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3 M chael Thad Allen, Esq.
ALLEN LAW LLC 3
4 PO Box 404 4 PLAINTIFF S PAGE
Quaker Hill, Connecticut 06375 5
5 mallen@l!len-lawfirmcom
6 6 Exhibit 6, Collection of Docunents Submitted
7 ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANTS: 7 by Tinothy Jackson to Ad Hoc Panel
8 Benjanmin S. Walton, AAG (via Zoom . .
Mary Quinby, AAG (via Zoom 8 Convened at University of
9 Ofice of the Attorney General 9 North Texas 179
General Litigation Division 10 Exhibit 7, Facebook Exchange, One-Page
10 State of Texas 1 Document Dated July 25, 2020 191
P.O Box 12548, Capitol Station cumen ed July <o
11 Austin, Texas 78711-2548 12 Exhibit 8, Facebook Post by Levi Wlls 205
512. 463. 0447 13 Exhibit 9, Docunment Presented to Ad Hoc
12 Benj anmi n. \al t on@ag. t exas. gov .
13 14 Revi ew Panel 226
14 ON BEHALF OF THE W TNESS: 15 Exhibit 10, E-mmil Exchange Between Philip
15 Richard Painter, Esq. 16 Ewel | and Rachel Gain 237
c/ 0o UNIVERSI TY OF M NNESCOTA
16 318 Mondal e Hal | 17
229 19th Ave. South 18 (Reporter's Note: Exhibits retained by the court
17 M nneapol i s, . Mnnesota 55455 19 reporter and forwarded to Huseby for production.)
rwpusal8@nmail.com
18 20
19 ALSO PRESENT: 21
20 Al ej andro Gonez, videographer 22
21 Ti mot hy Jackson (via Zoom
22 Cari Jacoby (via Zoom 23
23 Renol do Stowers (via Zoom 24
24
25 25
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1 EXAM NATI ON 1 THE IDECCRAPHER  This is the
2 PAGE | 2 beginning of nedia nunber one in the
3 DIRECT EXAM NATI ON BY MR ALLEN 7 3 deposition of Philip Ewnell in the matter
4 CROSS-EXAM NATION BY MR WALTON 244 4 of Tinothy Jackson v. Laura Wight et
5 REDI RECT EXAM NATION BY MR ALLEN 254 5 al., case nunber 4:21-cv-00033.
6 CROSS- EXAM NATION BY MR PAI NTER 256 6 Today' s date is Septenber 19, 2024.
7 7 The time on the nonitor is 10:09 a.m
8 EXH BI TS 8 M name is Alejandro Gonez and |'m
9 9 the videographer. The court reporter is
10 PLAINTIFF' S PAGE |10 diff Edwards. W are here with Hiseby
11 Exhibit 1, Re-Notice of Deposition for 11 Qobal Litigation.
12 Philip Ewell 712 Gounsel, please introduce yourself,
13 Exhibit 2, Theoria Vol une 26, 2020 117 113  after which the court reporter wll swear
14 Exhibit 3, Article Entitled "Misic Theory 14 in the wtness.
15 and the Wiite Racial Frame" Witten 15 MR ALLEN M nane is Mchael Thad
16 by Philip Ewell, Published in 16 Alen, attorney for Tinothy Jackson, the
17 Musi ¢ Theory Online 130 17  plaintiff.
18 Exhibit 4, Printout from Society of Misic 18 MR PANER M name is Rchard
19 Theory Vebsite 158 119 Painter and | amattorney for Philip
20 Exhibit 5, Article Titled "A UNT Professor 20 Bwell, the deponent.
21 Chal | enged Clai ms of Racismin 21 M WATON M nane is Ben Vil ton.
22 Misic Theory and Now He's Facing 22 |I'man attorney for the defendants in the
23 the Miusic" by Lucinda Breeding 23  lawsuit.
24 Dated August 2, 2020 164 |24 MS. QUMBY: M nane is Mary Quinby.
25 25 |'malso an attorney for the defendants
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1 inthe lawsuit. 1 A Uh- huh.
2 M. JACBY: M nane is Cari Jacoby. | 2 Q -- just say so.
3 ['man attorney for the University of 3 A Ckay.
4 North Texas System 4 Q O course, no one in the roomwants you
5 MR STOMRS: M nane is Renal do 5 to be answering questions that you haven't exam ned
6 Stowers. |'man attorney for the 6 the exhibit to answer and so forth.
7 Uhiversity of North Texas System 7 A So all the pages here?
8 8 Q If you could just look it over. | don't
9 PHLIP ADR AN EVELL 9 have many questions about this one.
10 residing at 324 77th Street, Apartment 1C Brooklyn, |10 A Uh- huh.
11 New York 11209, having first been duly sworn, 11 This is a copy of the subpoena that I
12 deposed and testified as foll ows: 12 received; right?
13 13 Q Vell, that was going to be ny question:
14 MR ALLEN Professor Enell, the 14 Do you recogni ze this docurment as the subpoena and
15 first thing we are goingtodois |'m 15 re-notice of your deposition?
16 going to introduce an exhibit. 16 A | think so, yeah. Yeah.
17 This will happen fromtine to time 17 Q And is it accurate to say you' ve appeared
18 during the deposition. There will be 18 to give testinony today in response to these
19 docunents |'Il ask you to exan ne and 19 subpoena -- this subpoena and this re-notice?
20 "1l ask you questions about them 20 A Yes.
