaysiaand France or a contemplation of aban, as 25 shareholders, regulators, and legislators, correct?
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1 far asyou knew, right? 1 A. Yes, and that the risks were minimal when used as
2 A. | don't know how to answer that question. 2 directed.
3 There'sno date, and | don't remember when thosebansor | 3 Q. And indeed, that was the message that Syngenta
4 potential banstook place. 4 conveyed to customers and the general public for your
5 Q. Allright. If wecan turnto Page 3 of this 5 entiretime you were at Syngenta, right?
6 document. 6 A. Yes
7 Once again, thisis your handwriting, right? 7 Q. Therewasn't atime when those weren't the must
8 A ltis 8 air points that you wanted to convey to the public,
9 Q. Andthere'son the top Paraquat Training 9 correct?
10 February 4, 2003; do you see that? 10 A. Right.
11  A. Ah,yes. 11 Q. Page?2. | want to direct your attention to the
12 Q. Soit'syour understanding that this document 12 bottom left-hand corner. It states Positioning Phrases;
13 would have been created in February of 2003? 13 doyou seethat?
14  A. Yes 14 A. Yes
15 Q. Doyou know whether or not there was evidence 15 Q. What is meant by positioning phrases?
16 that Paraguat was linked to Parkinson's Disease in 16  A. Thoseare phrasesthat can be used to transition
17 February of 2003? 17 toyour must air messages that are on the first page.
18  A. Wadll, if memory serves me correctly, based on 18 Q. Okay. Soisitto transition from, say, the
19 previous documents we've reviewed, then thereis no 19 difficult questions to the must air points?
20 evidence that there was certainly association when -- 20 A. Sotheruleisthat you answer the question, and
21 but no scientific link. 21 then you transition.
22 Q. Whenyou say that, wasit your understanding 22 Q. Andyou added a positioning phrase or a
23 therewas no scientific studies at all which linked 23 transition here. It says, "Share your concern, but not
24 Paraquat with Parkinson's Disease in February of 2003? | 24 your conclusion.” Right?
25 A. I'msaying that according to the scientists that 25 A. Thatisanotel took to add to this onett that was
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1 mentioned during the training session. 1 Q. Andthose ordinary farmers would have no reason
2 Q. What did you mean by, "Share your concern, but 2 to expect that if they followed the labeling, their use
3 not your conclusion?" 3 of Paraquat would lead to Parkinson's Disease, right?
4  A. Again, that isanote | took from the media 4  A. If an applicator was conscientious and applied a
5 trainer during the training session. So what -- what he 5 pesticide according to the label, he would be doing all
6 meant was, "I understand your concern.” 6 hecould at that time to apply the pesticide safely.
7 Q. Okay. Now, this mediatraining, the purpose was 7 Q. Whenyou say apply the pesticide safely, if he
8 to havetheseindividuals who may serve as spokespersons) 8 did al of that, if he followed the labeling and the
9 for Syngentato take this out into the real world, 9 instructions, inherent in safety isthat he wouldn't
10 right? 10 develop Parkinson's Disease, right?
11 A. Pardon. 11  A. | amnot an expert at application.
12 Q. Yeah, the purpose of training them with respect 12 So from what | have been told by scientists and
13 tothismediatraining is so that those individuals 13 by technical experts, that is the messaging that | have
14 would take these points and training out into the real 14 beentold.
15 worldif they wereto talk to an interviewer? 15 Q. Andthat'sfair. And understanding your
16 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 16 expertiseisin communications, right?
17 THE WITNESS: I'm not sure | understand your |17  A. Yes.
18  question. 18 Q. And so specifically talking about this media
19 BY MR. DICKENS: 19 training and what media training you gave to other
20 Q. Waell, you weren't just doing mediatraining to 20 Syngenta employees, based on those communications, with
21 wastetime, right? 21 atopic and target audience to the general public
22 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 22 customers, the takeaway, based on those communications,
23 THE WITNESS: The purpose of the media 23 would bethat if | use this according to the
24 training sessionswasto train our employees to speak 24 instructions, | wouldn't develop Parkinson's, right?
25  about our productsin away that many different 25 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
Page 139 Page 141
1  audiences could understand. 1 THE WITNESS: | can't speak to that.
2 So you can see that the very different 2 BY MR.DICKENS:
3 audiences that we have listed on Page 1, and so we've 3 Q. Andyou can't speak to it because nowhere within
4  got farmers. We've got various stakeholders. 4 thismediatraining did you ever inform the general
5 Sometimes it's different -- it's difficult 5 public or customers of the potential link between
6  tospeak inaway that al of those audiences can 6 Paraguat and Parkinson's?
7  understand so -- and many people aren't used to 7 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
8  speaking to media. It'skind of intimidating 8 THE WITNESS: Because| relied on the
9  sometimes. So that isthe purpose of mediatraining. 9  Syngentascientiststo provide me, asthe
10 BY MR. DICKENS: 10  communicator, with my messaging, and it was up to
11 Q. Okay. And based on the messaging, it would be 11  themto evaluate the scientific information and the
12 reasonable for an ordinary farmer to expect that 12 body of knowledge that was out there about Paraquat.
13 Paraguat was safe, right? 13 BY MR. DICKENS:
14  A. Farmers understand that when they use any 14 Q. Let'slook at some of what that messaging was,
15 pesticide according to the label, and they follow those 15 starting on Page 3 of this document, which is your
16 label instructions, that any pesticide, according to the 16 handwritten notes which begins Paraquat Training 2/4 or
17 label, issafeto use. 17 February 4, 2003.
18 Q. So with that understanding, based on the 18 Now, there's atopic here, "Danger through skin
19 messaging of Syngentato general reporters, anordinary |19 exposure in hot countries." Y ou reference aMalaysian
20 farmer could expect that as long as they followed the 20 study, right?
21 labeling for the product, that Paraquat was safe? 21 A. Yes.
22 A. Yes 22 Q. Doyou know what Malaysian study you're referring
23 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 23 to?
24 Y ou can answer. 24 A. No.
25 BY MR. DICKENS: 25 Q. Isthat aMalaysian study you would havs revi an/vedq
adt 1. LZ
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1 vyourself? 1 or not you took more notes on meetings related to say
2 A. | don't remember aMalaysian study. 2 Atrazine versus Paraquat?
3 Q. And so whether or not you had ever received it or 3 A. No.
4 reviewed it, once again, that would be in your files 4 Q. What did you -- did you take any notebooks or
5 with Syngenta, correct? 5 other documents in which you made notes with you when
6 A. Yes 6 you left Syngenta?
7 Q. But thereporting and the messaging here is that 7 A. No.
8 that Maaysian study showsno ill effects when proper 8 Q. Allright. Did you discard them? Did you leave
9 precautions are taken, right? 9 them at Syngenta? What did you do with your notebooks
10 A. That'stheway it reads. 10 whenyou left?
11 Q. Wementioned thisalittle earlier. It says, 11  A. | left everything at Syngenta.
12 "Dole has stopped using Paraquat." Right? 12 Q. Allright. Going back to your notes here on
13 A. That'stheway thisreads. Yes. 13 Parkinson's Disease.
14 Q. And Dole was one of the larger customers of or 14 Y ou wrote at thistime, in 2003, "Studies, and
15 usersof Paraguat in the United States, right? 15 thenontop ongoing. Scientists dosed rats with extreme
16 A. | don't know. 16 amounts." That'swhat you wrote, right?
17 Q. Message, "Respect their decision, but can be and 17 A. Yes
18 isused with high level of safety.” That'sthe 18 Q. And then underneath that, you wrote, "No evidence
19 messaging to the Syngenta employeesto convey tothe |19 of P-like symptoms." That's Parkinson's-like symptoms?
20 generd public, right? 20 A. | can'ttel you for certain, but if you would
21 A. I'mnot sure why this bullet point is on here, if 21 want meto guess, | would guess that's what it stood
22 wewere planning to use that as atalking point or not. 22 for.
23 Sol don't know how to answer your question. 23 Q. Okay. And it'sunder the Parkinson's Disease
24 Q. Okay. Next page, there's abullet point 24 bullet point, right?
25 specifically on Parkinson's Disease, right? 25 A Yes
Page 143 Page 145
1 A. Sothereisaparagraph herelabeled Parkinson's 1 Q. Andisitfair to say that because that involves
2 Disease. 2 ascientific issue, that would have been information you
3 Q. And these are notes that you specifically took in 3 would have acquired from the Scientific Team at
4  February of 2003, right? 4 Syngenta?
5 A. Yes Yes. 5 A. That'scorrect.
6 Q. Allright. Andsol guess, just talking 6 Q. Itgoeson, "Only effects seen when injected
7 generally, during your 12 years at Syngenta, would you 7 directly into brain or body. Not redlistic
8 typically make handwritten notes from meetingsor from | 8 environmental exposure." Right?
9 training sessions? 9  A. Yes, that'stheway it reads.
10  A. Occasionally. 10 Q. Onceagain, that would have come from the
11 Q. Didyou have a dedicated notebook specific to 11 Syngenta Science Team?
12 Paraquat? 12 A. Yes
13 A. No. Uh-uh. 13 Q. Thenthere's ancther bullet point. "No one knows
14 Q. Youjust have notebooks that occasionally you'd 14 what causes Parkinson's." Correct?
15 make handwritten notesin? 15 A. Yes.
16  A. | did not have notebooks. | did not have a 16 Q. Andthat was a message for the Media Team that
17 Paraquat notebook. 17 you weretraining in February of 2003?
18 Q. Didyou take notes at most meetings you attended | 18 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
19 relating to Paraquat? 19 THE WITNESS: | can't say that that's true.
20 A. | don't remember. 20 Infact, | -- | don't know.
21 Q. Didyou keep about the same amount of notesfor |21 BY MR. DICKENS:
22 Paraquat than you did for the other herbicidesyouwere |22 Q. You have no ideawhy you wrote these notes with
23 involvedin? 23  respect to Parkinson's Disease?
24 A. | don't know how to answer that. 24 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form.
25 Q. Youdon' recall, asyou sit here today, whether 25 THE WITNESS: | don't know. | donft\flffr\lown "20300429
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1 I don't know for surethat this was going to be used 1 Q. Turning your attention to Page 3 and No. 16 of
2 asamediatraining message. 2 thisQ&A. Thequestion being, "Is Paraguat safe for
3 MR. DICKENS: Okay. I'll put thisaside. 3 operators?"
4 Y ou guys need another break or do you want 4  A. Uh-huh.
5 tojust keep going? 5 Q. Youseethat, right?
6 MR. BARTOSZEK: WEell take afew minutes. 6 A. Yes
7 MS. BRIER: Sure. Well take a break. 7 Q. And operators would include farmers and anyone
8 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetime onthemonitor; 8 else spraying Paraquat; isthat right?
9 is2:41 p.m. We are off the Record. 9 A. (Nodding head affirmatively).
10 (A brief recess was taken in the deposition) 10 Q. Justaverba answer for the Record.
11 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetimeonthemonito 11 ~ A. I'msorry. When you say anyone else spraying
12 is2:58 p.m. We are back on the Record. 12 Paraguat, again, I'm not an expert, but typically
13 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 16 was marked for 13 pesticide products are only applied by licensed
14 identification) 14 operators.
15 BY MR. DICKENS: 15 Q. Did you understand in thistime, in 2003, that
16 Q. Ms. Duval, I'm going to hand you what's been 16 individuals could spray Paraquat as long as they were
17 marked Exhibit 16 for the Record. 17 working for a certified applicator?
18 Exhibit 16 is Q& A. Paraquat: A unique 18 A. Again, | am not an expert in these areas. So --
19 contributor to agricultura -- agriculture and 19 Q. Soasfar asyou know, asyou sit here today,
20 sustainable development, December 12, 2003. 20 operators would be those who are licensed to spray
21 If I could direct your attention to the last 21 Paraquat or other restricted pesticides, right?
22 page. This particular document has a Syngenta 22 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
23 Communications contact, and that's you, correct, Ms. 23 THE WITNESS: Yeah, | -- my understanding
24 Duval? 24 wasthat our products could only be applied by
25 A. Yes. 25  licensed operators, but again, I'm not an expert in
Page 147 Page 149
1 Q. Now, canyou tell me-- we've looked at a Standby 1 theseareas. So--
2 Statement. What isa Q& A within Syngenta? 2 BY MR. DICKENS:
3 A. It'sadocument that is used to help employees 3 Q. Now --
4 answer questions about a product. 4  A. Butyour original question was?
5 Q. Andinthiscase, to answer questionswith 5 Q. Okay. I'll ask anew one, if there was one that
6 respect to Paraguat, right? 6 was pending.
7 A. Yes 7 The question, "Is Paraquat safe for operators,”
8 Q. Andthe Q&A would include the most up-to-date 8 istheinformation underneath there the answer which
9 information related to Paraguat that the company would 9 would be Syngenta's position in response to these
10 want communicated to third parties, right? 10 particular questions?
11  A. Yes 11  A. Yes.
12 Q. And that includes the general public? 12 Q. And so at thistimein 2003, on the question of,
13  A. Usuadly viamedia. Soyes. 13 "IsParaquat safe for operators,” it states, "Under
14 Q. Andordinary farmersviamediaas well? 14 normal use conditions (as recommended on the label and
15 A. Yes Farmersalsoviathe salesforce. 15 in minor predictable deviations), the product is safe to
16 Q. Now, the Q& A, would this only be sent or 16 theuser and the bystander." That's Syngenta's position
17 available to certain employees within Syngenta? 17 in 2003, right?
18 A. Usualy aQ&A isused by spokespeopleor media |18  A. Correct.
19 contacts. 19 Q. And that was Syngenta's position through 2011,
20 Q. Isthereaparticular location database within 20 when you left the company?
21 Syngentawhere any employee could go on and pull downjg21 ~ A. Yes.
22 Q&A, for example, on Paraquat? 22 Q. It goeson, "When spraying Gramoxone." Once
23 A. Typicaly, aQ&A isan internal document. 23 again, that's the brand name for Paraquat?
24 Occasiondly, it would berevised and used on awebsite, |24  A. Itis.
25 forinstance. 25 Q. It states, "Syngenta recommends the o irft’(\)rldr({es
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1 not need any special protective clothing." 1 Paraguat use?
2 Did | read that correctly? 2 A. Asof December 12, 2003, yes.
3 A Yes 3 Q. Andasyou sit heretoday, as you said before,
4 Q. And that was Syngentas position in 2003, 4 you don't know one way or the other whether or not these
5 correct? 5 answers changed, correct?
6 A. Yes 6 A. | don'trecal whether or not that answer
7 Q. And that'sinformation that would be told to 7 changed. But as of 2003, | can only speak to as of
8 third parties outside the company if they asked if 8 December 12, 2003, that was the answer to that question.
9 Paraquat was safe for operators? 9 Q. Andif the answer changed, there would be new
10 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 10 Q&Asthat would beissued, right?
11 THE WITNESS: Yes. 11 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
12 BY MR. DICKENS: 12 THE WITNESS: If the answer changed, that
13 Q. Itgoeson, "Normal clothing, long sleeved shirt, 13 answer would be updated.
14 long trousers, and waterproof shoes are generally 14 BY MR. DICKENS:
15 advised for spraying al pesticides, including 15 Q. Who would make the decision to update that
16 Gramoxone." Right? 16 information?
17 A. Yes 17  A. I'mnot sure.
18 Q. Onceagain, that's the message that would be 18 Q. Wdl, you were responsible for communicating
19 provided to individuals outside the company who asked |19 these messages, right, to people who asked?
20 whether or not Paragquat was safe for use. 20  A. | don't know who would make the decision to
21 MS. BRIER: Same objection. 21 changethe answer. It could have been any number of
22 BY MR. DICKENS: 22 people.
23 Q. Correct? 23 It could have been Regulatory. It could have
24 A. Yes 24 beenascientist. It could have been, you know -- so
25 Q. Andtoyour knowledge, was that the position of 25 I'm not sure who made the decision to change, if a
Page 151 Page 153
1 Syngentaall the way through 2011 when you left the 1 change did indeed occur.
2 company? 2 Q. Doyourecal any instance when Q& As were changed
3 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 3 with respect to safety questions on Paraquat during your
4 THE WITNESS: Yes. | don't know if -- I'm 4 employment?
5  not aware that there were any changes made to this. 5 A. I don't remember.
6  Somy answer isyes. 6 Q. Soyoudon'trecal who, if anyone, would have
7 BY MR.DICKENS: 7 cometo you and informed you that there was going to be
8 Q. Andyou were the Communications Manager for 8 achangefor aQ&A?
9 Paraquat leading up until at least 2010, right? 9  A. | don't remember specificslike that.
10 A. Yes. 10 So I'm only saying that the date on thisis 2003,
11 Q. Turnthepageto No. 17. 11 and| left the company in 2011. So | can only vouch for
12 MS. BRIER: Do you have a bates stamp for 12 thisparticular answer being accurate as of the date of
13 that? 13 this document.
14 MR. DICKENS: Oh, yeah. It's 748. 14 Q. Andthat'sall I'm asking you to do.
15 MS. BRIER: Thank you. 15 Soin 2003, in No. 17, there'sa question, "In
16 THE WITNESS: | don't know if I'mlookingat |16 developing countries with hot climates, the protective
17  the most recent version of this. 17 clothing you describe is often impractical ."
18 BY MR. DICKENS: 18 Y ou were aware, at this point in 2003, that was a
19 Q. Okay. But thisisthe version from December 12, 19 question that was being posed to Syngenta about, in hot
20 2003, right? 20 climates, the instructionsto wear long sleeves, long
21 A. Thatisthedate onthis. It'salong way from 21 trouserswas often impractical ?
22 2011 22 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
23 Q. Okay. But at thispoint in time, you'd agree 23 THE WITNESS: Areyou asking -- are you
24 that thisis the information that's being provided to 24 asking meto verify the question?
25 consumers and the general public with respect to 25 BY MR. DICKENS:
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1 Q. I'masking you: Wereyou aware, in 2003, that a 1 MS. BRIER: Object to the form.
2 question being posed to Syngenta was that the long 2 THE WITNESS: So your question again was?
3 dleeves, long trousers was impractical in hot climates; 3 BY MR. DICKENS:
4 wereyou aware of that? 4 Q. Syngentaunderstood that not always wearing
5 A. Okay. Soyou understand that the question is not 5 gloves and masks was not only aminor, but also a
6 being posed to Syngenta. We are -- 6 predictable deviation from the labeling instructionsin
7 Q. All I'masking you is: Were you aware of that in 7 2003, correct?
8 2003? 8 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
9 A. Okay. Sol'msorry. Nottobeastickler, but | 9 THE WITNESS: According to the way thisis
10 just want to make sure | understand your question. 10  worded, not always wearing gloves and masks were
11 When you asked me the question, you said posedto | 11 characterized as minor and predictable deviations
12 Syngenta. These are questions that were developed in 12 fromthelabel.
13 anticipation that Syngenta might be asked them. 13 BY MR. DICKENS:
14 Q. Okay. Soisthat you don't know whether or not, 14 Q. Andl takeit that, in crafting these answers,
15 prior to December 12, 2003, whether or not Syngentahad | 15 Syngenta was extremely careful on the language that was

16 reportsfromindividualsin hot climates that the 16 used, right?
17 instructions for protective clothing was impractical ? 17 A. That wasusually the case, yes.
18 A. No. 18 Q. Andwent through several different steps of
19 MS. BRIER: Objection to form and 19 review to make sure that the language was consistent
20  foundation. 20 with Syngenta's position?
21 And Sherry, if you could give me a second 21 A. Yes
22 to object before you answer his question, that be 22 Q. And understanding that not wearing gloves and
23 would helpful. 23 maskswere aminor and predictable deviation, if a user
24 THE WITNESS: Okay. Sorry. I'msofocused. |24 did not wear gloves and masks, the studies show that
25 MS. BRIER: No problem. 25 Paraquat can and is still safe, correct?
Page 155 Page 157
1 BY MR. DICKENS: 1 A. Yes.
2 Q. You mentioned that these were questionsthat were | 2 Q. And part of that reason, based on Syngenta's
3 being anticipated by Syngenta, right? 3 position, was that the skin was an extremely excellent
4  A. Wethought at the time that these were questions 4 barrier to Paraquat; that was Syngenta's position in
5 that Syngenta might be asked, and we were trying to 5 2003, right?
6 determine what answers -- what the answers might be. 6 A. Yes
7 Q. And now my questionis kind of taking that next 7 Q. Andtheir position was aso, "The product has no
8 side 8 vapor pressureto allow it to beinhaled.” Correct?
9 Do you know whether or not that type of question 9 A. Yes
10 wasactually asked -- 10 Q. Wereyou aware of any inhalation studies being
11  A. I donot. 11 done by Syngenta on Paraquat?
12 Q. -- prior to Syngenta? 12 A. | don't remember anything like that, but again
13 Okay. Butit'sfair to say, in anticipation of 13 that would -- that would be a question for a scientist.
14 this possible question, Syngenta put together their 14 Q. Under No. 18, "Isn't Paraquat highly toxic to
15 position on how to answer that, right? 15 humans?' Once again, that's an anticipated question,
16 A. Yes. 16 right?
17 Q. Andthat's what's included under No. 17, right? 17 A. Uh-huh.
18 A. Yes 18 Q. Sosorry?
19 Q. "Thisincludes circumstances where minor and 19 A. Yes
20 predictable deviations from the label are taken, such as 20 Q. And thelast sentence, "Paraquat is not
21 not always wearing gloves and mask." 21 considered to be a carcinogen or a neurotoxin." Right?
22 It'sfair to say Syngenta believed not wearing 22 A. Yes
23 gloves and masks was not only aminor, but also a 23 Q. Andindeed, Syngentas position has -- up until
24  predictable deviation from the labeling instructionsin 24  the point that you left in 2011, was aways that
25 2003, right? 25 Paraquat was not a neurotoxin, correct? M,\ A
ase1D:220300429
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1 A. Yes, that'scorrect. 1 youdo?

2 Q. No. 18's specific to Parkinson's Disease, right? 2 A. Yeah, | would say --

3  A. Yes,itisspecific to Parkinson's Disease. 3 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form.

4 Q. Andso it was anticipated that there would be 4 THE WITNESS: -- "Let me get back to you on

5 outside third parties who would be asking questionssuch | 5 that question. | will check with the experts.

6 as, "Does Paraquat play arolein Parkinson's Disease?" 6  However, there are no -- there are no causative links

7 Right? 7  between Paraquat and Parkinson's."

8 A. Yes, that wason theradar at that time. 8 BY MR. DICKENS:

9 Q. And once again, under the question isthe 9 Q. Doyou recal ever doing that, checking with the
10 position of Syngenta at that point in time? 10 experts and getting back to someone on the question of
11 A. Yes. 11 Parkinson's Disease, while you were employed with
12 Q. Andthat positionis, "Thereis no scientific or 12 Syngenta?

13 reliable epidemiological evidenceto link Paraquat with | 13 A. | don't remember specifically.
14 Parkinson's Disease." Correct? 14 Q. If you had done that, would you have made a note
15 A. Yes. 15 or record of that, that you would need to get back to a
16 Q. And that was, once again, the same position up 16 mediacontact or athird party about an issue related to
17 until the point you left in 2011? 17 Paraguat?
18 A. Yes 18 MS. BRIER: Object to the form.
19 Q. Onthe next page, the sentence, "Epidemiology 19 THE WITNESS: | don't know if | would have
20 studiesin areas of high and long-term Paraquat usage 20  made awritten note.
21  have shown no increase of neurotoxic incidents.” 21 BY MR. DICKENS:
22 Did | read that correctly? 22 Q. Thenext paragraph deals with experimental
23  A. Youdid. 23 laboratory studies, correct?
24 Q. Wereyou aware at this point in 2003 whether or 24 A. Yes
25 not there were any epidemiological studies showing 25 Q. Andit statesthey're "extremely valuable in

Page 159 Page 161

1 exposureto Paraguat increased neurotoxic incidents? 1 understanding the intrinsic hazards of any chemical, but

2 MS. BRIER: Objection to form, foundation. 2 asinthiscase-- and this case being Paraguat, right?

3 Y ou can answer. 3 A Yes

4 THE WITNESS: Would you ask the question 4 Q. --itstates, "Their results may have little or

5 agan? 5 norelevancein establishing direct risksto farm

6 BY MR.DICKENS: 6 workersor consumers.” And that was Syngenta's position

7 Q. Wereyou aware at this point in December 12th -- 7 in 2003, right?

8 on December 12, 2003, whether or not there were any 8 A. Yes

9 epidemiological studies showing an increased risk of 9 Q. And that was the position that would be told or
10 Parkinson's -- or increased risk of neurotoxic incidents 10 communicated to third parties outside of the company,
11 associated with Paraguat use? 11 right?

12 MS. BRIER: Same objection. 12 A. Yes

13 THE WITNESS: That would be more of a 13 Q. Another question that was anticipated in No. 19,
14  question for ascientist. 14 "Why has Paraquat been banned in some countries,
15 So you know, again, | relied on the 15 including Switzerland, where Syngentais based?' Right?
16  scientistsfor the messaging in here. So questions 16 A. Yes

17 about specific studies | would not be able to comment | 17 Q. Andin fact, Syngenta, as we've established,

18 on. 18 their headquarters wasin Switzerland, right?

19 BY MR.DICKENS: 19 A. Yes

20 Q. You werethe Communications contact for thisQ&A,20 Q. And Paraquat was banned in Switzerland, right?
21 right? 21 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form,

22  A. Yes. 22 foundation.

23 Q. And soif somebody had asked you, "Well, are 23 BY MR. DICKENS:

24  there any epidemiological studies showingincreasedrisk |24 Q. If you know?

25 of neurotoxic incidents with Paraquat usage," what would | 25~ A. According to the way this reads, it was never
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1 actualy banned in Switzerland. 1 Q. Product Manager.
2 Q. Okay. Andyou'rereferencing the actual answer 2 The others, they wereindividuasin Switzerland
3 tothat question, right? 3 yousaid?
4 A. Yes 4 A. Yes
5 Q. Andinfact, before you get there, it says, 5 Q. Weretheseindividuals on the Science Team or in
6 "Gramoxone received regulatory approval.” Andit lists 6 Communications?
7 countries, including the United States, but the European 7  A. Two werein Communications, and the third |
8 Unionaswell, right? 8 redlly can't remember hisrole.
9 A. Yes 9 Q. Who werethe two in Communications?
10 Q. Wereyou aware at any point in your employmentat | 10 ~ A. Georg Diriwaechter and Ranier Von Mielecki.
11 Syngentathat the European Union banned Paraquat use? | 11 Q. And you can't remember Michael Voerman's
12 A. |l amnot up to speed on that. 12 position?
13 Q. Let meput thisaway. 13  A. Correct.
14 Now, throughout 2004, 2005, Syngentacontinuedto | 14 Q. Now, you sent this e-mail in September 2005
15 receive reports and studies linking Paraquat to 15 stating, "The article pasted below has raised some