21 So I've marked as Exhibit Nunber 1, |21 Q And that's the only question | have about
22 whi ch shoul d be in front of you. 22 that docurent. You can put it to --
23 Do we have the marked 23 A Ckay.
24 Exhi bit Nunber 1? 24 Q -- the side.
25 CORT REPCRTER  (ne nonent, pl ease. | 25 At the end of the deposition the court
Page 7 Page 9
1 (Whereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 1, 1 reporter will take all of the exhibits and will be
2 Re-Noti ce of Deposition for Philip 2 essentially the keeper of the record.
3 Bvel |, was narked for 3 A Got it.
4 identification.) 4 Q So | wanted to ask you if you have been
5 MR ALLEN And I'msorry, Rchard, 5 deposed before?
6 | brought another copy. Thisis just the | 6 A No.
7 notice of deposition, but the court 7 Q And before the deposition started, your
8 reporter has witten onit. 8 attorney and | were discussing the nature of
9 MR PANER | -- 9 depositions in your presence.
10 10 But, again, this is the making of a
11 Dl RECT EXAM NATI N 11 formal record for the court, so there are several
12 12 rules of the road we have to abide by precisely
13 BY MR ALLEN 13 because it is a very fornmal conversation.
14 Q This is the docunent -- 1'mgoing to 14 So in normal conversation, things |ike
15 represent to you that this is the re-notice of 15 you just did to nod or say "uh-huh" or "uh-huh" are
16 deposition. 16 perfectly normal and understandabl e.
17 Could | ask you to exanine the -- 17 But for the purposes of creating the
18 A Uh- huh. 18 record today, |'magoing to ask you to answer audibly
19 Q -- docurent ? 19 "yes" or "no," not with partial words or nods of the
20 A Gt -- get ny glasses on here -- 20 head to every question; is that clear?
21 Q And of course we want you to have your 21 A It's clear.
22 gl asses on, too. 22 And | would like to ask a question of
23 And this is agood tinme to bring this up. | 23 you; nay |?
24 |f at any tine you need nore tine to examne an 24 Q Absol utely.  You may ask ne a question at
25 exhibit -- 25 any tine.
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1 Although, |'mnot here to testify 1 used to use for professional Quil,
2 obviously, but -- 2 contact @hilipEwell.com
3 A O course. C course. 3 | went through Facebook direct messages,
4 If a question that you might want a yes 4 all pertaining to the subpoena and the questions
5 or nois asked and it requires some equivocation, 5 asked -- nay | look here --
6 that's okay on ny part to give such equivocation. 6 Q Pl ease.
7 I's that an accurate statenent? 7 A -- at this docunent?
8 Q | will leave that to the advice of your 8 MR ALLEN And | just -- let the
9 counsel . 9 record reflect the witness is consulting
10 For the purpose of this "deposation" -- 10 Exhibit 1.
11 deposition, | would say you nust answer a question 11 A -- wWith respect to the docunents
12 "yes" or "no" if there's a yes or no answer. 12 requested --
13 A Yeah. 13 BY MR ALLEN
14 Q If you can't answer it "yes" or "no," you |14 Q kay.
15 should just sinply state that and that woul d give ne | 15 A -- and listed at the end of the
16 an opportunity to ask you why. 16 subpoena.
17 A Perfect. 17 So | looked for relevant itens listed in
18 Q I's there anything that would interfere 18 the docunents requested. |, on advice of counsel,
19 with your ability to answer questions truthful ly 19 put theminto a PDF.
20 today? 20 Q And et me interrupt you.
21 A No. 21 I"'mnot going to ask you for anything
22 Q You are not on any drugs? 22 you' ve discussed wth your counsel.
23 A No. 23 A th- huh.
24 Q You are not suffering fromany illness 24 Q That woul d be privil eged.
25 that woul d affect your nenory? 25 A Uh- huh.
Page 11 Page 13
1 A Nope. 1 Q The fact that you di scussed sonet hing
2 Q Ckay. You al so understand the neaning of | 2 wth your counsel, that is not necessarily
3 taking an oath; correct? 3 privileged --
4 A Yup. 4 A Ch.
5 Q And that you are obligated to tell the 5 Q -- but the substance, any |egal advice,
6 truth? 6 just -- just soit's clear to you --
7 A Yup. 7 A Uhder st ood.
8 Q As you just did, please ask ne if you do 8 Q -- and for the record, | amnot going to
9 not understand a question or you have a question 9 try to ask questions about that.
10 about the question, so to speak. 10 A Uhder st ood.
11 No one has an interest in answering -- 11 Q And you may hear your attorney object
12 getting an answer to a question you didn't 12 fromtine to tinme but --
13 understand; is that clear? 13 A Under st ood.
14 A Yes. 14 Q -- I'mjust asking what you did to
15 Q Likewi se, if you don't ask a question for | 15 prepare?
16 clarification, 1'mgoing to assune that you have 16 [f you net with him that's fine.
17 understood the question as asked. 17 Quviously --
18 I's that also clear? 18 A Uh- huh.
19 A Yup. 19 Q -- nost wtnesses do --
20 Q Thank you. 20 A Uh- huh.
21 Can you explain for the record what you 21 Q -- if they have attorneys.
22 didto prepare for your depos- -- excuse ne -- 22 A Uh- huh.
23 deposition today? 23 Q But -- but please continue. Sorry.