16 Parkinson's Disease; isn't that true? 16 questions, and you say, here again, about Paraquat's
17 MS. BRIER: Objection to form, foundation. 17 rolein Parkinson's Disease." Right?
18 THE WITNESS: | don't recall the timeline. 18 A. Yes.
19 BY MR. DICKENS: 19 Q. Soit'sfair to say that this certainly wasn't
20 Q. Doyou recal, while working for Syngenta, an 20 thefirst article that was raising questions about
21 increase in the number of reports and studies linking 21 Paraquat and Parkinson's, correct?
22 Paraguat to Parkinson's? 22  A. Yes
23 A. | don't remember. 23 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
24 MR. DICKENS: Let's go ahead and mark 24 BY MR. DICKENS:
25  Exhibit 17. 25 Q. Andyou specifically stated, "Asthisisa
Page 163 Page 165
1 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 17 was marked for 1 recurring issuefor usinthe U.S." and that recurring
2 identification) 2 issueis Parkinson's and Paraquat, right?
3 BY MR. DICKENS: 3 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
4 Q. | may direct your attention specifically to first 4 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
5 thelast e-mail on Page 1, which isfrom you dated 5 BY MR. DICKENS:
6 September 15, 2005; do you see that? 6 Q. Isthatright?
7 A. Yes 7 MR. BARTOSZEK: Same objection.
8 Q. With the subject being Paraquat and Parkinson's, 8 THE WITNESS: Yes, it was-- yes, it
9 right? 9  appeared to be an issue that we were continuing to
10 A. Yes 10  deal with.
11 Q. Andwho were you sending this e-mail to? 11 BY MR. DICKENS:
12 A. Thesearegloba employees. 12 Q. Itwasanissueyou had been working and
13 Q. Sotheseincluded employees outside of the United | 13 continuing to deal with from 2001 through herein
14 States? 14 September of 2005, right?
15 A. Yes. Thesewereemployeesbased in Switzerland, |15 A. Yes.
16 with acopy to a Product Manager and the head of 16 Q. Andyou say, "And I'm assuming in other
17 Corporate Affairs. 17 geographies, aswell. 1I'm wondering if there are plans
18 Q. Isthe Communication Manager, was that Sarah 18 at the global level to prepare a Position Statement or
19 Hull? 19 Standby Statement to addressit." Right?
20  A. Yes, shewashead of Corporate Affairs. 20 And so that's what you were inquiring of those
21 Q. Sarah Hull was head of Corporate Affairs? 21 individuals over in Switzerland; isthat right?
22 A. Yes 22  A. Yes
23 Q. Okay. Andwas Rusty Wendt then the 23 Q. You were asking whether or not there was any
24 Communications Manager? 24 plansto put out a Position Paper or Standby Statement
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1 Paraguat'srolein Parkinson's Disease; is that fair? 1 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
2 A. Specificaly addressing this particular study. 2 THE WITNESS: We -- Syngenta, often received
3 Q. Okay. Soit'syour understanding then that you 3 mediainquiries whenever studies came out like this
4 were asking whether or not there was aplan for a 4 about our products, whether it be Paragquat or any
5 Position Paper or Standby Statement on this study 5  number of other products, and so we often like to get
6 specifically? 6  ahead of the game by coming up with even asimple
7  A. | haven't read this. So I'm taking aleap there 7  statement or aresponse, and so that's -- it looks --
8 insayingthat. SoI'm assuming that thisisan article 8  I'mguessing it lookslike that's what | was doing
9 about anew study, and it looks likeit is. 9  here
10 Q. Okay. And specifically on the second page, 10 Oftentimes we would sit down with the
11 there's some information about the findings of that 11  scientist, have the scientist look at the study and
12 particular study. 12  ask the scientist to evaluate the study and then work
13 "When exposed to high doses of the herbicide 13 with that scientist to come up with aresponse.
14 Paraguat and insecticide -- and | think they're 14 BY MR. DICKENS:
15 referring to flies specifically -- which have previously 15 Q. Okay. Andyou say sit down with them. Would
16 been linked to Parkinson's Disease, they suffered 16 that be scientistsin the United States that you would
17 extreme oxidative stressand died." Right? 17 work with when you were --
18  A. Okay. 18  A. Whatever scientist was -- would be most
19 Q. And the beginning of that study or article that 19 appropriate to evaluate the study, whether that be a
20 you forwarded said, "Exposure to certain chemicalsfound| 20 global scientist or onein the United States. So --
21 in pesticides and herbicides may increase the risk of 21 Q. And soyou'd work with that scientist, develop a
22 Parkinson's Disease in people with a family history." 22 Position Statement that could be used if media made
23 Right? 23 inquiries?
24 A. Yes 24 A. That's correct.
25 Q. And above, you say, "A search on IRIS provided 25 Q. Andonce again, isthat a Position Statement that
Page 167 Page 169
1 someinformation." 1 would be written and drafted out and then shared with
2 What's IRIS? 2 thescientists for their review?
3  A. | can't remember. 3  A. Of course, yes.
4 Q. Itsaysthat, "provided some information, but 4 Q. Andwould that sharing occur through electronic
5 nothing useful or comprehension -- comprehensive in 5 communications, e-mail?
6 addressing the company's position." 6 A. Most likely.
7 That's what you were requesting of thosein 7 Q. Andin order to determine which studies you
8 Switzerland, correct? 8 worked with scientists on, once again, we'd look to your
9 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 9 filewith Syngenta?
10 THE WITNESS: What areyou -- what areyou |10  A. | suppose so. | mean, | don't know. | don't
11 asking me? 11 know what'sin the file and what's not, but that's
12 BY MR. DICKENS: 12 typically how something like this would occur.
13 Q. I'masking you that you specifically informed the | 13 So if you're wondering what this e-mail is about,
14 individualsin Switzerland that you weren't abletofind | 14 that's probably what it's about.
15 anything useful or comprehensive on what the company's | 15 MR. DICKENS: Why don't we go ahead and mark
16 position was related -- isit your understanding related 16  Exhibit 18 for the Record.
17 tothat particular study? 17 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 18 was marked for
18 A. Yes. 18  identification)
19 I'm looking for something -- according to this 19 BY MR. DICKENS:
20 e-mail, I'm looking for something related to this 20 Q. Thisisane-mail alittlelater in 2005. I'll
21 particular study. 21 direct your attention to bottom of the page. It'san
22 Q. Andwould it typically be Syngenta's position to 22 email to you from a-- isit -- how do you pronounce
23 put out Position Papers or Standby Statements on each 23 that name, Rainer?
24 and every study which showed an increase or apotential |24  A. Rainer.
25 link between Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease? 25 Q. Rainer Linneweber?
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Page 170 Page 172
1 A. Probably Linneweber. 1 Q. Overin Switzerland?
2 Q. Probably is correct. 2 A. No, in Greensbhoro.
3 Dated November 18, 2005, right? 3 Q. Soheworked aongside you in Greensboro; is that
4 A Yes 4 far?
5 Q. And the subject line Paraquat and Parkinson's, 5 A. Yes
6 correct? 6 Q. Andwasheresponsible for Paraquat?
7 A. Yes 7  A. Hewould have worked on some Paraquat issues.
8 Q. Itsays, "Dear, Sherry -- and once again, thisis 8 Q. Paraquat issues aongside you?
9 anindividua over in Switzerland; isthat right? 9 A. Yes
10 A. Yes 10 Q. Wereyou his manager in any way at this point in
11 Q. And he said, "We have put an overall statement 11 time?
12 addressing, "Does Paraquat cause Parkinson's-- or cause |12 A. Yes.
13 PD onthe Paraquat Information Center at Paraquat.com.” | 13 Q. So you managed him, and he was part of your team
14 Right? 14 who would deal with communications related to Paraquat
15 A. Yes 15 and Paraquat safety?
16 Q. Andonce again, that information on Paraquat.com |16 A. Yes.
17 would be one of the places you would send third parties |17 Q. Yousaid, "Damn, | had thought | had copied you,
18 to answer questions about the safety of Paraquat? 18 but apparently not. | left Rainer or -- Rainer a
19 A. Yes 19 voicemail and then sent him this e-mail."
20 Q. And therewas a particular section that was 20 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
21 added, "Does Paraquat cause Parkinson's?" Correct? 21 BY MR. DICKENS:
22  A. Onemoretime. 22 Q. Doyou seethat?
23 Q. Yeah. Therewasaparticular section on 23 A. Yes.
24 Paraquat.com specific to, "Does Paragquat cause 24 Q. Okay. In between, there's an e-mail from
25 Parkinson's Disease?" 25 Michael, and it doesn't appear that you're copied there;
Page 171 Page 173
1 A. Youreasking meif thereisaparticular section 1 doyou seethat?
2 regarding that? 2 A Yes
3 Q. Wastherein November 2005, based on this 3 Q. But at some point, you received it to forward
4 correspondence? 4 over to the Communications employee that worked under
5 A. Okay. 5 you, right?
6 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection, form, foundation.| 6 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
7 THE WITNESS: So it looks like that, 7 I think you, just for clarity of the
8  according to thise-mail, that yes, somebody had 8  Record, you might have that swapped.
9 added a statement addressing that. 9 MR. DICKENS: Okay. Oh, I'vegotit. Now |
10 BY MR. DICKENS: 10  seewhat you're doing.
11 Q. And as part of the Communications contact and the | 11 BY MR. DICKENS:
12 Communications Manager, you would direct third parties | 12~ Q. Soit's Michael who sent the e-mail to you that
13 tothat statement of, "Does Paraguat cause Parkinson's 13 hehad sent to the others.
14 Disease" if aquestion arose, right? 14 MR. DICKENS: Thank you, by the way.
15 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 15 MR. BARTOSZEK: No problem.
16 THE WITNESS: It's possible, yes, that that 16 BY MR. DICKENS:
17 would have happened. 17 Q. Isthat correct?
18 BY MR. DICKENS: 18 A. Yes
19 Q. Now, abovethat isan e-mail. 19 Q. Okay. So Michael who, once again, reported to
20 Weéll, first of all, at the very top of the 20 you, had sent an e-mail to -- are those individuals over
21 email, first email on the page from you to a Michael 21 in Switzerland?
22 --whoisthat? 22 A. Yes.
23 A. Vanausdein. 23 Q. And heismaking suggestions with respect to
24 Q. And what was hisrole with Syngenta? 24 changes to the information on the Paraquat.com with
25 A. HewasaCommunication Manager. 25 respect to does Paragquat cause Parkinson's Dlsease’7'
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Page 174 Page 176
1 Right? 1 pesticide, right?
2 A Yes 2 A. That'scorrect. To makeit easily understandable
3 Q. Andthetwo individuals he's sending that to, 3 to someone who might go to Paraquat.com looking for
4 they werein the Communications Team at Syngenta? 4 information.
5 A. Not--yes, at Syngenta. Yes. 5 Q. Okay. And soin order to improve that flow, he
6 Q. And so does Michael have any role with the 6 suggests, "However, Paraquat has markedly different
7 Science Team at Syngenta? 7 chemical properties than MPTP, which means Paraquat does
8 A. No. HewasaCommunications Manager. 8 not crossthe blood brain barrier and reach the specific
9 Q. He'smaking suggestions on how to change the 9 location in the brain necessary to produce Parkinson's
10 information on Paraguat.com with respect to Parkinson's, | 10 symptoms as MPTP has been shown to do." That was his
11 correct? 11 recommendation, right?
12 A. | haven't had achance to read this. So before | 12 A. Yes
13 answer that question -- 13 Q. Doyou know whether or not this change was made?
14 Q. Goright ahead. 14 A. | don't know whether or not it was made.
15  A. | don't know what he'swriting here. So | don't 15 Q. Doyou agreethat Syngentas position at this
16 know how to answer your question. 16 pointin 2006 was that, well, Paraquat can't cross the
17 Q. Takeyour time. Let meknow whenyou'reready. |17 blood brain barrier?
18  A. Okay. 18 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
19 Q. Okay. SoMichael's e-mail to other individuals 19 THE WITNESS: | cannot speak to that. |
20 inthe Communications Team over in Switzerland, right --| 20 don't remember that far back. | do seem to remember
21 A. Yes 21  that language on other documents. If we did useit,
22 Q. --is, "I looked at the statement on Paraquat.com 22 it came from scientists, and it was accurate.
23 with respect to does Paraquat cause Parkinson's?" 23 Further, anything that we would put on the
24 Right? 24 website would also be approved by the appropriate
25 A. Yes 25  people within Syngenta, including scientists, if it
Page 175 Page 177
1 Q. Andhe'ssaying, "Well, based on my reading, | 1  had anything to do with the science of our products.
2 would make achange." Correct? 2 MR. DICKENS: Go ahead and mark Exhibit 19
3 A Yes 3 for the Record.
4 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form. 4 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 19 was marked for
5 BY MR. DICKENS: 5 identification)
6 Q. Because based on -- and first of al, Michael has 6 BY MR.DICKENS:
7 no advanced science degree, right? 7 Q. Exhibit 19 isan e-mail with an attachment. The
8 A. No, no. He'sacommunicator. 8 email isfrom you dated April 26, 2007. Subject:
9 Q. Okay. And so he said, "Based on my reading, the 9 Paraguat and Parkinson's; do you see that?
10 order we say it, Paraguat can't cross the barrier, but 10 A. Yes
11 it'snotlike MPTP." The barrier being the blood brain 11 Q. Andyou write, "Dear al, | received the attached
12 barrier, right? That's what he's referring to here? 12 Syngenta Position Paper from our global colleagues today
13 A. Yes. 13 reParaquat and Parkinson's Disease." And you say,
14 Q. Sohesaid, "Well, | read it. It says Paraguat 14 "This can be shared with external audiences."
15 can't crossthe blood brain barrier, but it's not like 15 Do you seethat?
16 MPTP. It should be the other way around. Paraquatis |16  A. Yes.
17 not like MPTP, and the main differenceisthat Paraquat |17 Q. And that means this Position Paper that your
18 can't crossthe barrier, the blood brain barrier, like 18 global colleagues prepared was drafted so that it could
19 MPTPcan." Right? That'swhat he's saying? 19 be shared with others outside the company, right?
20  A. He'snot changing the content of this paragraph. 20 A. Yes.
21 Heischanging the flow of the paragraph. 21 Q. Anditwasdrafted specific to putting forth
22 Q. Okay. And that would be something that 22 Syngenta's position on Paraguat and the relationship to
23 Communications would be involved with isto, as you 23 Parkinson's Disease?
24  mentioned, effectively communicate Syngentals position |24  A. Yes.
25 toindividuals who may not have a background in the 25 Q. And specificaly, it was drafted in ordg ’t\g\ ’kzel .
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Page 178 Page 180
1 shared with those external audienceswho may be having | 1 outside of Syngenta?
2 questions about whether or not Paraquat was indeed 2  A. I don't know, but | assume that.
3 associated with Parkinson's, right? 3 Q. Wereyou aware of whether or not, at this point
4  A. Would you ask -- would you ask that question one 4 in 2007, whether or not Syngenta had its own studies
5 moretime, please? 5 which showed alink between Paraquat and Parkinson's
6 Q. Thiswas specifically put together for the 6 Disease?
7 purpose to share with external audiences to provide 7 MS. BRIER: Objection to form, foundation.
8 Syngenta's position on whether or not Paraquat was 8 THE WITNESS: Not that I'm aware of.
9 indeed associated with Parkinson's Disease? 9 BY MR. DICKENS:
10 A. I don't know if it was put together specifically 10 Q. Wereyou aware of the scientist employed by
11 for that purpose, but it appears that we were given 11 Syngentaknown as Luis Marks?
12 permission to shareit with external audiences. 12 A. | amnot familiar with him.
13 Q. Okay. And given permission by? 13 Q. Atany point intime during your employment with
14  A. By globa colleagues. 14 Syngenta, did anyone on the Science Team inform you that
15 Q. Andthat would have included the Science Team? |15 Syngenta had studies which suggested there could be a
16  A. By the Communications Team. 16 link between Paraquat and Parkinson's Disease?
17 Q. Itincludesinformation on Syngenta's position of 17 MS. BRIER: Objection to form and
18 Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease; would thishavehadto | 18  foundation.
19 be approved by the Science Team before it was shared 19 THE WITNESS: Not that I'm aware of.
20 with externa audiences, asyouindicateinyour email? |20 BY MR. DICKENS:
21 A. Sure. 21 Q. "Despite recent publicity quoting new studies
22 Q. Let'slook at Syngenta's position at this point 22 linking Paraquat and Parkinson's Disease, there are no
23 in2007. In the third paragraph, beginning 23 new datathat establish any significant link between
24 epidemiological studies; do you see that? 24 Parkinson's Disease and Paraquat." That's Syngenta's
25 A. Yes 25 position, right?
Page 179 Page 181
1 Q. Itsays, "Epidemiologica studies have not 1 A. Yes
2 consistently identified any single factor that is linked 2 Q. Andyou say, "The relevance to humans of the data
3 toanincreased risk of developing Parkinson's Disease, 3 from aparticular mouse strain used in many studiesis
4 athough rural life and farming do appear as the most 4 contentious." Right?
5 common risk factorsin such studies." 5 A. Yes
6 Do you see that? 6 Q. Andthat "This appears to be amouse strain
7 A. Yes | do. 7 specific effect.” Right?
8 Q. Andthat's Syngentas position at this point in 8 A. Yes, that'sthe way it reads.
9 2007, right? 9 Q. Andthisiswhat you weretelling external
10 A. Yes. 10 audiences about Paraquat and Parkinson's, right?
11 Q. Thenext paragraph deals with studies which 11 A. Yes.
12 showed an association between Parkinson's and exposure | 12 Q. Soleading up in time, we've looked at the 2003
13 to pesticides, and then the last sentence, "The data do 13 Q&A, the statement on Paraquat.com from Michael, who
14 not establish alink between Paraguat exposure and 14 worked under you, and the 2007 Position Paper, right,
15 Parkinson's Disease, and Paraquat does not pose an 15 and Syngenta's public communications at thistime
16 increased risk to human healthin practice." Right? 16 included that the data does not show that Paraquat can
17 A. Yes 17 cause Parkinson's; you'd agree with that?
18 Q. And so Syngenta's position, once again, remains 18 A. Yes.
19 that aslong as Paraquat is used according to the label, 19 Q. That Paraquat does not enter the brain, right?
20 thereisnoincreased risk of Parkinson's Disease? 20 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
21 A. That'scorrect. 21 BY MR. DICKENS:
22 Q. Thenit says, "Despite recent publicity quoting 22 Q. That's Syngenta's position?
23 new studies linking Paraquat and Parkinson's Disease." 23 A. Yes. Uh-huh.
24 And once again, these new studies, isit your 24 You'rereferring to that term, the blood brain
25 understanding these are studies conducted by scientists | 25 barrier that we've seen? M,\ A
e1D; 220300429
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Page 182 Page 184
1 Q. Correct. 1 document.
2 A. Yes 2 Once again, the title of this document is What
3 Q. Paraguat does not cause any changesin the brain, 3 Can Syngenta Say About the Issue, right, and on Page 3,
4 right; that was Syngenta's position at this point in 4 it says, "What we cannot say."
5 2007? 5 Do you see that?
6 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 6 MS. BRIER: Can | have a standing form and
7 THE WITNESS: Yes. I'm not familiar with 7  foundation objection to this document, please?
8  that term, but again I'm not a scientist, and | would 8 MR. DICKENS: You can.
9 haveto-- 9 MS. BRIER: Thank you.
10 BY MR.DICKENS: 10 BY MR. DICKENS:
11 Q. Allright. You'd agree that the position, 11 Q. Doyou seethat?
12 though, was that laboratory studies have little to no 12 A. Yes
13 relevance to humans, right? 13 Q. And thisdocument says, "What we cannot say about
14 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 14 Parkinson's Disease." Thefirst one, "Paraquat does not
15 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form. 15 enter the brain." That's something that cannot be said,
16 THE WITNESS: Would you repeat that 16 according to this document, right?
17 question? 17  A. Yes, that'stheway it reads.
18 BY MR. DICKENS: 18 Q. Another thing Syngenta cannot say isthat,
19 Q. Yeah. Theposition of Syngentaback in 2007 was |19 "Paraquat does not cause any changesin the brain."
20 that laboratory or animal studies have little to no 20 That'swhat this says, right?
21 relevance to humans, right? 21 A. Yes
22 MS. BRIER: Same objection. 22 Q. "Paraguat only causes effects in the mouse.”
23 MR. BARTOSZEK: Join. 23 That's something that Syngenta cannot say at this point,
24 THE WITNESS: Based onthe-- what weread |24 right?
25  inthe statements, in the documents, yes. 25  A. According to this, yes.
Page 183 Page 185
1 BY MR.DICKENS: 1 Q. Itcannot say, "The mouse data on Paraquat are
2 Q. Andthose are the statements that are 2 not relevant to humans." That's another thing that
3 communicated to outside external audiences, right? 3 Syngenta cannot say?
4 A Yes 4  A. According to this.
5 MR. DICKENS: Go ahead and mark Exhibit 20 5 Q. There'sonethat, "People are not exposed to
6  for the Record. 6 Paraguat. There are no datareporting that Paraquat may
7 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 20 was marked for 7 be associated with Parkinson's Disease in humans." And
8 identification) 8 we cannot say, "The data show that Paraguat does not
9 BY MR. DICKENS: 9 cause Parkinson's Disease in humans." Right?
10 Q. Now, I've handed you, Ms. Duvall, adocument that | 10 These are dl things included in this document
11 was produced in discovery, based on the metadata, a 11 that Syngenta cannot say based on Parkinson's Disease,
12 document created in 2005, which the jury would have been12  correct; isthat right?
13 shown by this point, but it's titled Parkinson's Disease 13 A. Thatiswhat this says, yes.
14 What Can Syngenta Say About the Issue; do you see that?| 14 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 21 was marked for
15 A. Yes 15  identification)
16 Q. Doyou know whether or not you received acopy of | 16 BY MR. DICKENS:
17 this document? 17 Q. I'mgoing to show you Exhibit 21 for the Record.
18  A. I don't know. 18 I'll direct your attention to the bottom of this
19 Q. Inorder for usto know that answer, we'd have to 19 document sent April 26, 2007; do you see that?
20 look to your file with Syngenta? 20 A. Yes.
21 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 21 Q. Now, thiswasthe exact date that you sent the
22 THE WITNESS: Again, | don't know what | 22 Position Paper around to be shared with external
23 would have received or not received. 23 audiences; isn't that correct?
24 BY MR. DICKENS: 24 A. I'dhaveto go back and look. Yes.
25 Q. Okay. Turnyour attention to Page 3 of this 25
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Page 186 Page 188
1 PD and -- or Parkinson's Disease and Paraquat, right? 1 specific effect needed to be changed?
2 A Yes 2 A. | don't remember anything about this. Nor do |
3 Q. And at the top of the page, there's an e-mail 3 evenknow if | ever received this.
4 from Nick Sturgess the next day. 4 Q. Andonce again, for usto know whether or not you
5 Do you know who Nick Sturgessis? 5 received it, we'd have to look to your file with
6 A. No, I donot. 6 Syngenta, right?
7 Q. Doyou know whether or not he was part of the 7 MS. BRIER: Object to the form.
8 Science Team at Syngenta? 8 BY MR.DICKENS:
9 A. ldon't. 9 Q. Isthat right?
10 MS. BRIER: Objection to foundation on the 10 A. Yeah, | don't -- | don't know, again, what --
11  document, the subsequent e-mails that she's not on. 11 what | received and what | didn't receive. So --
12 MR. DICKENS: Sure. 12 MR. DICKENS: Let'sgo ahead -- sorry. One
13 BY MR.DICKENS: 13 more. That's marked Exhibit 22 for the Record.
14 Q. Let meask thisquestion first. 14 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 22 was marked for
15 Nick Sturgess says, "Looking at these, | think 15  identification)
16 thereisastatement we cannot fully support if quizzed 16 BY MR. DICKENS:
17 on. Namely the statement that, "this appearsto be a 17 Q. Exhibit 22 isan e-mail from a Jonathan Sullivan
18 mouse strain specific effect.” 18 tovariousindividuals, including yourself, on June 28,
19 Do you see that? 19 2008, right?
20 A. Yes 20 A. Yes
21 Q. Soonceagain, that exact language, "Thisappears |21 Q. Sothisismorethan ayear after the Position
22 tobeamouse strain specific effect” isincluded in the 22 Statement with the language mouse strain specific effect
23 2007 Position Paper that you shared with your team to be | 23  was circulated by you, correct?
24  shared with external audiences, right? 24 A. Yes
25  A. You'reasking meif it'sthe same? 25 Q. Thesubject being Medialnquiry Claimed Link
Page 187 Page 189
1 Q. Yeah,andwecanlook. | believeit's 1 Between Paraguat and Parkinson's; do you see that?
2 Exhibit 19. 2 A. Yes
3 In Syngenta's Position Paper that you sent around 3 Q. Andwho is Jonathan Sullivan?
4 to be shared with external audiences, in the paragraph 4  A. | believe he'sa-- well, he was a global
5 right above Background, it says, "This appearsto be a 5 colleague, and | believe he was an attorney.
6 mouse strain specific effect." That's what that 6 Q. Okay. And he sendsthe e-mail, "We have been
7 Position Paper says, right? 7 approached through the Greensboro office by Lila
8 A. Okay. Yes. 8 Guterman, ascientific journalist and senior reporter
9 Q. Andthen Nick Sturgess, a scientist with 9 with the Washington-based Chronicle of Higher
10 Syngenta, says, "I'm not sure we can fully support that 10 Education."
11 if quizzed onit." Right? 11 Do you see that?
12 A. Okay. 12 A. Yes
13 MS. BRIER: Objection to form and 13 Q. Itsays, "At my request, Georg -- can you
14  foundation. 14 pronounce that one moretime.
15 BY MR. DICKENS: 15 A. Diriwaechter.
16 Q. And that wasthe day after you had sent this 16 Q. -- Diriwaechter has produced the attached draft
17 around to be shared with external audiences, right? 17 Standby Statement and Q& As to address this (my own
18 A. Yes 18 suggested changes to Georg's draft are highlighted in
19 Q. Doyou know whether or not you were informed of |19 thetext)."
20 thefact that Syngenta could not support the statement 20 Do you see that?
21 "Thisappears to be a mouse strain specific effect?" 21 A. Yes
22 A. | don't know if I wasinformed or not. 22 Q. Sothisisadocument that was similar to one we
23 Q. Do you know whether or not you advised any of 23 saw before where you were asking if a Position Statement
24 your colleaguesthat you sent the Position Statementto | 24  would be put together with respect to a study on
25 asto whether or not that statement of a mouse strain 25 Paraguat and Parkinson's, right? M,\ 1M A
e1D:220300429
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Page 190 Page 192
1 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form. 1 A. Yes
2 THE WITNESS: Yes, it could be similar. 2 Q. Consistent with the Position Statement in 200772
3 Yes. 3 A Yes
4 BY MR.DICKENS: 4 Q. Now, let'slook at the next page. It's
5 Q. Andonce again, Syngenta's Standby Statementand | 5 discussing new studies linking Paraquat and Parkinson's,
6 Q&Asthat would -- the purpose of that would be to 6 right?
7 provide Syngenta's position with respect to whether or 7 It says, "There are no new data that establish
8 not there was alink between Paraquat and Parkinson's 8 any causal link between Parkinson's Disease and
9 Disease? 9 Paraguat." Right?
10 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 10 A. Yes.
11 BY MR. DICKENS: 11 Q. "Therelevance to humans of the data from the
12 Q. Isthatright? 12 particular mouse strain is contentious." Same language
13  A. I'msorry. | wasreading, and | didn't hear your 13 asin 2007, right?
14 question. 14 A. | would have to go back and compare.
15 Q. Oh, that's okay. 15 Q. Andit says, "This appearsto be an effect
16 All | asked is: The purpose of the Standby 16 gspecific to aparticular mouse strain, and more research
17 Statement and Q& Asisto provide outside sourceswith | 17 would be required to improve this understanding of the
18 Syngenta's position on whether or not there was alink 18 current data."
19 between Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease? 19 Do you see that?
20  A. Inthiscase and in most cases, the purpose of a 20 A. Yes
21 -- when amediainquiry would comein, thepurposeof a | 21 Q. And the suggestion that the results would be
22 standby and Q& A would be for internal use only. 22 specific to amouse strain, that is what we looked at
23 Q. Interna usein order to respond to questions 23 hefore, what Nick Sturgess had said, "We can't support.”
24  about whether or not there was alink? 24  Correct?
25  A. Correct. 25 MS. BRIER: Objection to form and
Page 191 Page 193
1 Q. Sothisdocument would be for those spokespersons | 1 foundation.
2 touseto answer media questions or any questions from 2 THE WITNESS: Isthis-- | didn't havea
3 farmers, consumers, anyone else about this specific 3 chanceto finish reading this. Isit adifferent
4 issue? 4  study?
5 A. Itwould be specificaly for this mediainquiry. 5 BY MR. DICKENS:
6 Q. And soif someone was going to respond to this 6 Q. Thissentence specifically references new studies
7 scientific journalist and reporter, they should follow 7 linking Paraguat and Parkinson's, right, and that there
8 the script on the Standby Statement and the Q& As? 8 arenonew data?
9 MR. BARTOSZEK: Form. 9 A. Anditsays, "This appearsto be an effect
10 THE WITNESS: Yes, asagenera guideline. 10 specific." It soundslikeit's speaking to a particular
11 Yes 11 study, and what I'm asking isthis mediainquiry, isit
12 BY MR. DICKENS: 12 about anew study that separates it from the previous
13 Q. Solet'slook at what the Standby Statement and 13 mouse study that was referred to in the Position
14 Q&Aswerein 2008, and specifically I'll point to the 14 Statement?
15 last sentence on the Standby Statement whichisPage2. |15 Q. All | know, based on the title of this document,
16 The last paragraph says, "In some epidemiol ogical 16 Page 2, Syngenta's Standby Statement on Paraquat and its
17 studies, an association between Parkinson's Diseaseand | 17 Relationship to Parkinson's Disease, that's the title of
18 exposure to pesticides and herbicides, including 18 the Standby Statement, right?
19 Paraguat, has been suggested. 19  A. Butl think your point is --
20 However, the results across studies are variable, 20 Q. Letmeask you: Isityour understanding that
21 andthereis no evidence of acausal link between 21 thisis--
22 Paraquat exposure and Parkinson's Disease, and Paraquat | 22 MR. BARTOSZEK: Shewasfinishing a
23 doesnot pose an increased risk to human health in 23 response.
24 practice." That's the Position Statement in 2008, 24 BY MR. DICKENS:
25 right? 25 Q. Allright. You go ahead.
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1 A. No. | think your point is that you're saying 1 A. Yes
2 that an objectionable line remained more than ayear 2 Q. Andthat's why Jonathan Sullivan asked for this
3 later in aPosition Statement that should have been 3 Standby Statement and Q& Asto be put together, right?
4 taken out. 4 A. Yes.
5 And my question is, isit actually referring to 5 Q. For research, generaly, on Paraguat and
6 the same study or isthisreferring to a new study? 6 Parkinson's?
7 MR. DICKENS: I'll moveto strike. 7 A Yes
8 BY MR. DICKENS: 8 Q. Andthat's, in fact, what was done, right?
9 Q. Isityour understanding, based on your review of 9 A. Yes. I'massuming so.
10 thisdocument, that this Standby Statement isrelatedto | 10 Q. And inthat general statement about Paraquat and
11 aspecific study? Yesor no? 11 Parkinson's, it includes the statement that the animal
12 A. I don'tknow. I'masking. That'swhat I'm 12 studies appear to be in effect specific to a particular
13 asking. 13 mouse strain, right?
14 Q. Waell, I didn't work for Syngenta back then. 14 A. Yes.
15 A. | don't remember. It was 20 years ago. 15 Q. Let'sgotothe Q& Aswhich are on the next page,
16 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form. 16 Questions and Answers Paraquat, Neurotoxicity and
17 MS. BRIER: Ms. Duvall, do you need a few 17 Parkinson's Disease.
18  more minutesto look through this and figure out 18 Start at No. 2. "Isthereagenetic link to
19  what'sgoing on in the document? 19 Parkinson's Disease?’ Right?
20 THE WITNESS: Yeah. But | mean, | can't 20  A. (Noresponse).
21 tell, because | don't -- I'm not seeing the study. 21 Q. Andthelast sentence, "Therefore, with
22 BY MR. DICKENS: 22 Parkinson's, hereditary factors alone are not
23 Q. You'd agree that the Standby Statement doesn't 23 responsible for the disorder." That was Syngenta's
24 particularly reference a study in any way, right? 24 position at this point in timein 20087
25 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 25 A. Yes
Page 195 Page 197
1 THE WITNESS: The mediainquiry. So yeah, 1 Q. No. 12, bates number 554 at the end asks, "What
2 my only question was, in the year plus that had 2 evidence do you have that Paraquat doesn't cause
3 transpired, were there any new studies that would 3 Parkinson's Disease?'
4  changethat particular line? 4 The position of the company is, "The evidence
5 MR. DICKENS: I'll moveto strike. 5 that Paraquat does not cause Parkinson's Diseaseis
6 BY MR.DICKENS: 6 based on the absence of evidence that Paraquat is
7 Q. | believe the pending question was whether or not 7 causaly associated with Parkinson's Disease in humans."
8 the Standby Statement in front of you references a 8 Right?
9 particular study or not? 9 A. Thatistheway it reads.
10 A. And| don't know the answer to that question. 10 Q. Andthat's the position that would have been
11 Q. Okay. Andthat'sfine. 11 provided to external third-party sourcesin response to
12 Now, if we look at Page 1 of this document, 12 thisparticular question?
13 Jonathan Sullivan's e-mail where it references the 13 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
14 reporter, the last sentence of thefirst paragraph says, 14 BY MR. DICKENS:
15 "Hewas asked to speak on Monday or Tuesday next week|td5 Q. Isthat right?
16 Syngenta representative concerning questions around 16  A. Correct.
17 research hinting of alink between Paraquat and 17 Q. Andthen, finally, on the bottom of that page,
18 Parkinson's." That's the question from the reporter, 18 "Areyou saying Syngentais doing no research into this
19 right? 19 problem.”
20  A. Yes. 20 It says, " Syngenta has consulted with independent
21 Q. Noreferenceto aparticular study or research 21 senior medical and epidemiological scientiststo hear
22 between Paraguat and Parkinson's, correct? 22 their view on alink between exposure to Paraguat and
23  A. That'scorrect. Yes. 23 Parkinson's Disease. As of 2008, Syngenta and these
24 Q. Just generally, there's questions about research 24 experts came to the conclusion that there was no
25 that hint at alink, correct? 25 causative link?" M,\ 'm. A
e1D:220300429
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1 Do you see that? 1 Q. If thisinformation was provided to athird-party
2 A. Yes, | do. 2 externa source, there would be no way for them to know
3 Q. Now, the question that thisis responding to is 3 that there were or weren't -- that there were scientists
4 specific to, "Are you saying Syngentais doing no 4 who had informed Syngenta about their opinion that there
5 research into this problem?' Right? 5 could be alink between Parkinson's and Paraquat, right?
6 A. Yes. 6 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection, foundation and
7 Q. Now, doesthis reference any research Syngenta 7  form.
8 wasdoing into the link between Paraquat and Parkinson's| 8 BY MR. DICKENS:
9 Disease? 9 Q. Letmeaskitthisway: All thisdocument says
10 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form. 10 isthat, after speaking to the scientistsin 2008, all
11 THE WITNESS: You're asking meif it 11 those scientists, those experts, came to the conclusion
12 references research that they were doing? 12 there was no causative link; that's al that this
13 BY MR.DICKENS: 13 document says, right?
14 Q. Correct. 14 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form.
15 A. No. It says Syngenta consulted with medical and 15 BY MR. DICKENS:
16 epidemiological scientists. 16 Q. Isthat right?
17 Q. Okay. And it doesn't only say medical and 17 A. That's--
18 epidemiological. It saysindependent, correct? 18 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form.
19 A. Yes 19 THE WITNESS: -- typical -- yes, and that's
20 Q. Okay. Soindependent is suggesting that these 20  typica of Syngenta scientists being fully on top of
21 arepeople outside of Syngenta, right? 21  existing available research.
22  A. Yes 22 BY MR. DICKENS:
23 Q. There'snothing in here that says Syngentawas 23 Q. Andastheindividual responsible for
24 actudly doing its own research, correct? 24 communicating Syngenta's position, had Syngenta been
25 MS. BRIER: Object to the form. 25 told by independent scientists that they believed that
Page 199 Page 201
1 THE WITNESS: Correct. 1 therewasalink between Paraguat and Parkinson's, you
2 BY MR. DICKENS: 2 wouldn't expect the information within the Q& A to say
3 Q. Andwereyou aware at this point in 2008 whether 3 that those experts came to the conclusion that there was
4 or not Syngentawas doing its own research? 4 no causative link, correct?
5 MS. BRIER: Objection form, foundation. 5 MS. BRIER: Object to the form.
6 THE WITNESS: | don't remember and was not 6 MR. BARTOSZEK: Join.
7  aware of whether or not Syngenta was or was not doing | 7 THE WITNESS: Would you repeat the question,
8  research. 8  please?
9 BY MR.DICKENS: 9 BY MR. DICKENS:
10 Q. Youdon't know whether or not Syngentarantheir |10 Q. Yeah. Maybe we can break it up, too.
11 own studies as to whether or not there was an effect of 11 This document we agree says, as of 2008, Syngenta
12 Paraguat on dopaminergic neuronsin the brain? 12 and these experts, being the independent scientific
13 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 13  experts, right?
14 THE WITNESS: | don't remember. 14 A. Yes
15 BY MR. DICKENS: 15 Q. Cameto the conclusion that there was no
16 Q. Areyou aware the Syngenta -- Syngenta's 16 causative link; that's what this document says?
17 consulted with independent scientists to hear their 17 A. Yes.
18 view? 18 Q. And had there been independent experts and
19 Were you aware at this point in 2008 whether or 19 scientiststhat came to the opposite conclusion, that
20 not Syngenta, it had consulted with scientists who told 20 therewas a causative link, you would not be expected to
21 them, "In my opinion, there is a connection or alink 21 havethisinformation provided to third partiesin
22  between Paraguat and Parkinson's? 22 responseto this question, right?
23 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 23 MS. BRIER: Object to the form.
24 THE WITNESS: | don't remember any of that. 24 MR. BARTOSZEK: Join.
25 BY MR. DICKENS: 25 THE WITNESS: That we would not ?,an,\ ;[R A
e1D:220300429
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1  havewhat information provided? 1 A. Shedidnot work at Syngenta at thetime. She
2 BY MR.DICKENS: 2 was aCommunications Manager for CropLife America, ar
3 Q. Youwouldn't expect to be telling third parties 3 industry association.
4 that al of the experts came to the conclusion that 4 Q. Anindustry association that Syngenta worked
5 therewas no causative link if that weren't true? 5 with?
6 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 6 A. Wasamember of.
7 THE WITNESS: I'm sorry. I'm still not 7 Q. Okay. So Syngenta'samember of CropLife, right?
8  understanding your question. 8 A. Waswhen | worked there.
9 BY MR. DICKENS: 9 Q. When you worked there.
10 Q. Okay. If Syngentahad consulted with independent | 10 And DonnaUchidathat is sending you a-- or
11 expertswho told them there is a causative link between |11 forwarding an e-mail that was sent to her from a Patrick
12 Paraquat and Parkinson's, this statement would bealie, |12 Connelly or aDonnéelly, right?
13 right? 13 A. Yes.
14 MS. BRIER: Object to the form. 14 Q. And Patrick Donnelly sends to Donna Uchida, "The
15 THE WITNESS: That's correct. It would not 15 Parkinson's Disease drumbeat continues.”
16  bean accurate statement. 16 Do you see this?
17 BY MR. DICKENS: 17 A. Yes
18 Q. Andyou asthe person responsible for 18 Q. And DonnaUchida, was she working on any issues
19 communicating to the public about Syngenta's position | 19 with CropLife related to Parkinson's Disease?
20 would not intend to provide false information to the 20 A. No.
21 genera public about the science? 21 Q. Shewasaware of theissue of apossible
22 A. Of course not. 22 association between Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease in
23 MS. BRIER: We've been going about an hour 23 2007?
24 and 20 minutes. Would now be a good time for a 24 MS. BRIER: Objection.
25  bresk? 25 THE WITNESS: | don't know what she was
Page 203 Page 205
1 MR. DICKENS: Perfect. 1 awareof. Obviously, she-- or maybe not obviously,
2 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetimeonthemoniton 2  but shewas aware that | worked for Syngenta.
3 is4:19 p.m. We are off the Record. 3 BY MR.DICKENS:
4 (A brief recess was taken in the deposition) 4 Q. Andindeed, she forwarded you this e-mail with
5 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetimeonthemonitor 5 respect to Parkinson's Disease, right?
6  is4:35p.m. We are back on the Record. 6 A. Correct.
7 MR. DICKENS: Let megoahead andshowyou | 7 Q. The document also says, "Dole halts use of
8  what we'll mark as Exhibit 23. 8 Paraguat." Right?
9 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 23 was marked for 9 A. That'sapparently thetitle of this particular
10  identification) 10 newspiece.
11 BY MR. DICKENS: 11 Q. Andthe news piece says, "Citing diminishing use
12 Q. Okay. Ms. Duvall, I've handed you what's been 12 dueto the recent European Union court decision
13 marked as Exhibit 23 for the Record. 13 effectively banning the herbicide Paraquat, Dole Food
14 Thetop e-mail isan e-mail from you dated 14 Company has announced it will no longer use Paragquat in
15 October 1, 2007; do you see that? 15 itsagricultura operations." Right?
16 A. Yes 16 A. Thatistheway it reads.
17 Q. Andyou're forwarding an e-mail that was sent to 17 Q. Now, that was a problem for Syngenta; you'd agree
18 you -- oh, I'm sorry -- Donna, and what's her last name? | 18 with that?
19 | diditagain. 19 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
20 A. Uchida. 20 THE WITNESS: Certainly I'm sureit was not
21 Q. Okay. DonnaUchida. 21 welcome news.
22 Who is Donna Uchida? 22 BY MR. DICKENS:
23 A. Sheisaprofessional friend. 23 Q. Anditwasan issuethat Syngenta actually called
24 Q. Okay. A professiona friend. 24 meetings to address, right?
25 Did she work at Syngenta? 25 A. | don't remember.
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1 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 24 was marked for 1 Q. Andthen, finally, an action was developed a
2 identification) 2 position on aternatives to respond to requests from
3 BY MR.DICKENS: 3 customers and evaluate potential impact of the Dole
4 Q. I'll hand you Exhibit 24. 4 decision on Syngenta's business, right?
5 Now, Dole Food's decision to stop using Paraquat, 5 A. Yes, according to this.
6 would that have made them an activist, according to 6 Q. Andthose action items, were those itemsin which
7 Syngenta? 7 you particularly -- or which you participated in?
8 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 8 A. | don't remember whether or not we carried out
9 THE WITNESS: | personally would not have 9 theactionitemsand what | did or did not participate
10  considered Dole an activist. Dole was acompany. 10 in.
11 BY MR. DICKENS: 11 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 25 was marked for
12 Q. And understanding they're acompany. They'rea 12  identification)
13 company that decided to stop using Paraquat, right? 13 BY MR.DICKENS:
14 A. According to the news article, yes. 14 Q. I'll hand you Exhibit 25.
15 Q. And there was a meeting on Paraguat Dole 15 Exhibit 25 is an e-mail -- on the bottom of the
16 situation within Syngenta on November 7, 2007, right? | 16 page, an e-mail that you sent on November 27, 2007; is
17  A. Yes, according to this document. 17 that right?
18 Q. Okay. Andyou were aparticipant in that 18 A. Yes.
19 meeting? 19 Q. Andthiswas after that Dole meeting for the
20  A. Thisdocument looks like the results of a meeting 20 minutesthat we just looked at?
21 that was held, and | was copied on it. | see, yes, 21 A. Yes
22 participants. Yes. 22 Q. Andyou sent for review an attached distribution
23 Q. Soyouwere copied on the e-mail of November 8, |23 toretailers; do you seethat?
24 2007, which are the action minutes from that meeting, 24 A. Yes.
25 but it also lists you as a participant, right? 25 Q. And so based on this, isit your understanding
Page 207 Page 209
1 A. Yes You'recorrect. 1 that you would have put together a draft letter to
2 Q. Andit'sreferencing Dol€'s policy, and it 2 retailers and customers regarding the Dole situation?
3 "dffectsal Dole owned farms, but also farms with 3  A. Yes, theretailers being the customers.
4 contract growers who receive recommendations or 4 Q. And then Jennifer Shaw responds to you the next
5 technical assistance from Dole, right? 5 day.
6  A. That'scorrect. 6 Who is Jennifer Shaw?
7 Q. Therefore Dol€e's decision to stop using Paraquat 7  A. A Syngentaemployee.
8 not only affected farms they owned but anyone who 8 Q. Andwhat was her role with Syngenta?
9 provided food or fruitsin which they would also be 9 A. Shewasin Stewardship Area.
10 spraying Paraguat, correct? 10 Q. Okay. And what does that mean, Stewardship Area?
11 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 11  A. Making sure that our products were used
12 THE WITNESS: It specifically states 12 responsibly.
13 contract growers. 13 Q. Sheresponds back with acomment. She says, "The
14 BY MR. DICKENS: 14 only comment | have is whether there is merit in
15 Q. Contract growers of Dole, right? 15 mentioning as background that the European Community
16 A. Yes. 16 Court of the First Instance's (CFl) decision on July 11,
17 Q. And part of the action devel oped was, "Develop 17 2007."
18 communication materials for internal use." Right? 18 Asyou sit here, do you have any ideawhat that
19 A. Yes. 19 decision of the European Community Court of the First
20 Q. Also, "Compile questions from Syngenta customers | 20 Instanceis?
21 that need to be addressed by Dole." Right? 21 A. You'reasking meif | know?
22 A. Yes 22 Q. Asyousit heretoday, correct.
23 Q. That included Florida Fruit and VVegetable 23 A. No, | don't remember that.
24 Association, aswell as others? 24 Q. Shesays, "Then go on to explain that the CFI
25 A. Yes 25 decision related to the way the re-registration XV,?,S\ 1M A
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1 handled, and CFl at no stage find that Paraquat was an 1 A Yes
2 inherently unsafe or dangerous product.” 2 Q. Andto communicate about issues related to the
3 Did | read that correctly? 3 herbicides that they were responsible for selling?
4 A. Yes. 4  A. Well, the sales force was responsible for selling
5 Q. Shesays, "If wedon't do this, then it may seem 5 products, and so their job wasn't to -- their job was
6 weare not providing all the information we could, and 6 to, yes, communicate about products but, you know, we
7 weareleaving it open-ended as to whether Dole's 7 assisted them -- when | say we, the Communications
8 decision was based on safety issues.” 8 Department assisted them in communicating about issues
9 Did | read that correctly? 9 involving company products.
10 A. Yes. 10 Q. Sothe Communications Team would provide them
11 Q. Doyou have an understanding asto whether Dol€'s | 11  information so that they could effectively communicate
12 decision was based on safety issues related to Paraquat? | 12  with their customers?
13 A. | don't remember specifically what it was based 13  A. Correct.
14 on. 14 Q. And the subject please read memo Paraquat; do you
15 In general, and you would need to check with 15 seethat?
16 regulatory personnel with Syngenta on thisissue, but | 16 A. Yes
17 do believe that the EU has different standards for 17 Q. Andyou writeto them, "Dear all, please open the
18 re-registering pesticides than the U.S. Environmental 18 attached memo from Vern Hawkins and Eric Kuhn which
19 Protection Agency. 19 contains useful information on Dol€'s recent decision to
20 Q. And specifically, | was asking about Dole's 20 discontinue the use of Paragquat.”
21 decision. 21 Do you see that?
22 Do you have an understanding on whether Dole's 22 A. Yes
23 decision was based on safety issues? 23 Q. Andthat isinformation that you, as part of the
24 MS. BRIER: Objection to form. 24 Communications Team, was providing to the sales
25 THE WITNESS: Y ou mean the EU'sdecisionto |25 representatives so that they had information related to
Page 211 Page 213
1 notreregister? 1 Dole'sdecision to stop using Paraquat?
2 BY MR. DICKENS: 2 A. Correct.
3 Q. Dole'sdecision to stop using the product. 3 Q. Allright. Now, if we can look at the next
4  A. Oh, Dole'sdecision to not use the product. 4 document that | had handed you, Exhibit 27.
5 No, | don't remember what their decision was, 5 Now, thisisthe memo that was sent to the sales
6 athough according to the previous document, it was -- 6 representativesrelated to Dole's decision to
7 itwaslinked to the EU's decision. 7 discontinue Paraquat; is that right?
8 (Plaintiff's Exhibit Nos. 26 and 27 were 8 A. If | could just take a moment to --
9  marked for identification) 9 Q. Yes
10 BY MR. DICKENS: 10 A. Yes, it appears-- it appearsitis.
11 Q. I'mgoing to hand you 26 and 27. 11 Q. Part of the -- thisinformation was submitted to
12 Exhibit 26 is an e-mail from you dated 12 the salesrepresentatives so that they could respond to
13 November 19th to various individuals and groups; do you | 13  their customers with respect to any questions on Dole
14 seethat? 14 andtheir decision, right?
15 A. Yes 15 A. Yes. Thepurpose wasto help them understand so
16 Q. Okay. And some of these groups, such as DL USGR 16 that they could, in turn, help their customers
17 Hort West, what isthat referring to? 17 understand the decision.
18  A. Itlookslikethese are sales regions. 18 Q. Okay. And it references, it says, "This
19 Q. Okay. Sothese are sales representatives that 19 announcement by Dole does not specify which growers are
20 you'd be sending thisto you, right? 20 affected by the policy." Right?
21 A. Also R&D facilities. 21 And then it goes on, "We are obviously
22 Q. And what are R&D facilities? 22 disappointed by and disagree with this decision.” This
23 A. Research and development centers. 23 decision being Dol€'s decision to stop using Paraquat,
24 Q. Now, the sales representatives, their jobs were 24 right?
25 to communicate with customers? 25  A. Correct.
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1 Q. Anditsays, "Initsnewsrelease, Dole states 1 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form.
2 the decision responds to devel oping marketplace 2 THE WITNESS: I'm sorry. Where are you?
3 conditionsin Europe and elsewhere regarding the use of 3 Okay. Their concern, | seethat, yes.
4 thisherbicide." 4 BY MR. DICKENS:
5 Did | read that correctly? 5 Q. Soat thispoint in September of 2007, Dole has
6 A. Yes 6 called Syngenta and told them they're worried about
7 Q. There'snothing in this document to suggest that 7 Paraquat and Parkinson's Disease, right?
8 Dole'sdecision was based in part on concerns about the 8 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form.
9 link between Paraquat and Parkinson's, right? 9 THE WITNESS: It lookslike the call wasto
10 A. | don'tknow. | haven't had achanceto read the 10  tell David Scott of their concerns on the Paraquat
11 entire memo. 11  CFl decisionishow it reads.
12 Q. Okay. You cantakealook and let me know if -- 12 BY MR. DICKENS:
13 A. Okay. 13 Q. Anditwas ultimately CFl's decision, and their
14 Q. -- you see anything with respect to Parkinson's 14 concern with Paraquat is what led to Dole deciding to
15 Diseasein here. 15 stop using Paraquat, right?
16  A. No, there's no reference to Parkinson's and 16  A. I'msorry. Onemoretime.
17 Paraguat. 17 Q. It wasthe CFl decision and the Parkinson's
18 But it does say, "As we learn more about Dol€e's 18 aspect of that CFl decision that led Dole to stop using
19 decision, we will pass thisinformation along to you." 19 Paraguat, right?
20 Q. Okay. Andonceagain, it says, "When we learn 20 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
21 more, we'll inform you of the data." Thisis 21 THE WITNESS: | don't seethat as being the
22 November 19, 2007, right? 22 cause as their -- of their discontinuing the use of
23 A. Yes 23 Paraguat in thismemo or in thise-mail.
24 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 28 was marked for 24 Could you point meto that?
25  identification) 25 MR. DICKENS: Wéll, let'sjust hand you this
Page 215 Page 217
1 BY MR.DICKENS: 1  document. It might be easier.
2 Q. Let me hand you Exhibit 28. 2 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 was marked for
3 I'll direct your attention to the bottom of this 3 identification)
4 page, an e-mail from David Scott dated September 10, 4 BY MR. DICKENS:
5 2007; do you seethat? 5 Q. I'll hand you a copy of Exhibit 29.
6 A. Yes 6 Thisis October 8, 2007. Dole Press Release on
7 Q. Now, thisis approximately two months before the 7 Paraguat. Once again, thisis before your letter to
8 letter to the sales representatives on the Dole 8 salesrepresentatives informing them of Dole's decision,
9 dituation; isthat right? 9 right?
10 A. Yes 10 A. Yes.
11 Q. Thesubject: Cal from John Mirenda of Dole on 11 Q. It states, "The Court of First Instance decision
12 Paraquat CFl decision; do you see that? 12 obviously brought the decision higher up in Dol€e's
13  A. Yes. 13 agenda, but it's the subsequent discussion in the media
14 Q. Andit'sbeing reported here, "John Mirenda 14 of the possible association with Parkinson's Disease
15 called to tell me of their concerns on the Paraquat CFI 15 that has pushed their hand."
16 decision." 16 That's what's reported here in October of 2007,
17 And it goes on, there's "a class action running 17 right?
18 against themselves and Dow, and they are particularly 18 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form.
19 sensitive on the Parkinson's aspect of the CFl 19 THE WITNESS: If | could take just a moment
20 decision?' 20 toread.
21 Do you see that? 21 BY MR.DICKENS:
22 A. Yes 22 Q. Sure.
23 Q. "Their concern is the Parkinson's health 23 A. | hadn't -- | have not seen this before.
24 liability that may accrue with the Dole use of 24 It explains that they have become extremely risk
25 Paraguat.”" Right? 25