24 A | went through personal e-nails froma 24 A So | put those into a PDF --
25 Qmil account froman old defunct account that | 25 Q Uh- huh.
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1 A -- submtted themto ny counsel. 1 Mssic. And at that tine | was applying to Ph.D.
2 Let's see. In preparation, anything 2 prograns and DVA prograns as a cellist, so | had a
3 else? 3 bit of afork inthe road: WII | becone a
4 That would be it. 4 professional cellist; will | becone a nusic
5 Q And the docurents you consul ted, were 5 acadenici an?
6 those produced in response to the subpoena? 6 | had offers for both DVA prograns and
7 A The PDF docunent, you are -- you are 7 Ph.D prograns --
8 asking about ? 8 Q CGan | interrupt you only briefly?
9 Q Uh- huh. 9 Can you state for the record what a DVA
10 A Yes. 10 is?
11 Q Ckay. Wre there any docunents you 11 A th-huh.  Doctor of Misical Arts.
12 consul ted which you have not produced in this -- in |12 Q kay.
13 response to the subpoena? 13 A And that's generally for per- --
14 A Not to ny know edge. 14 classical perfornmance people nostly in the United
15 Q (kay. D d you discuss your upconi ng 15 Sates. It's -- it's a degree that's not really
16 deposition wth anyone besides your attorney? 16 offered in countries other than ours.
17 A Wth ny wife. 17 Q And was there a degree you received from
18 Q Wi ch is al so privileged, incidentally. 18 the Conservatory of S. Petershurg?
19 So I'mjust going to move on. 19 A Acertificate.
20 Anyone el se besides your wife? 20 Q How long did it take you to earn the
21 A Wen | first got the subpoena, | 21 certificate?
22 discussed it -- | discussed it with the chair of the |22 A | was there for two -- over two years and
23 Department of Misic at Hunter College, Mark Spicer, |23 it was something of the order of a -- of a special
24 tosinply tell himthat this had happened. And we 24 certificate for foreign students who' d cone to do
25 had a phone conversation and that is the extent of 25 graduate work but it was really
Page 15 Page 17
1 that conversation. 1 perfornmance-oriented.
2 Q Snply the existence of the subpoena that | 2 Q Uh- huh.
3 the deposition woul d take place? 3 A So there wasn't a whole lot of classroom
4 A Exactly. 4 time as part of that certificate.
5 Q Did he give you any advice? 5 And then | decided ultinmately to enroll
6 A He did not. 6 at Yale Uhiversity.
7 Q Wiat did he say? 7 Q Uh- huh.
8 A "Thanks for letting nme know " 8 A That was 1994. And | finished with a
9 Q Ckay. That was a little bit of the 9 Ph.D innusic theory there in 2001.
10 prelimnary necessit- -- necessaries for a 10 Q Ckay. And so when did you return from
11 deposition. 11 S. Petershurg?
12 'mgoing to move on to ask you sone 12 A To start, in 1994.
13 questions about the basic background to your career. |13 Q (kay. So you were starting in
14 So coul d you briefly describe your 14 S. Petershurg in 1992?
15 educational career starting with your undergraduate |15 A Not quite. | first went in the sumwer of
16 degree on up through the present? 16 '91 --
17 A Yeah, of course. | went to Sanford 17 Q Uh- huh.
18 Uhiversity undergrad, graduated in 1989 with a 18 A -- to study language in Leningrad USSR
19 degree innusic. |'ma cellist. 19 Q Uh- huh.
20 So after that | was accepted to a nasters | 20 A | had a programto do | anguage -- to
21 programat Queens ol lege, Gty Lhiversity of New 21 continue language study that fall, but it was not a
22 York. Mved to New York. That was a two-year 22 good program This was QEE if |'mnot nistaken,
23 program 23 Qouncil on International Educational Exchange.
24 And | then went to Russia to study cello |24 And | ended upcomi ng back to DeKal b,
25 in . Petershurg, St. Petersburg Conservatory of 25 Illinois, whichis -- was ny honet own.
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1 And for the fall of '91, | was in DeKalb 1 tenure. | left before | did that.
2 and | studied cello and | did some stuff at Northern | 2 | got ajobin Naperville, Illinois,
3 Illinois University, studied cello with Marc 3 North Central College. | was a professor there for
4 Johnson. He was the cellist of the Vermeer Quartet. | 4 two years and wasn't so happy with the professional
5 And then it was January of '92. 5 professorship there.
6 That whole fall of '91 | was trying to 6 And that's when | went back on the job
7 get back to Russia because | knew | wanted to study 7 market. | found a job at Hiunter College, Gty
8 celloinRussia. And | was able to -- it wasn't 8 University of New York. And fall of 2009 is when |
9 easy because you needed to get visas and it was 9 began that position. And that's the position |
10 still kind of a Soviet transitioning -- right -- to |10 still have.
11 post - Sovi et . 11 Q And did you achieve tenure at Hunter
12 Q Uh- huh. 12 (ol lege?
13 A But | did get a visaand | went back in 13 A | did.
14 January of '92 to study at the conservatory in 14 Q What year?
15 &. Petershurg. 15 A 2016.
16 Q So you lived along with the Russian 16 Q And are you a -- did -- were you pronoted
17 peopl e the col | apse of the Soviet Unhion, it sounds 17 after that?