adversive because of another issue that had nothi nq to
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1 do with Paraquat. 1 wasno information in those letters informing anybody
2 Q. Thisdocument, and going back to my initial 2 about Dol€e's concern about Parkinson's Disease, right?
3 question, it specifically says, "The Court of First 3 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form.
4 Instance decision obviously brought the issue of 4 THE WITNESS: We did not mention Parkinson's
5 Paraquat's higher up Dol€'s agenda, but it'sthe 5  Diseasein those documents.
6 subsequent discussion in the media on the possible 6 BY MR.DICKENS:
7 association with Parkinson's Disease that pushed their 7 Q. But aswe havejust agreed, Parkinson's Disease
8 hand." That'swhat it says, right? 8 played asignificant rolein Dol€e's decision, right? We
9 MS. BRIER: Objection. 9 can agree on that.
10 THE WITNESS: It does say that, but it also 10 MR. BARTOSZEK: Form, foundation.
11  saysthat, "The pump was primed because of another 11 THE WITNESS: There was no reason --
12 issuethat made them very risk adverse." 12 MR. BARTOSZEK: Sherry --
13 MR. DICKENS: Okay. 13 THE WITNESS: Sorry.
14 MS. BRIER: Sorry. | just haveto -- 14 MR. BARTOSZEK: -- give me achanceto
15  objection. | didn't get chanceto getitin. Butl 15  object. Form, foundation.
16  object to foundation as to this document. 16 Go ahead.
17 BY MR. DICKENS: 17 THE WITNESS: It isnot our position to
18 Q. Sothepump was primed, but what ultimately 18 relate Dol€'s reasoning for their own decisions.
19 pushed their hand you'd agree was the possible 19 Syngenta evaluated the science and
20 association with Parkinson's Disesse, right? 20  determined no causal link.
21 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form and 21 BY MR.DICKENS:
22 foundation. 22 Q. Inanearlier document, the memo to sales
23 THE WITNESS: It says, "The possible 23 representatives, it specifically says, "Dole states the
24 association with Parkinson's Disease." 24 decision responds to devel oping marketplace conditions
25 BY MR. DICKENS: 25 in Europe and elsewhere regarding the use of the
Page 219 Page 221
1 Q. Okay. But that'swhat ultimately led to their 1 herbicide" Right?
2 decision to stop using Paraguat was the reports of a 2 A. Would you ask that again, please?
3 possible association, right? 3 Q. Yeah. Thememo that you circulated to the sales
4  A. Itdid-- it does say it pushed their hand, yes. 4 representatives specificaly says, "Dole states the
5 Q. Andinfact, they made that decision, even though 5 decision responds to devel oping marketplace conditions
6 they werefully aware of Syngentas position on 6 in Europe and elsewhere regarding this herbicide."
7 Parkinson's Disease, right? 7 Right?
8 MS. BRIER: Objection, foundation. 8 A. Canyou point meto that?
9 THE WITNESS: Yes, it does say they were 9 Q. It'sthethird full paragraph.
10  madefully aware of the Syngenta position on 10 A. Yeah. Sothatisadirect quote.
11  Parkinson's Disease. 11 Q. Okay. But there's nothing that would have
12 BY MR. DICKENS: 12 precluded you from including in here information about
13 Q. Now, you said that this wasn't shared with you 13 Doale's concern about Parkinson's Disease, right?
14 previously, right; that's what you said? 14 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form, foundation.
15  A. | donot remember this. | don't remember this. 15 THE WITNESS: So isthere information that
16 Q. Okay. And yet you were tasked with the job of 16  wasdisseminated by Dole?
17 putting together aletter for sales representatives and 17 BY MR. DICKENS;
18 customers, right -- 18 Q. I'msaying isthere anything that precluded
19 MS. BRIER: Objection. 19 Syngentafrom including in their memo here about Dole's
20 BY MR. DICKENS: 20 decision the fact that Dole was concerned about
21 Q. --related to the Dole decision? 21 Parkinson's Disease? Ther€'s nothing that precluded
22 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 22 Syngentafrom including that information, right?
23 THE WITNESS: Yes. 23 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
24 BY MR. DICKENS: 24 THE WITNESS: Was there information that was
25 Q. And because you weren't made aware of this, there |25  disseminated by Dole that stated their decisi ion was
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1  based on concerns about Paraquat causing Parkinson's | 1 Q. So when you say issues online and misconceptions,
2  Disease? 2 what you're saying are anything online that suggests
3 BY MR.DICKENS: 3 Paraquat can cause Parkinson's, right?
4 Q. Well, it was certainly disseminated to Syngenta 4  A. I'mtaking about --
5 wecanagree. Wejust looked at those documents, right? | 5 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection --
6 A. But-- 6 THE WITNESS: I'm talking about --
7 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection to form, 7 MR. BARTOSZEK: -- form.
8  foundation. 8 Sorry. Go ahead. 1'm done now.
9 THE WITNESS: But Syngenta doesn't agree 9 THE WITNESS: I'm talking about, once again,
10  with that and doesn't believe there isacausal link, 10  making surethat what we're seeing online are the
11 andit wasn't something that Dole made public, and | 11  facts about Paraquat asit relates to Parkinson's
12 wasn't aware of that. 12  Disease.
13 BY MR. DICKENS: 13 BY MR.DICKENS:
14 Q. Sopart of the reason it wasn't included was 14 Q. Whenyou say facts, that's facts as determined by
15 because Syngenta doesn't agree, right? 15 Syngenta?
16 MS. BRIER: Objection to form, foundation. 16  A. No, the scientific factsasthey arein the
17 THE WITNESS: | am the communicator. 17 scientific literature, available scientific literature.
18  Syngentaevaluates al of the available information 18 Q. What scientific literature did you personally
19  and scientific knowledge on Paraquat and Parkinson's | 19 review?
20 Disease, and there's no causative link. So that is 20 A. I'mnot ascientist. So | didn't review the
21 what iscommunicated. 21 literature, but | did rely on our scientists to review
22 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 30 was marked for 22 theliterature and provide that information to me.
23  identification) 23 Q. Okay. What independent scientists did you reach
24 BY MR. DICKENS: 24 out to and rely on, anyone?
25 Q. Switch gears. I'll hand you Exhibit 30. 25 A. That'saquestion for the Syngenta scientists.
Page 223 Page 225
1 I've handed you Exhibit 30. The top of the 1 Q. Okay. Sotheinformation -- when you say facts
2 emalls-- or the top of the document is an e-mail from 2 related to Paraquat and Parkinson's, it's facts as
3 youto Sarah Hull copying Alan Nadel for Paraquat 3 relayed to you by Syngenta scientists?
4 Proposal; do you see that? 4  A. That'scorrect.
5 A. Yes 5 Q. And Syngenta scientists alone, right? That's all
6 Q. Weveaready talked about Sarah Hull. 6 youwererelying on?
7 Alan Nadel, was he an attorney in the United 7 A. That's correct.
8 States? 8 But there are, you know, occasions where we could
9 A. Yes 9 supplement what we were writing with links to, you know
10 Q. Andyou specificaly informed Sarah that you've 10 documents on the EPA website, for instance.
11 *“asked v-Fluenceto draft a proposal for assessing 11 Q. Okay. Did Syngentaat any point in time while
12 online content and movement of the Paraquat/Parkinson's | 12 you worked for them ever link to a study that showed
13 Disease issue and to recommend strategies/tactics for 13 there was an association between Paraquat and
14 addressing these." Right? 14 Parkinson's Disease?
15 A. Yes, that'swhat it looks like here. 15 A. I wouldrely on the scientists to provide the
16 Q. Sowhat itlookslikeisthat you're asking 16 messaging, and the messaging from Syngenta scientists
17 specifically v-Fluence to help Syngenta come up with 17 wasthat there was no causal link.
18 dtrategies/tactics for addressing links between Paraquat | 18 Q. And that was the only messaging that you received
19 and Parkinson's Disease? 19 while employed for Syngenta between 1999 and 2011,
20 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form. 20 right?
21 THE WITNESS: No, not for addressing links 21 A. Yes
22 between those two, but for addressing the issue 22 Q. Now, this document begins with an e-mail, once
23 online and any misconceptions about Paraquat and 23 again, from Cheryl Byrne in 2008 to you and a Lance
24 Parkinson's Disease. 24 Helgeson.
25 BY MR. DICKENS: 25 Is Lance Helgeson a Syngenta empl oyerq’im A
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1 A. No 1 provide another viewpoint.
2 Q. Soonceagain, you were the only Syngenta 2 Q. Andwould Syngenta do that themselves or would
3 employee Cheryl Byrne was communicating with? 3 youtypically retain a company to monitor and make those
4 A. Inthisinstance, yes. 4 edits?
5 Q. Shesays, "Sherry, v-Fluence would be delighted 5 A. Asyou can see, we would -- we would ask a
6 toconduct top line research into the online environment | 6 company like v-Fluence to do that for us.
7 for Parkinson's and Paraquat." And then sherefers, 7 Q. The second bucket, "The emerging risks that the
8 "The work would encompass three buckets." 8 association creates for Syngenta both online and
9 Do you see that? 9 offline."
10 A. Yes. 10 And then, finally, "A road map for proactively
11 Q. Thefirst bucket, "Who's behind the online 11 addressing these risks and elevating the visibility of
12 discussions and links between Paraguat -- or between 12 Syngenta's own safe use of Paraquat communication
13 Parkinson's Disease and Paraguat." 13 efforts and other content that would balance the online
14 Do you see that? 14 environment and aid in any eventua risk mitigation."
15 A. Yes. 15 Did | read that correctly?
16 Q. Itsays, "What visible and influential siteslike 16 A. Yes
17 Wikipediainclude on thistopic." 17 Q. Sothesuggestion hereisv-Fluence would help
18 Do you see that? 18 elevatethe visihility of Syngenta's own communications
19 A. Yes 19 efforts, and part of that is through search engine
20 Q. Now, Syngentawould retain third parties to 20 optimization, right?
21 monitor the Wikipedia site on Paraguat, right? 21 A. Yes, that would be one way.
22 MS. BRIER: Objection, foundation. 22 Q. Andin an effort to what they say balance the
23 THE WITNESS: Yes. 23 online environment, correct?
24 BY MR. DICKENS: 24 A. Yes.
25 Q. Andinfact, it retained third parties to edit 25 Q. And the suggestion being that the online
Page 227 Page 229
1 some of theinformation that was on the Wikipediapages?, 1 environment at this point in 2008 was suggesting there
2 A. Tocorrect -- 2 wasindeed alink between Paraquat and Parkinson's; was
3 Q. Andwhenyou say -- 3 that your understanding?
4 A. -- mideading information or incorrect 4 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
5 information. 5 THE WITNESS: | think it'sfairly obvious at
6 Q. And so any topic or information on Wikipedia 6  thispoint that we were dealing with an environment
7 suggesting thereis alink between Paraguat and 7  that suggested alink between Paraguat and
8 Parkinson's, that's the type of what you refer to as 8  Parkinson's Disease and that there was an effort
9 misleading information that would be edited, right? 9  within Syngentato try to correct that misconception.
10 MS. BRIER: Objection. 10 BY MR.DICKENS:
11 THE WITNESS: Anything that would -- I'm 11 Q. And prevent individuals from obtaining that
12 sorry. 12 information that may indeed suggest thereisalink,
13 MS. BRIER: No problem. Objection to form. 13 right?
14 Go ahead. 14 MS. BRIER: Objection --
15 BY MR. DICKENS: 15 THE WITNESS: No.
16 Q. I'msorry. Areyou going to answer? 16 MS. BRIER: -- to form.
17 A. I'msaying incorrect information. 17 THE WITNESS: Sorry. That'sincorrect.
18 Q. Andsomy questionis: If therewasinformation 18 MR. DICKENS: I'm going to hand you what
19 that suggested there was alink between Paraquat and 19  well mark as Exhibit 31.
20 Parkinson's Disease, you would consider that incorrect, | 20 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 31 was marked for
21 right? 21 identification)
22 A. If therewasalink to an existing study, we 22 BY MR. DICKENS:
23 would not take down that link. However, if there was 23 Q. Thetitle of this document is Paraquat and
24 just astatement that said Paraquat caused Parkinson's 24 Parkinson's Disease: A Briefing to Syngenta Crop
25 Disease, then yes, we would correct that statement and 25

Protection by v-Fluence September 2008. A~ A

D

wdd

58 (Paggr 8 1720

Hart Reporting



Sherry Ford April 13, 2023
Page 230 Page 232
1 On the second page of this document after the 1 through search engine optimization or SEO this site and
2 cover page, there'san Overview. It states, "For this 2 itscontent to ensure that search results consumers find
3 report, we've evaluated how people search and how often | 3  would include a greater degree of balance and levity
4 they search for Paraguat and Parkinson's." Right? 4 related to the linkage between Paraquat and Parkinson's
5 That'swhat v-Fluence was tasked with? 5 Disease." That was arecommendation from v-Fluence,
6  A. | think that'swhat they did, | think, or how 6 right?
7 they didit. | think what they did was contained 7 A. Yes
8 actualy in thefirst paragraph. I think the overall 8 Q. And so thisrecommendation is to optimize,
9 objective was to evaluate the prevalence and influence 9 through search engine optimization, Paraguat.com so that
10 of negative claims. 10 someone searching for information on Paraquat and
11 Q. Okay. "Most notably from the Collaborative on 11 Parkinson's Disease would go to Paraquat.com first,
12 Hedlth and the Environment?’ 12 correct?
13 A. Yes 13  A. Orif not first, at least higher up in the search
14 Q. Inthethird paragraph under Overview, they 14  results.
15 providetheir goal, and that wasto "provide Syngentaan |15 Q. And once again, throughout at |east the time you
16 assessment of current online risks and opportunities 16 wereworking at Syngenta, the information included on
17 related to Paraquat and Parkinson's and to provide next 17 Paraguat.com, with respect to Parkinson's, would inform
18 step recommendations.” Right? 18 consumers and others searching that thereis no link,
19 A. Yes. 19 right?
20 Q. Onthesecond or -- sorry -- Page 3, there'sa 20 A. That, in addition to educating viewers about the
21 section at the bottom of the page, Search Highlights, 21 issue.
22 and it lists For Paraguat and v-Fluence references, 22 Q. Andinyour opinion, was the information on
23 "Overall interest in Paraquat is relatively low when 23 Paraguat.com abalanced education on the issue?
24 compared to similar projects and benchmark topics.” 24 A. Fromwhat | recall, it was.
25 Do you seethat? 25 Q. Wereyouinvolved in the creation of the
Page 231 Page 233
1 A.ldo 1 information or the language to be used in the
2 Q. And at this point in 2008, "Within Paraguat 2 information that was on Paraquat.com?
3 searches, only 5 percent of all searches are specificto 3 A. | don't remember specifically how involved or if
4 Parkinson's." Right? 4 | wasinvolved, but it's possible.
5 A. Yes 5 Websites like that were continually updated as
6 Q. Allright. I'mgoing turnto the 6 new information became available.
7 Recommendations, which is Page 8 of this document, and| 7 Q. The next page are some recommendations,
8 on the bottom of Page 8, it says, "As our research 8 "Paraquat.com in support of third-party content."
9 shows, there'slittle consumer search interest specific 9 Do you see that?
10 tothe potential linkages between Paraquat and 10 A. Yes
11 Parkinson's." Right? 11 Q. Itincludes Site Coding/Optimization, Link
12 A. Yes 12 Development, Content Creation, Pay Per Click Campaign;
13 Q. Andit states, "Syngenta's Paraquat.com can serve | 13  those were recommendations made to Syngenta?
14 asaresource for those interested in information about 14  A. Yes, apparently.
15 the product and the risks in these spaces." Correct? 15 Q. Werethose recommendations adopted by Syngenta?
16 A. Yes 16  A. I really don't remember.
17 Q. And once again, we discussed Paraguat.com, and 17 MR. DICKENS: I'm going to hand you
18 that wasthe purpose, right, isto provide Syngenta's 18  Exhibit 2 -- I'm going to hand you Exhibit 32 and 33.
19 position with respect to its product and its risks? 19 (Plaintiff's Exhibit Nos. 32 and 33 were
20  A. Orthe product and its benefits. 20  marked for identification)
21 Q. Okay. So Paraquat.com would have information 21 MR. DICKENS: Oh, I'm sorry. My fault on
22 about the benefits of Paraquat but also address 22 that one. I'm going to go ahead, and we can put 32
23 information about safety risks, correct? 23  aside
24 A. And safety in generdl. 24 I'm now going to mark 33 and 34. Thisis
25 Q. "v-Fluence suggests proactively optimizing 25