18 like? 18 A V@l I, tenure usually happens with
19 A Yes, kind of. | -- | was not there in 19 promotion fromassistant to associate professor, so
20 the fall of '91, which is when Leningrad became 20 | was -- | was both pronoted and tenured --
21 S. Petersburg. That -- 21 Q Uh- huh.
22 Q Lh- huh. 22 A -- in 2016.
23 A -- was Cctober -- 23 Are you asking if | was pronoted from
24 Q Uh- huh. 24 associate to full professor?
25 A -- when Gor- -- Gorbachev basically went |25 Q Yes.
Page 19 Page 21
1 onair and said, Ckay, peace out. |'mdone. 1 A And that did happen, yes, in 2021.
2 That was Decenber. That was Christnmas 2 Q Ckay. And that brings us up to the
3 Bve -- 3 present; correct?
4 Q Uh- huh. 4 A Interns of ny rank --
5 A -- actually of '91 and | was in the 5 Q Yes.
6 States for that. 6 A -- and professorship, yes.
7 But right after that in January -- first, | 7 Q And |'mnot interested in what you earn
8 second week of January, | was back in 8 or when you got pay raises or anything |ike that.
9 S. Petershurg. 9 But that's -- in terns of your fornal
10 Q (kay. And -- and thank you for that. 10 titles and your institutional affiliations --
11 And | think you said you were from 11 A Uh- huh.
12 Illinois originally? 12 Q -- that is pretty -- pretty much
13 A Yes. 13 encapsul ates your career?
14 Q DeKal b, I11inois? 14 A Yeah.
15 A Uh- huh. 15 Q Do you have any positions that are held
16 Q Now, after you graduated fromYale with a |16 across -- held at other institutions?
17 Ph.D in nusic theory, was it? 17 A No.
18 A Lh- huh. 18 Q Wat --
19 Q Can you fromthat point on briefly 19 A Sorry. | aman affiliate faculty at the
20 describe your professional career? 20 graduate center of the Aty University of New York.
21 A Yeah. | got ajob ultinately at the 21 Q And just for the record, the Gty
22 UWniversity of Tennessee, Knoxville. 22 Wniversity of New York is also referred to as
23 Q th- huh? 23 QNN --
24 A And from2002 to 2007, | wes an assistant |24 A Lh- huh.
25 professor of nusic theory there. Didnot goup for |25 Q -- and has nany different colleges;
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1 correct? 1 Q So-- and if | say SMI, you'll know I'm
2 A Yes. QY is the way it's generally 2 referring to the Society for Misic Theory?
3 pronounced. 3 A Correct.
4 Q And Hunter Gollege is one of those? 4 Q So | believe it was in 2019 that you gave
5 A Correct. 5 aplenary talk at the Society for Misic Theory;
6 Q I's that generally associated with 6 correct?
7 graduate teachi ng? 7 A Correct.
8 A At the graduate center? Yes, that's 8 Q And the title of that plenary talk was
9 associated with graduate teaching. 9 "Misic Theory and the Wite Racial Frame."
10 Q And when you say, "at the graduate 10 Ddl get that right?
11 center," is that part of Hunter College or that is 11 A No.
12 the Hinter Gol | ege? 12 Q Can you --
13 A It is not part of Hunter College. It is |13 A It was --
14 part of the Aty University of New York. 14 Q Can you --
15 Q kay. 15 A It was --
16 A So it is -- the Gty Lniversity of New 16 Q kay. Can --
17 York is a consortium | think they mght call it, of |17 A It was "Misic Theory's Wite Racial
18 roughly 24 different institutions. 18 Frane."
19 Q kay. 19 Q Thank you. Can you, if you renenber,
20 A And Hunter is one of them There are 20 tell nme the exact date of that talk?
21 about six four-year colleges, maybe nore. There are |21 A | can't tell you the exact date. | can
22 two-year colleges, there's a nursing school, school |22 only say that it was in Novenber of 2019.
23 of social work. 23 Q Vés it in the beginning of the nonth, the
24 And the graduate center is generally 24 end of the nmonth?
25 viewed as the doctoral granting institution within 25 A Vel |, SMI conferences are generally in
Page 23 Page 25
1 the Gty Wiversity of New York. They do grants and | 1 the first or second week of Novenber, so before
2 terninal naster's degrees, | think, as well. 2 Novenber 15. | nean, the date is -- we can find it
3 Q (kay. Do you belong to any acadenic 3 out pretty easily | think.
4 societies, professional organizations? 4 Q Sure. And | also understand the linmts
5 A | do. Society -- Society of Misic Theory | 5 of nenory. That -- that -- that's fine. It's not
6 and Anrerican Misicol ogi cal Society. 6 about that. |'mtrying to place it in tine.
7 Q Any ot hers? 7 A Uh- huh.
8 A | was a menber of the New Directions 8 Q And to the best of your know edge, how
9 Cello Association for many years. | think that 9 was your talk received at the Society for Misic
10 nenbershi p has | apsed. 10 Theory in 2019?
11 | was a menber of -- | mght still be a 11 A It was received very well.
12 nenber of the Society for Arerican Misic. And | am |12 Q How were you sel ected to give the plenary
13 a nenber of the Misic Theory Society of New York 13 talk?
14 Sate. 14 A There was a programcomittee and they
15 Q Ckay. That's an independent organization |15 wanted to have a session, | think already entitled
16 or is it part of the Society for Misic Theory, which | 16 "Reframing Misic Theory."
17 | believe you nentioned before; did | get that 17 Q Uh- huh.
18 right? 18 A The two peopl e on the programcomittee |
19 A That is cor- -- yes, you got that right. |19 remenber speaking with at sone point were Betsy
20 No, it is not a part of the Society of -- |20 Marvin and Danny Jenki ns.
21 for Misic Theory. It's what we generally call a 21 And | think that Joe Straus, ny col | eague
22 regional society. 22 at the QUNY Gaduate Center, had suggested ny nane
23 Q Cay. | -- | believe it was for the 23 to themat some point to be part of this
24 Society -- is it "for" or "of" Misic Theory? 24 multi-person plenary session.
25 A | think it's "for Misic Theory." 25 M ALLEN | don't --
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1 OORT REPCRTER | can hel p you. 1 That in-- infact is the -- the title of
2 MR ALLEN Can we go off the 2 thelong article --
3 record? 3 Q Uh- huh.
4 I'msorry, there's a technical 4 A -- that | had published -- it |ooks Iike
5 i ssue. 5 you have a copy of it there on the -- on the table.
6 THE VIDEORRAPHER ¢ are going of f 6 And -- and so "Misic Theory's Wite Racial Frane"
7 the record. The tine is 10:29. 7 was the distilled version of that very |ong paper.
8 (Wereupon, there was a recess taken 8 | had been doing that work going back to,
9 from10:29 a.m to 10:31 a.m) 9 | would say, 2017, 2018.
10 THE VI DEGGRAPHER V¢ are goi ng back | 10 Q th- huh.
11 on the record. The tine is 10: 31 11 A And | had shown it to sone col | eagues at
12 BY MR ALLEN 12 QNY and certainly Joe Straus was one of them
13 Q | apol ogi ze for the interruption for 13 Q th- huh.
14 technical difficulties. 14 A And he thought that this work was
15 | think you were in the mddle of 15 inportant, interesting, so that's why he presented
16 answering a question about how you had been selected | 16 it or suggested to the programcommittee that | be
17 to give the plenary talk in Novenber of 2019 to the |17 considered for this -- for this slot.
18 Society for Misic Theory? 18 Q And if you know approxinately how nany
19 A R ght. 19 nenbers does the SWI' have?
20 Q Can you continue wth your answer, 20 A 1200 is the nunber that sticks in ny head
21 please? 21 fromback then.
22 A Yeah. So Joe Straus had suggested ne to | 22 Q Uh- huh.
23 the programconmttee and as | nentioned, Betsy 23 A So plus or mnus at this point. Mybe a
24 Marvin and -- Hizabeth Marvin and Daniel Jenkins 24 hundred or two plus or mnus 1200.
25 were the two nanes | renmenber fromthe program 25 Q Isit international in scope?

Page 27 Page 29
1 comittee. 1 A The short answer is probably no in the
2 Q Uh- huh. 2 sense that there are international societies.
3 A And there were four people who gave talks | 3 So there's an International Misicol ogi cal
4 that day and | was one of them And Betsy Marvin 4 Society --
5 who is Hizabeth Marvin noderated that plenary 5 Q Uh- huh.
6 session. 6 A -- which is clearly international in
7 Q And all of the people you just mentioned 7 scope. But the Society for Misic Theory certainly
8 are nenbers of the SWI; right? 8 has nenbers who are not located in the Lhited States
9 A | can't say that they are nenbers now, 9 or who are not US citizens, soin that sense it is
10 but they certainly were at that noment. You needed |10 international.
11 to be a nenber in order to -- 11 Q Ckay. And approxinmately how | ong was the
12 Q Lh- huh. 12 talk?
13 A -- present at the conf- -- at the 13 A M talk was about -- I -- I think about
14 conference. 14 22 nminutes.
15 Q Wiat did you submt to this cornmttee or |15 Q Ckay.
16 panel for themto eval uate when sel ecting speakers? |16 A M portion of the plenary session was
17 A So | had been doing work that resulted in |17 22 ninutes.
18 that plenary talk and ultinately in a very long 18 Q And all of these talks, you nentioned |
19 article. The articleis titled alittle bit 19 think four in total, they were given at the same
20 different and | wanted the difference between the 20 tinme?
21 talk and the article so that there could be a 21 A Correct. V@I1, sequentially.
22 distinction between the two. 22 Q By that | mean on the sane day in the
23 Q Uh- huh. 23 sanme session?
24 A You had nentioned "Misic Theory and the 24 A Correct.
25 Wite Racial Frane.” 25 Q Ckay. And after you had given the talk,
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1 and by your account it was well received, was it 1 it's going to be a ballpark -- in the spring or
2 available online? 2 summer, let's say, of 2020.
3 A Yes. 3 Q Ckay. And who is Patricia Hall?
4 Q And is it still available online? 4 A She was -- was the president of the
5 A As far as | know no. 5 Society for Misic Theory at that tine.
6 Q Wy has it been removed fromits -- where | 6 Q I's she a professor as wel | ?
7 it was online before? 7 A She's a professor of nusic theory, yes.
8 A At sone point, | removed it nyself 8 Q Wer e?
9 because | was getting hate mail based on peopl e 9 A Uhiversity of Mchigan, | believe.
10 having viewed the talk. 10 Q (kay. And you don't have any indication
11 And at sone point | contacted | think it |11 that Tinothy Jackson sent you hate mail as -- in
12 was Patricia Hall because the entire session was 12 response to this, do you?
13 online and avail abl e open, nmaybe on a YouTube 13 A | do not.