33. Sorry about that. That'swhy | need nrwynhsl\ per_ .
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1  tokeeptrack of thisstuff. 1 A Yes
2 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 34 was marked for 2 Q. And so between September 2008 and April 2009, the
3 identification) 3 interest in Paraquat and Parkinson's Disease online was
4 BY MR.DICKENS: 4 decreasing; isthat fair? Isthat right?
5 Q. Here'sacopy of 33 and 34. 5 A. According to this.
6 Exhibit 33, | think, isan e-mail from a Randy 6 Q. Andinfact, there'sacomparison of the search
7 Krotz to you, subject: Paragquat and Parkinson's 7 interest on the next page between April of 2009 and
8 April 2009. 8 September of 2008; do you see that?
9 It appears Randy is with v-Fluence, right? 9 A. ldo.
10 A. Yes. 10 Q. Andat thistimein April of 2009, the sample
11 Q. And he attached a Paraquat report, correct? 11 number of monthly searches for Parkinson's cause terms
12 A. Yes 12 was72, right?
13 Q. Now, | want to direct your attention to 13  A. Yes
14 Exhibit 35, which isthe April 2009 Paraquat and 14 Q. Andthat'scompared to 430 in September of 2008?
15 Parkinson's Disease report from v-Fluence; do you see 15 A. Yes
16 that? 16 Q. And Parkinson's and litigation interest in April
17 MS. BRIER: Sorry for interrupting. 17 of 2009 was O, right?
18 Is 34 the -- 18 A. Correct.
19 MR. BARTOSZEK: | haveit as 34. 19 Q. Whilein September 2008, Parkinson's and
20 MR. DICKENS: 34 isthe Paraquat and 20 litigation interest was 118 in that month aone, right?
21 Parkinson's Disease. 21 A. Correct.
22 THE WITNESS: So there are two reports? 22 Q. Andinfact, at thistime in April of 2009, were
23 BY MR. DICKENS: 23 you aware of whether or not there was any litigation
24 Q. Correct. 24 pending against Syngenta related to allegations of
25 A. Yes 25 Parkinson's Disease?
Page 235 Page 237
1 Q. And Exhibit 34 specifically is the report from 1 A. I don'tknow. Butthat's aquestion that's
2 April 2009, which is after the September 2008 report, 2 probably better directed to an attorney, a Syngenta
3 right? 3 attorney.
4 A Yes 4 Q. Now, once again, you're not sure whether, between
5 Q. Okay. Do you recall how many Parkinson's -- or 5 September 2008 and April of 2009, whether or not you
6 Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease reports were completed | 6 implemented any of the short-term recommendations from
7 by v-Fluence and provided to Syngenta during your 7 the September 2008 report?
8 employment through 2011? 8 A. | redly don't remember.
9 A. | donot remember. 9 Q. Atsomepointintime, though, it'sfair to say
10 Q. TheOverview, "Thisreport provides atop-line 10 search engine optimization was indeed used by Syngenta?
11 update of the September 2008 report v-Fluence conducted| 11~ A. Again, | don't remember.
12 for Syngentato detail the prevalence and visibility of 12 Q. Youincluded it on your CV, right?
13 online content related to Paraquat and Parkinson's 13 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form, foundation.
14 Disease" 14 THE WITNESS: | included it on my resume as
15 Do you seethat? 15 agenera area, | think, in relation specificaly to
16 A. Yes 16  arevision of our news release template.
17 Q. There's some key top-line take-aways, right? 17 BY MR. DICKENS:
18 A. Yes 18 Q. Soyoudon't know whether or not search engine
19 Q. Itsays, "In September, we noted the search 19 optimization was used specific to Paraguat.com, for
20 interest for Parkinson's Disease was growing." 20 instance?
21 The next sentence, "Our finding -- current 21 A. | don't remember if we actually implemented that
22 finding show adrop in search interest for 22 tactic.
23 Parkinson's-likely dueto less high profile activity by 23 Q. Thenext page of this document v-Fluence reports,
24 Parkinson's advocate celebrities.” 24 "Consumers do not currently associate Paraquat and
25 Do you seethat? 25 Parkinson's together when they search.” T
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1 Did | read that correctly? 1 employed with the company, isthat something that you
2  A. Whereareyou? 2 would have been involved with?
3 Q. The bottom, the bates number 970. 3  A. Possihly.
4  A. 970. 4 Q. Youmentioned you transitioned to a new position
5 Q. And the second bullet point. 5 in 2010, wasit?
6 A. Yes | seethat. 6 A. Yes
7 Q. And that was what Syngenta wanted, right, is for 7 Q. When, in 2010, did you transition to that new
8 consumers not to associate Paraquat with Parkinson's 8 position?
9 Disease? 9  A. I can't remember exactly. | think it might have
10 MS. BRIER: Object to the form. 10 been somewhere around the end of the first quarter of
11 THE WITNESS: That would have been a 11 2010.
12 positive outcome, yes. 12 Q. Whoin Syngenta overtook your position asit
13 BY MR. DICKENS: 13 related to the communications side of Paraquat?
14 Q. Andthat was one of the goals that you, asa 14  A. A woman named Ann Bryan.
15 Communication Team, was attempting to accomplish was for 15 MR. DICKENS: I'm going to hand you what
16 consumers not to associate Paraquat with Parkinson's, 16  well mark as Exhibit 35.
17 right? 17 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 35 was marked for
18 A. Yes. Again, that would have been a positive 18 identification)
19 outcome, because there was no causative link. 19 BY MR.DICKENS:
20 Q. According to the Syngenta scientists? 20 Q. I'vehanded you Exhibit 35, which is a memorandum
21 A. According to their evaluation of the current 21 from Levick to a Sarah Hull, subject: Strategic
22 cientific literature. 22 Communications-Paraquat dated March 15, 2010; do you see
23 Q. And their being Syngenta scientists? 23 that?
24 A. Yes, they were Syngenta scientists. 24 A. Yes.
25 MR. DICKENS: Okay. Why don't we take a 25 Q. And what was Sarah Hull'sjob at Syngentain
Page 239 Page 241
1  break. I'mgoing to see what | can do to wrap up. 1 March of 2010?
2 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetimeonthemonitor 2  A. Shewould have been in Issue Management at the
3 is5:38 p.m. We are off the Record. 3 global level.
4 (A brief recess was taken in the deposition) 4 Q. Wassheworking in the Greensboro office?
5 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetimeonthemonitor 5  A. No. Shewasin Switzerland.
6  is5:45p.m. We are back on the Record. 6 Q. Soshewasin Switzerland.
7 BY MR. DICKENS: 7 Levick Strategic Communications, are they a
8 Q. Ms. Duval, we've been discussing v-Fluence's 8 United States company?
9 work with Syngentarelating to Paraquat issues. 9 A. Yes
10 Were there any other third-party companies or 10 Q. Would you work with Ms. Hull on issues related to
11 vendorsthat Syngentaretained to work onissuesrelated | 11 communications within the United States?
12 to Paraquat? 12 A. It'spossible that | would have, yes, when | was
13 A. Other than amediatrainer, | can't think of any. 13 inthat role.
14 Q. Did Syngentawork with Levick Strategic 14 Q. Andisit your understanding you would have been
15 Communications at any point? 15 till inthat role in March of 2010 asit related to the
16 A. Yes. Yes. 16 communications side?
17 Q. Wereyouinvolved in coordinating with Levick 17 A. | can't say for certain.
18 Strategic Communications asit related to Paraquat? 18 Q. | presume, but I'll ask anyway.
19  A. | could have been. 19 Do you recall receiving this memorandum while you
20 Q. Doyou know whether or not Levick worked with | 20 were employed at Syngenta?
21 Syngentaon Parkinson's Disease asiit related to 21 A. | don'trecall.
22 Paraquat? 22 Q. Andfor usto know whether or not you received
23 A. | don't remember. 23 it, we'd haveto look inyour files with Syngenta?
24 Q. If Syngentaworked with Levick with respect to 24 MS. BRIER: Object to the form.
25 Parkinson's Disease during the time that you were 25 THE WITNESS: Not necessarily. | d’(\)m A "20300429
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1  know. 1 to establish adefinitive link would present both a
2 BY MR.DICKENS: 2 challenge and an opportunity."”
3 Q. Thisdocument has Background. Y ou mentioned, 3 That'swhat Levick isinforming Ms. Hull, based
4 "While we discussed severa strategic communication 4 on this document, correct?
5 challenges currently confronting Paraquat, we focused 5 A. Yes
6 primarily on the emerging threat of a possible link 6 Q. Now, did you meet with or had you ever met with a
7 between the product and Parkinson's Disease." 7 David Bartlett of Levick Strategic Communications during
8 Did | read that correctly? 8 the course of your employment?
9 MS. BRIER: Can | have astanding foundation 9 A. Yes
10  objection for questions on this document? 10 Q. Didyou meet with David Bartlett with respect to
11 MR. DICKENS: You can. 11 Paraguat related issues?
12 THE WITNESS: Yes. 12 A. | don't remember.
13 BY MR. DICKENS: 13 Q. Doyou recal what issues you did meet with David
14 Q. Now, did you ever travel to Switzerland to attend 14 Bartlett about?
15 meetings with the Global Communications Team? 15 A. Yes
16 A. ldid. 16 Q. Andwhat were those issues that you recall?
17 Q. Onhow many occasions during the course of your |17  A. The product Atrazine.
18 employment from 1999 to 2011 did you travel to 18 Q. Asyou sit heretoday, do you know that for a
19 Switzerland? 19 fact you did not meet with David Bartlett about Paraguat
20 A. Once. 20 oryoujust can't recall?
21 Q. And when wasthat? 21 A. | can'trecal.
22 A.ldont-- 22 Q. Doyou recall whether or not you had any written
23 Q. Roughly? 23 communications with David Bartlett at Levick regarding
24 A. | couldn't tell you. 24 Paraguat?
25 Q. Okay. What was the purpose of the meeting, if 25  A. | don'trecall.
Page 243 Page 245
1 vyourecal? 1 Q. Itstates, "But rather than react to that message
2 A. | couldn't tell you that either. 2 defensively, we'd be better advised to ignoreit and
3 Q. Doyou know whether or not it involved all of the 3 instead frame the findings on our own terms, emphasizing
4 herbicides that you would have been responsibleforora | 4 safety and benefit."
5 gpecific one? 5 And that sentence specifically related to studies
6  A. It could have been none of the herbicides. It 6 showing acorrelation between Paraquat and Parkinson's,
7 could have been related to no product. 7 right?
8 Q. Thismemorandum states, "Parkinson's link could 8  A. If | could have achanceto read that paragraph
9 at any moment spark a popular movement against Paraquat 9 before answering.
10 intheincreasingly important North American market." 10 Q. Of course.
11 Do you seethat? 11  A. Yes
12 A. Yes. 12 Q. And so David Bartlett at Levick Communications
13 Q. WasMs. Hull responsible for communications 13 recommending that evidence suggesting a correlation, it
14 within North Americain any manner? 14 would be best for the company to simply ignore that,
15 A. Shewas-- handled issue management at theglobal | 15 right, and then frame the issues in terms of the safety
16 level. 16 message that was being provided by Syngenta to outside
17 Q. Sothat global level, that would have included 17 stakeholders?
18 North America under her purview? 18 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
19 A. Yes Shewasat a-- shetook more of abird's 19 THE WITNESS: He's suggesting not to ignore
20 eyeview of issuesfor the company. 20 thestudy itsdlf, but to ignore the critic's attempt
21 Q. Issuesrelated to communications? 21  toframethefindingsin alight that emphasized
22 A. Related to our products and corporate reputation. 22 potential danger and risk.
23 Q. OnPage 2, inthefourth paragraph on this page, 23 BY MR. DICKENS:
24 "A new study that adds to the evidence suggesting a 24 Q. | want to go to the very last sentence on this
25 correlation between Paraquat and Parkinson's but failing | 25

page. It'sunder Strategic Objective, and it says,
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1 "Farmersdon't want to think that a product that has 1  A. No, | don't remember.
2 been so useful to them for so long might be dangerousto | 2 Q. You don't remember at all?
3 their health, and they are looking to us to reassure 3 A. (Shaking head negatively).
4 themthat thisis not the case." 4 Q. Doyourecal alawsuit being filed against
5 Now, based on your communications with the 5 Syngenta, Shenkel v. Syngenta?
6 genera public and farmers, was that your understanding, | 6  A. | don't recal that.
7 that farmers did not want to think products they used 7 Q. Youdon'trecal preparing a Standby Statement
8 that were useful to them could be dangerous to their 8 related to this lawsuit?
9 hedth? 9 A. ldont.
10 MS. BRIER: Object to form. 10 Q. Doyou recdl ever receiving a Preservation
11 THE WITNESS: | can't speak for farmers. | 11 Noticefrom any attorney at Syngentarelated to
12 think farmerslook to Syngentato tell them the facts 12 retaining your documents for any reason?
13 about our products, and | think they trusted usto do 13 A. | know what a Preservation Noticeis, because |
14  that. 14 think we received one on Atrazine and the lawsuit
15 BY MR. DICKENS: 15 concerning that product. | just don't remember
16 Q. Andindeed, what you were attempting to do, as 16 receiving this specifically.
17 part of the Communications Team, wasto reassure farmers17 Q. Y ou remember receiving one for Atrazine, though?
18 asto the safety of Paraquat, right? 18 A. I'm--yes. | couldn't tell you the date or |
19 A. Wewere alwaystrying to communicate to farmers | 19 couldn't tell you --
20 and other audiences the facts about Paraquat. 20 Q. Do you know whether it was before or after
21 Q. Doyou know whether or not Sarah Hull still works | 21  March 2008?
22 at Syngenta? 22 A. | think it was-- | think it was before.
23 A. | don't. 23 Y ou're asking me about the one for Atrazine?
24 MR. DICKENS: Go ahead and mark Exhibit36 |24 Q. Correct.
25  for the Record. 25 A. Yes
Page 247 Page 249
1 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 36 was marked for 1 Q. Okay. Soyouremember receiving one earlier than
2 identification) 2 2008 for Atrazine, but you can't recall whether or not
3 BY MR. DICKENS: 3 you received one for Paraquat?
4 Q. Exhibit 36 isadocument sent to certain Syngenta 4  A. Wdll, | worked -- | worked on Atrazine awhole
5 employees regarding communications on retention of 5 lot morethan | worked on Paraquat.
6 documents and e-mails relevant to potential future 6 MR. DICKENS: And that's fine.
7 litigations involving claims that Paraquat may be 7 I'll go ahead and mark Exhibit 37.
8 associated with the onset of Parkinson's; do you see 8 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 37 was marked for
9 that? 9  identification)
10 A. Yes 10 BY MR.DICKENS:
11 Q. Andindeed, you received communication fromlegal| 11 Q. Now, before we get to this.
12 counsel in March 2008 instructing you to retain 12 Had you received a Preservation Notice of alegal
13 documents and e-mails related to Parkinson's Disease and | 13  hold related to Paraquat, you would have abided by that,
14 Paraguat, right? 14 right?
15 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to the form, 15 A. Yes
16  foundation. 16 Q. Youdidsofor Atrazine, correct?
17 THE WITNESS: | don't remember if | received |17  A. Yes.
18  thisor not. 18 Q. And had you received one for Paraquat, you would
19 BY MR. DICKENS: 19 have done the same?
20 Q. Okay. And to know whether or not you received 20  A. Yes
21 it, weld look into your file with Syngenta? 21 Q. Now, Exhibit 37, at the bottom of the page, isan
22 A. Again, | don't know if | received this or not. 22 e-mail from Alan Nadel to a bunch of individuas,
23 Sol don't even know if afile still exists. 23 including you. Subject: Preservation Notice
24 Q. Do you recall attending ameeting in Atlanta, 24  Parkinson's Reminder to All March 9, 2011, right?
25 Georgiain February of 2008? 25 A. Yes
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1 Q. Andit says, "Please see attached documents." 1 A. I would have had very few hard copies of
2 But you were included in that e-mail chain, 2 anything.
3 right? 3 Q. Soeverything would have been electronic on your
4 A. Yes 4 computer?
5 Q. And the attachments to this document are the 5 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
6 Preservation Notice. Those appear to be all redacted. 6 THE WITNESS: Yeah. Yes. Most everything
7 But it'sfair to say on March 9, 2011, you would 7  that | had was electronic.
8 havereceived a Preservation Notice related to 8 BY MR. DICKENS:
9 Parkinson'sfrom legal counsel in the United Statesfrom | 9 Q. And that includes al of the e-mails you sent and
10 Syngenta, right? 10 received during the course of your employment at
11 A. Yes 11 Syngenta, right?
12 Q. Andthisisshortly before you left the company, 12 A. Yes.
13 right? 13 Q. Would you frequently go through and delete all of
14  A. ltis yes. 14 your e-mails that you would have sent or received at
15 Q. And specifically the Preservation Noticethat was | 15 Syngenta?
16 sent at thistime states, "Reminder to All." Correct? 16  A. I wasverytidy. Sol kept avery clean e-mail.
17 A. Yes 17 Q. Okay.
18 Q. And areminder of aPreservation Notice 18 A. Yes.
19 gpecifically on the issue of Parkinson's Disease? 19 Q. Soyouwould delete e-mails from time to time?
20  A. Yes 20  A. Not related to anything that would have pertained
21 Q. Whichisthe sameissue for which a Preservation 21 tolawsuits, had | been asked to keep them, but | was --
22 Notice communication was sent in 2008, whether or not | 22  I'm abit of aneat freak, and | like to be organized.
23 youreceivedit, right? 23 Soanything that | didn't need, | would delete.
24 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection, form. 24 Q. Soif you were subject to alegal hold from 2008
25 THE WITNESS: Yes. I'm-- yes, I'm 25 through the time that you departed the company, you
Page 251 Page 253
1  assuming. 1 would have abided and kept those documents, right?
2 BY MR.DICKENS: 2 A. Of course.
3 Q. Now, it says Preservation Notice Parkinson's. 3 Q. Andindeed, we know you were subjected to a
4 Areyou aware of any other product you were 4 Preservation Noticein 2011, right?
5 waorking on, other than Paraquat, that had been linked to 5 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
6 Parkinson's Disease in any way? 6 THE WITNESS: According to this, yes, | was.
7 A. No. 7 MR. DICKENS: I'll hand you what we'll mark
8 Q. Soit'syour understanding that this Preservation 8  asExhibit 38, and | promise| won't ask you
9 Notice sent to you shortly before you left the company 9  everything about those documents.
10 would have been related to Paraguat and Parkinson's 10 (Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 38 was marked for
11 Disease communications? 11  identification)
12 A. | would assume that. 12 BY MR. DICKENS:
13 Q. Soisitfair to say at thetime, in March of 13 Q. Thisgiant set of documents I've handed you
14 2011, you would have maintained your documentsasit | 14 marked as Exhibit 38, these are your handwriting on
15 related to Paraguat and Parkinson's Disease? 15 these pages, correct?
16 A. Yes 16  A. Correct.
17 Q. Andif therewasalega hold and Preservation 17 Q. Andit's my understanding that these are
18 Notice related to those documents, you wouldn't have 18 handwritten notes of yours related to Atrazine
19 deleted or destroyed them in any way, right? 19 gpecifically.
20 A. No. 20 MS. BRIER: Object to form.
21 Q. What do you recall doing with your documentswherj 21 BY MR. DICKENS:
22 you left the company? 22 Q. Isthat your understanding?
23  A. | wouldn't have done anything with them. 23 A. It appearsthat they are Atrazine notes, yes.
24 Q. Didyou have hard copies of documents that you 24 Q. AndI'll represent to you that there are over 100
25 had at the time you left the company? 25