14 channel -- 14 Q Q that he organized any of this hate
15 Q Uh- huh. 15 mil?
16 A -- via the SVI vebsite. 16 A That -- that | organized it?
17 | contacted Patricia Hall or -- yes, | 17 Q No, ny client, Tinothy Jackson.
18 think it was Patricia Hall as -- and she was the 18 A Yeah.
19 then-president of the Society for Misic Theory and | |19 Q You don't have any indication that he was
20 said, Gould you please remove ny 22 ninutes of the 20 organizing sone kind of hate mail?
21 talk because people are watching it and sending ne 21 A | do not, no.
22 hate nail that got quite aggressive, the hate mail. |22 Q Ckay. And | think you al ready answered
23 Q Uh- huh. 23 this, but then a longer article based on this talk
24 A And -- and she did. 24 was eventual |y published; right?
25 Vel |, the Society for Misic Theory did. 25 A Correct.
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1 Not inmediately, but -- but in-- in a fewdays | 1 Q And that article was titled "Misic Theory
2 think that's when the talk was taken down. 2 and the Wite Racial Frane."
3 Q Wien was this, again? 3 Correct?
4 A . 4 A Correct.
5 Q Wthin general terns, if you know? 5 Q And when did that cone out?
6 A | would say -- well, it was in 2020. 6 A | think that cane out sone tine in June
7 That's the -- 7 of 2020.
8 Q That was the tine the talk was up online; | 8 Q And that was published by the Society for
9 right? 9 Misic Theory?
10 A Yes. It was online after -- after 10 A Yes.
11 Novenber 2019, you know, maybe -- | -- | don't think |11 Q Wiat's the narme of their journal ?
12 it was imediately online -- 12 A Vel I, they have about five official
13 Q Uh- huh. 13 publications --
14 A -- until | had asked her to take it off 14 Q Ckay. WlI, what's the -- what's the
15 fromthe main Society of Misic Theory. 15 nane of the journal in which your article --
16 | should say here that | had clipped ny 16 A Misi ¢ Theory Online.
17 22 minutes and made it available on ny own 17 Q (kay. Ws it already agreed that the
18 professional website. 18 plenary tal ks woul d be published as papers in this
19 Q Uh- huh. 19 Misic Theory Online journal ?
20 A And that was easy for nme to take down. 20 A V¢l 1, ny plenary talk was not published
21 Since |l had put it up, | could take it down. 21 in Music Theory Online. That paper -- that paper,
22 Q Uh- huh. 22 as |'vesaid, is-- oh, gosh -- five, six, seven
23 A But the entire session was still 23 times longer than ny plenary --
24 available and because of the hate that | was 24 Q Uh- huh.
25 getting, | sent that e-nail to Patricia Hall -- and |25 A -- address.
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1 So that's not the sane -- the paper -- 1 published in Spectrum was that sent out for peer
2 the article that | see printed out over there, that 2 review before that publication?
3 was a separate thing fromthe plenary. 3 A | -- 1 don't know.
4 The actual plenary talks were in fact 4 Q Véul dn't you know as the author that your
5 published in Misic Theory Spectrum which is another | 5 article was being sent out for -- for peer review?
6 publication of the Society for Misic Theory. 6 A | -- one would think, yes, but | wasn't
7 Q Vs your -- was your talk in print form 7 that involved. | essentially subnitted what | had
8 published in the Spectrumjournal ? 8 read at the plenary address --
9 A Correct. Yes, it was. 9 Q Uh- huh.
10 Q So before we go onto the | onger 10 A -- probably -- probably to Mrianne
11 article -- 11 Weel don. Wiat she did as editor, | do not know
12 A Uh- huh. 12 Q Do you remenber responding to reviewers?
13 Q -- what was the process for publishing in |13 A | do not, no.
14 Spectrun? 14 Q And just for the record, can you describe
15 A | think the editor at that tine was 15 what peer review neans to an academc in nusic
16 Marianne Weel don -- 16 theory?
17 Q Uh- huh. 17 A Yes. Peer review generally happens --
18 A -- who was a professor of nusic theory at |18 it's often called singly-blind or double-blind.
19 the University of Texas-Austin. And she -- sonebody | 19 Q Uh- huh.
20 had gotten in touch with her to publish these four 20 A | don't call it that because to use the
21 plenary talks -- 21 word "blind" like that is ableist |anguage, which I
22 Q Uh- huh. 22 don't support.
23 A -- as a package. It generally has 23 | call it single or doubly-anonymous
24 happened -- |'ve been told; |'ve not really seen -- |24 review as they do in Russia, for exanple.
25 | -- 1 -- 1've never been privy to the 25 And a singly-anonynmous reviewis one in
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1 conversations -- it's general |y happened that 1 which the reviewers know the identity of the author
2 plenary talks at the Society for Misic Theory are 2 of the article.
3 published -- 3 And as you |'msure know, the
4 Q Uh- huh. 4 doubl y-anonymous review is one in which all
5 A -- in one of those two journals. Those 5 identities are wthheld.
6 are the main acadenic journals. 6 Q I dentities meaning the personal identity
7 But howit actually cane to pass, | think | 7 of the --
8 that was nore Betsy Marvin and probably Joe Straus 8 A The personal identity of the reviewers --
9 who were working with Marianne Weel don to actual l'y 9 Q th- huh.
10 see those plenary tal ks published in Misic Theory 10 A -- and the author of the article.
11 Spectrum 11 Q And so to the best of your recollection,
12 Q Ad | -- just toclarify for the record: |12 there was no doubl e-blind peer review of the
13 |s Spectruma journal that actually appears in 13 Spectrum publi cation?
14 print, like in a hard copy, old fashioned journal 14 A | didn't say that | -- | didn't -- that
15 print? 15 there was no review | said that | don't know
16 A | think it no | onger does. 16 Q You don't recall ever getting a
17 Q Uh- huh. 17 reviewer's connents?
18 A [t mght still -- they might still be 18 A That's correct.
19 burning off print copies. 19 Q You don't recall ever responding to the
20 Back then, | think they -- they still 20 reviewer's comments?
21 vere. 21 A Yeah, correct. O course.
22 Q kay. 22 Q You don't recall ever discussing with the
23 A But | think it's nore or less all online |23 editor peer reviews?
24 at this point. 24 A That is correct, yes.
25 Q And was that plenary talk when it was 25 Q And certainly, if there was such
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1 correspondence, that would be in your e-nail 1 A My | ask -- nmay | confer with ny counsel
2 sonmewhere? 2 onthat?
3 A Correct. 3 Q You confer with your counsel -- well,
4 Q Q other papers? 4 let's -- for the purposes --
5 A Uh- huh. 5 MR ALLEN Do you want to just
6 Q Did you do a diligent search of your 6 confer here or you want to go off the
7 records for those papers? 7 record so he can confer with you?
8 A Yes. 8 MR PANTER Wéll, | nean, it's a
9 Q D d you turn any up? 9 legal question as to what's responsive.
10 A Excuse ne. Can you repeat that question, |10 MR ALLEN Yeah.
11 pl ease? 11 MR PANTER | -- deponents usually
12 Q D d you conduct a diligent search of your |12 consult their counsel as to what is
13 records for peer review docunents of the Spectrum 13 responsi ve and what is not.
14 publication? 14 MR ALLEN  Unh-huh.
15 A | amnow | ooki ng at the docurments 15 MR PAINTER And there are a lot of
16 requested at the end of the subpoena and | really 16 e-nails that are in the possession --
17 looked at this request nunmber one, two, and three 17 MR ALLEN Sure.
18 and | don't recall seeing anything about peer review |18 MR PAINTER -- of Hunter
19 here. 19 Col | ege --
20 So | don't think that | specifically 20 MR ALLEN | understand.
21 looked for peer reviewin putting together the -- 21 MR PANTER -- that have not been
22 that PDF that | tal ked about. 22 produced. And | don't believe he's gone
23 Q You woul d agree that a docunent that 23 through those in preparation for this
24 discussed peer review of your paper that was 24 deposi ti on.
25 presented at the 219 -- 2019, excuse ne, plenary 25 So if you are asking about those, |
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1 address to the Society for Misic Theory woul d be 1 think that just needs to be very clear on
2 information concerning your plenary address; 2 the record that you are asking about
3 correct? 3 those and then he'd have an opportunity
4 A Yes. 4 to review those.
5 Q So that woul d be responsive to the first 5 BY MR ALLEN
6 request there, which asks for each record 6 Q And ny purpose here is to try to identify
7 constituting a communication that inplenents, 7 whether or not any such docunments exist?
8 nentions, discusses, or contains any information 8 A Uh- huh.
9 concerning your plenary address at the 2019 Society 9 Q If we need to followup, that's fine with
10 for Misic Theory's annual neeting; correct? 10 ne. I'mnot here to try to suggest you did anything
11 A Yes. 11 wrong.
12 Q kay. 12 In fact, this often happens in
13 MR PAINTER |'mgoing to ask for 13 depositions that you identify docunents that soneone
14 clarification as to what you nean by 14 wants, the other person didn't know they shoul d have
15 "record.” 15 got, sonething like that. Soit's really not about
16 Are these records in his possession |16 trying to inpugn your reputation.
17 or records in the possession of Hiunter 17 | just want to identify whether any such
18 ol I ege, which have not been produced? 18 review of the Spectrum publication happened.
19 MR ALLEN V¢ can discuss that off |19 So if there are such docurents they
20 the record. 20 certainly exist in one of two places, as far as |
21 BY MR ALLEN 21 can tell fromwhat you' ve discussed so far: They
22 Q But | just want to make a record here for |22 exist either in your own personal records or in the
23 the purposes of our deposition that if such a 23 records that are properly in-- in the control of
24 docunent was in your possession, that it woul d be 24 Hinter Qollege; is that correct?
25 responsive to the subpoena; do you agree? 25 A In control of Hunter College, yes.
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1 Q kay. 1 five articles that were going to appear in Misic
2 A Yes. 2 Theory Online on Kendrick Lamar's album To Pinp a
3 Q But as you sit here today, you don't 3 Butterfly.
4 renenber seeing any such docunents? 4 And there were a lot of things swrling
5 A Correct. 5 in ny head about nusic theory and how we have deal t
6 Q Do you renenber there being any 6 wthrace inthe past. And | renenber witing a
7 conplaints that publications of these plenary 7 very long -- so | was contacted by Noriko Manabe.
8 sessions in Spectrumwere not peer reviewed? 8 She's currently a nusic theory professor at |ndiana
9 A No. 9 University. She was one of the authors.
10 Q Do you have any reason to believe that 10 And they said, Wuld you please wite an
11 the Society for Misic Theory would not keep such 11 introduction to these five papers?