pages of handwritten notes related to Atrazine.
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1 All right. Now, are these Atrazine notes which 1 Atrazinethan there were related to Paraquat.
2 you took with you at the time that you |eft the company 2 Q. Issuesrelated to litigation?
3 or did you leave those behind? 3 A. No, notjust litigation. That was part of it.
4 A |left-- 4 Q. Moreregulatory issues; isthat right?
5 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection. Asked and 5 A. That'scorrect.
6  answered. 6 Q. Now, whileyou were employed by Syngenta, did yol
7 Go ahead. 7 have acompany provided laptop that you used?
8 THE WITNESS: | left them. 8 A. Yes
9 BY MR. DICKENS: 9 Q. Didyou return that upon leaving the company?
10 Q. Andyou would have done the same with any 10 A. Yes
11 handwritten notes with respect to Paraquat, right? 11 Q. Whenyou returned it, did you wipeit clean or
12 A. Yes 12 werethere still documents and e-mails on that
13 Q. Whileyou had 100 pages of handwritten notesfor | 13 particular laptop?
14 Atrazine, do you believe you would have had more or less| 14 A. | didn't do anything with it. | simply returned
15 for Paraguat? 15 it
16 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form. 16 Q. Soyoudidn't erase the hard drive or anything
17 THE WITNESS: Much fewer. 17 aong those lines?
18 BY MR. DICKENS: 18 A. I didn't do anything to the computer.
19 Q. Okay. When you say much fewer, canyou giveme | 19 Q. You didn't delete any documents, right?
20 an estimate as to how much fewer? 20 A. | simply handeditin.
21 A. lcant. 21 MR. BARTOSZEK: Objection. Asked and
22 | can only tell you that Atrazine was, by far, 22 answered.
23 theproduct that | worked on the most. 23 BY MR. DICKENS:
24 Q. For abreakdown of the time you spent on Atrazine |24 Q. During your course of employment with Syngenta,
25 versus Paraquat, can you give me roughly how much time| 25 did you send text messages or any other type of messages
Page 255 Page 257
1 wasrelated to Atrazine versus Paraguat? 1 by phoneto other employees or outside individual s?
2 A. ltwas-- | would say 90 percent of my time was 2 MS. BRIER: Objection to form.
3 spent on Atrazine. 3 THE WITNESS: | don't think texting was a
4 Q. And that's true from 2000 through 2010? 4  thing.
5 A. Thelonger | was with the company, the more time 5 BY MR. DICKENS:
6 | spent on Atrazine. 6 Q. It might not have been.
7 Q. Now, you, during that period, were Communication | 7 At some point -- well, do you recall ever sending
8 Manager for both Atrazine and Paraquat, right? 8 any text messages to anyone at v-Fluence, for example?
9 A. Yes. When | wasinthat role, yes. 9 A. No
10 Q. Wasthere aparticular reason why you spent 10 Q. Any text messagesto any of your colleagues at
11 90 percent of your time on Atrazine and only 10 percent | 11 Syngenta?
12 on Paraguat? 12 A. No.
13 A. ltredly just evolved that way. We had our 13 Q. Didyou have acompany provided cell phone?
14 Communications Department increased, and so | wasable| 14 A. Yes.
15 to offload some issues, but also because Atrazine 15 Q. Andwould you use that company provided cell
16 demanded more of my time. 16 phone to send messaging to anybody?
17 Q. Isthereaparticular reason it demanded more of 17 MR. BARTOSZEK: Object to form.
18 your time? 18 THE WITNESS: No.
19 A. Itwasabigger issue. 19 MR. BARTOSZEK: Sorry.
20 Q. What was abigger issue? 20 Go ahead. | was slow.
21 A. Atrazine was abigger issue. 21 THE WITNESS: No.
22 Q. When you say bigger issue, do you mean with 22 BY MR. DICKENS:
23 respect to importance within the company or issues 23 Q. After you left the company, did anyone contact
24 related to Atrazine? 24 you with respect to whether or not you had any Paraguat
25  A. Therewere -- there were more issues related to 25 related documentsin your possession and control ?
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1 A. No, not that | recall. 1 A. Yes.
2 Q. Wereyou ever informed by anyone at Syngentathat| 2 Q. Andyou mentioned a couple of products that you
3 they nolonger have any electronically stored 3 worked with, but | just want the Record to be clear.
4 information or documents related to you during your 4 Was Paraguat the only product that you worked
5 course of employment? 5 with at Syngenta?
6 A. Wasl ever asked if | had? 6 A. No. | worked with anumber of different
7 Q. Wereyou ever informed by anyone at Syngentathat | 7 products.
8 that wasthe case? 8 Q. Andwas Paraquat the product that you worked with
9 A. I'msorry. Ask that question, if you would, one 9 themost at Syngenta?
10 moretime. 10 MR. DICKENS: Objection to form.
11 Q. After leaving the company, were you ever informed | 11 THE WITNESS: No, Paraguat was not the
12 by anyone at Syngenta that they no longer have any 12 product that | worked with the most, not by along
13 electronically stored information or documents rel ated 13 shot.
14 to your employment at Syngenta between 1999 and 2011?| 14 BY MS. BRIER:
15 A. No. 15 Q. Andwhat was the product that you did work with
16 MR. DICKENS: | have no further questions. 16 the most?
17 MS. BRIER: Could we go off the Record for a 17 A. That was, by far, Atrazine, whichwasa
18  couple minutes? 18 herbicide.
19 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Thetimeonthemoniton 19 Q. And you mentioned today during your testimony
20 is6:17 p.m. We are off the Record. 20 that Paraquat was different in that it was something
21 (A brief recess was taken in the deposition) 21 that involved the Global Team.
22 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: The time on the moniton 22 Can you explain alittle bit about what that
23 is6:18 p.m. We are back on the Record. 23 relationship was between yourself and the Global Team as
24 MS. BRIER: Good evening, Ms. Duvall. | 24 it related to Paraquat?
25  just have afew questions for you tonight. 25 A. Sure. Paraquat, because it was so important to
Page 259 Page 261
1 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE DEFENDANT | 1 developing countries and was used so much in the
2 BY MS.BRIER: 2 developing countries, it was more of aglobal product in
3 Q. Couldyou please introduce yourself for the 3 issue management.
4 Record? 4 It was unfortunately often used in intentional
5 A. Sure. My nameis Cheryl Duvall. 5 ingestions by poor farmers, and sometimes it was
6 Q. And Ms. Duval, can you tell the jury abit about 6 decanted into -- you know, from its original container,
7 your background? 7 becauseit was avery economical herbicide, and so it
8 A. Of course. | have acommunications and public 8 was often shared among farmers, and it was sometimes
9 relations background. | started out working for public 9 accidentally ingested, and that often occurred in those
10 relations firms and then switched over to corporate 10 developing countries.
11 communications and worked for Syngenta Crop Protection 11 So the issues associated with Paraquat were often
12 for 12 years. 12 concentrated outside the U.S., and so the issue was very
13 Q. Andwhere did you get your education? 13 often more of aglobal issue, and those issues were more
14 A. | graduated with a Bachelor's degree from Miami 14 often handled at the global level.
15 University in Oxford, Ohio. 15 Q. And canyou remind the jury what the geographical
16 Q. Andwhat did you study when you went to that 16 areaof focusthat you were responsible for?
17 ingtitution? 17 A. I wasmorefocused on the U.S,, and | coordinated
18 A. | studied communications, with a concentration in 18 communications with Canada and Mexico.
19 public relations. 19 Q. I'dliketolook at acouple of the documents
20 Q. And how did you get into communications? 20 that you talked about. | think they're probably in
21 A. Oneof my greatest loves and strengthsis 21 order or closetoin order.
22 writing, and | would say that's how | got into it. 22 I'd just like to start with Exhibit 17.
23 Q. Sol want totalk to you abit about your role at 23 A. Okay.
24 Syngenta specifically, and you were asked a number of 24 Q. If you could, let me know when you have that one
25 questions about that today; do you recall those? 25 infront of you.
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1 A. Almost. All right. 1 going to ask you about Exhibits 26 and 27. It might
2 Q. Thanks. 2 makesenseto just grab al three of those.
3 And just to be sure we're on the same page, this 3 A. Okay. I'mnot seeing 27.
4 isaSeptember 2005 e-mail from Mike Clapp at thetop of | 4 Isit at the top?
5 the document? 5 MR. BARTOSZEK: No, that's 29.
6 A. Yes 6 I'll look for it while she's asking you
7 Q. Okay. Do you recall being asked questions about 7  about --
8 plansat the global level to develop a Position Paper on 8 MS. BRIER: Thanks so much.
9 this? And I'm referring to your e-mail in the middle of 9 BY MS. BRIER:
10 the document. 10 Q. Let'sstart with Exhibit 18.
11 Y ou were asked a question -- do you recall being 11 Do you have that one in front of you?
12 asked questions about whether there were plans at the 12 A. Yes
13 global level to develop a Position Paper? 13 Q. And Exhibit 18, and just to be sure that we're on
14 A. Yes, | remember being asked questions about this. | 14 the same page, at thetop is an e-mail start from
15 Q. Okay. Andthe e-mail abovetheonethatyousent |15 Michad Van--
16 lookslikeit's from someone named Michael Voerman; do| 16 A. Vanausdein.
17 you know what hisrole was or what hewas -- what group| 17 Q. Thank you.
18 hewaswith? 18 -- to you on January 6, 20067?
19  A. | don't remember. 19 A. Yes
20 Q. Doyou know what CHBS would signify to you while20 Q. Okay. And you were asked some questions about
21 you werethere? 21 Mr. -- about Michael's proposed changes to the
22  A. Yes. That meansthat he was an employeein 22 Paraguat.com website; do you remember those questions?
23 Switzerland. 23 A. Yes
24 Q. And who does he email, and what does he say? 24 Q. Do you know whether those proposed changes were
25 A. Heissaying, "Mike, whoever needsto comment on | 25 made to the Paraguat.com website?
Page 263 Page 265
1 thisshould please direct to Sherry Ford ASAP." 1 A. ldont.
2 Q. Andtheninresponseto that, it lookslike 2 Q. Okay. And I'd liketo look at the e-mail at the
3 someone named Mike Clapp replies, and what does Mike | 3  bottom that you received from -- and you might need to
4 Clapp say? 4 help mewith hisfirst name, Rainer.
5 A. Mikesays, "Barry hasthisin hand, and it isthe 5 A. Raner.
6 paper wedid theinitial position on last week." 6 Q. Rainer. Okay.
7 Q. What does that mean to you about whether or not 7 Can you please take -- are you with me? Areyou
8 there was a Position Paper on that issue when you 8 looking at that e-mail?
9 emailed about it? 9 A. Yes
10 A. Tome, that saysthat it had already been 10 Q. Okay. Now I'dliketo look at the second line
11 addressed, that this particular issue had already been 11 there whereit's starting with, "We have put." Do you
12 addressed. 12 seethat, "We have put an overall statement?’
13 Q. Andwhen anissuelike thiswould comeup, would |13  A. Yes.
14 you typicaly e-mail with the Global Team to ask them 14 Q. Canyou read that sentence?
15 questionsif you were looking for information fromthem, | 15 A. "We have put an overall statement addressing does
16 asyou did here? 16 Paraguat cause PD on the Paraquat Information Center at
17  A. Yes. Yes, that is something that | would 17 Paraguat.com.”
18 typically do, because you wouldn't want to create 18 Q. Andundernezath that, isthere a statement that
19 something if the Position Paper or a response had 19 appearsto betheclip that they did put on the
20 already been created, because Global was thefirst line 20 Paraguat.com website?
21 of defense. 21 A. Yeah. Thedirect link is, and it givesthe link.
22 Q. Ms. Duvall, I'd like to ask you about Exhibit 18, 22 Isthat what you're looking for?
23 thevery next one after Exhibit 17. 23 Q. Yes Exactly.
24 A. Sure. 24 Then there's a snippet that starts that says,
25 Q. Andwhileyou're pulling out documents, I'm also 25 "Does Paraquat cause Parkinson's Disease?" \’/\\{\rll\chn A
Case 1D:220300429
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1 appearsto be attached for your convenience below; do 1 MR. BARTOSZEK: WEell read.

2 you seethat? 2 I have no further questions.

3  A. Yes. It says, "For your convenience, | attach it 3 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Nobody on Zoom?

4 below." 4 MR. DICKENS: | have no further questions |

5 Q. Andthere's a statement that says, "Previous 5  don't think.

6 studies have demonstrated.” 6 MS. BRIER: Hearing none, it sounds like

7 Can you please read that sentence? 7  weregood.

8  A. "Previous studies have demonstrated that Paraquat | 8 And she will read and sign.

9 does not cross the blood brain barrier easily, meaning 9 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: This concludes today's
10 that it does not reach the specific location in the 10  videotaped deposition of Sherry Ford. Total number
11 brain necessary to produce Parkinson's symptoms." 11  of videosusedisfour. Thetime on the monitor is
12 Q. Now, doesthat sentence say that Paraguat does 12 6:31 p.m. We are off the Record.

13 not cross the blood brain barrier at al? 13 (The deposition was concluded. Reading and
14 MR. DICKENS: Object to form. 14  signing were reserved)

15 THE WITNESS: It saysthat it does not cross 15

16  theblood brain barrier easily. 16

17 BY MS.BRIER: 17

18 Q. Andyou were asked some questions about studies | 18

19 related to the blood brain barrier. 19

20 What's your level of familiarity with those types 20

21 of studies? 21

22 A. I'mnot familiar with the studies themselves. 22

23  I'monly familiar with the conclusions that the 23

24 scientists at Syngentatell me about which end up 24

25 becoming part of the messaging that we put together for | 25

Page 267 Page 269

1 our documents. 1 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

2 Q. Understood. And I'd like to turn next to 2

3 Exhibits 26 and 27, please. 3 STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA )

4 A. Okay. Thank you. 4

5 Q. Doyou havethosein front of you now? 5 COUNTY OF GASTON )

6 A.ldo. 6

7 Q. Okay. I just have one or two quick questions 7 I, JACKIE J. JOHNSON, the official

8 about this document. 8 before whom the foregoing deposition was taken,

9 Y ou were asked some questions about Exhibit 27, 9 according to the emergency video notarization
10 which it appears to be an attachment to Exhibit 26; do 12 trs;ul;]eme.rtlts cont:l nedt;F;.S. 108-25, d(.) htireby certify

e witness whose testimony appearsin the
11 you seethat?
12 y A Ves 12 foregoing deposition was duly sworn by me; that the
' ' , 13 testimony of said witness was taken by meto the best of
13 . And you were asked some questions about wh
1 Qt . staty ; ind dedq' Exhitit 27 Y 14 my ability and thereafter reduced to typewriting under
certan } emenhs were ”;C u |fn h'lI:)'I ' d 15 my direction; that | am neither counsel for nor employed
5 Tu_rnlng. tot eiecon page of Exhibit 27. Di 16 by any of the parties to the action in which this
16 youwritethis etter? _ N ) 17 deposition was taken, and further, that | am not a
17  A. |l don't rqngmper what role | had in writing this 18 relative or employee of any attorney or counsel employed
18  letter or not writing it. _ o 19 by the parties thereto, nor financially or otherwise
19 Q. Areyou one of the two signatories listed on the 20 interested in the outcome of the action.
20 letter? 21
21 A. No.
22 MS. BRIER: Okay. | have no further 22
23 questionsat thistime. 23 JACKIE J. JOHNSON
24 Thank you, Ms. Duvall. Thank you for your 24 MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: August 30, 2026
25  time. 25 -
- Case 1D:220300429
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Grace Brier, Esquire
grace.brier@kirkland.com
May 1, 2023
RE: Williford, Allen v. Syngenta Crop Protection

4/13/2023, Sherry Ford (#5862313)

The above-referenced transcript is available for
review.

Within the applicable timeframe, the witness should
read the testimony to verify its accuracy. If there are
any changes, the witness should note those with the
reason, on the attached Errata Sheet.

The witness should sign the Acknowledgment of

Deponent and Errata and return to the deposing attorney.

Copies should be sent to all counsel, and to Veritext at
clientservices-va@veritext.com

Return completed errata within 21 days from
receipt of testimony.

If the witness fails to do so within the time
allotted, the transcript may be used asif signed.

Yours,
Veritext Lega Solutions
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