12 docunents thensel ves if they were generated in the 12 And | agreed. But the introduction that
13 process of peer review? 13 | originally wote was very long, 12-, 14,000 words,
14 A Can you repeat that question? 14 and it wasn't so nuch a traditional introduction to
15 Q Do you have any reason to believe that 15 five papers on Kendrick Lanar.
16 the Society for Misic Theory woul d not have these 16 But | -- | wote that paper, that
17 peer review docurents related to your article if 17 introduction, and ultinmately | pulled it -- | wote
18 they existed? 18 sonething conpletely different, which is available
19 A | don't have any reason to believe that, 19 online now, 4,000 words, Hey, this is a great thing.
20 that they would not have them 20 But that original response was the paper
21 Q And | guess conversely, would you expect |21 that ultinately became "Misic Theory and the Wite
22 the Society for Misic Theory to maintain those 22 Racial Frame." Sothat | wote Wnter/ Spring 2018.
23 records of past peer reviews? 23 Q Let -- let ne ask you a few questions
24 A Sure.  Yeah. 24 about that original -- what did you call it -- a
25 Q Ckay. 25 response to Kendrick Lamar?
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1 MR PANTER |'d ask you to 1 A It was an introduction --
2 clarify, are we asking about the article 2 Q I ntroduction?
3 or the talk, the plenary session talk? 3 A -- to five papers on Kendrick Lamar's
4 MR ALLEN | amtal king about the 4 third studio al bum
5 article that was published in Spectrum-- | 5 Q | see.
6 BY MR ALLEN 6 A It's called To Pinp a Butterfly.
7 Q -- which you said was based on the print 7 Q And you said that was published or it was
8 that was presented in oral format the plenary 8 not published?
9 address. 9 A It was.
10 A | would say nore than based on. | would |10 (h, the original introduction, very
11 say it was virtually a verbatim-- 11 long --
12 Q kay. 12 Q Uh- huh.
13 A -- replication of what | spoke. 13 A -- 12-, 14,000 words, | conpletely pulled
14 Q So | want to nove on a little hit. 14 that.
15 Now, you' ve testified that there was a 15 Q Uh- huh.
16 second paper which grew out of the research and 16 A That was not part of it. | rewote
17 presentation of the plenary talk which was published | 17 sonething conpletely different --
18 in Misic Theory Online; correct? 18 Q Uh- huh.
19 A Uh- huh. 19 A -- which is published as the
20 Q Can you describe how that paper cane to 20 introduction --
21 be published in Misic Theory Online? 21 Q Ckay.
22 A Yeah. So | nentioned that | began that 22 A -- to-- tothat, | thinkit's called, "A
23 work probably 2017, 2018. 23 Synposiumon Kendrick Lamar's To Pinp a Butterfly."
24 Q Uh- huh. 24 Q Wiere -- where was that published?
25 A And strangely, it began as a response to |25 A That was al so in Misic Theory nline.
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1 Q And was that article -- 1 Adam nor do I, quite frankly.
2 A If you -- 2 A Sure.
3 Q -- an introduction -- 3 Q So | think it helps to put it in
4 (Wereupon, the court reporter 4 context --
5 requests clarification.) 5 A [ wll --
6 BY MR ALLEN 6 Q -- without belaboring the point.
7 Q So we'll refer toit as "an 7 If they becone rel evant, Professor Ewell,
8 introduction"? 8 it will be ny job to ask about that.
9 A Lh- huh. 9 A Lh- huh.
10 Q Inits final form approxi mately how many | 10 Q But | do appreciate it when you give
11 words was it? 11 these descriptions in brief of who they are and
12 A 4,000 words. 12 where they are |ocated.
13 Q And 4,000 words in ordinary journal pages |13 So with that said --
14 woul d be about how much, in your experience? 14 A th- huh.
15 A | have no idea. 15 Q -- please continue descrihing the process
16 Q Vés that introduction peer reviewed? 16 of publishing "Misic Theory and the Wite Racial
17 A Yes. 17 Frane" in Misic Theory Online.
18 Q Wio were the revieners? 18 A Yeah, so the editor at the tine was Jeff
19 A | do not know It was -- it was 19 Perry.
20 anonynous. 20 Q Uh- huh.
21 Q It stands out in your mind that it was 21 A And there was sone very interesting
22 reviewed and you received the reviewers' comments? 22 back-and-forth. And this is something that |
23 A Uh- huh. 23 actually outline in a nonograph that | wote --
24 Q And you renenber responding to the 24 Q Uh- huh.
25 reviewers' comments? 25 A -- that cane out last year. And that
Page 47 Page 49
1 A Uh- huh. 1 nonograph is entitled "On Misic Theory and Making
2 Q Ckay. MNow, that is separate froman 2 Misic Mre VWl comng for Everyone." And |' mhappy
3 article that you eventual |y published in Misic 3 to-- to-- torepeat sone of those things here.
4 Theory Qnline called "Misic Theory and the Wite 4 So the reviews came back positive as --
5 Racial Frane.” 5 accept with revisions.
6 CQorrect? 6 Q Uh- huh.
7 A Correct. 7 A Jeff Perry and the Misic Theory Qnline
8 Q So just focusing on that paper, explain 8 teame-nailed ne, W are going to change this to a
9 the publication process in that case. 9 different decision.
10 A th-huh. So | subnitted that to Misic 10 And the decision was revise and resubnit.
11 Theory Qnline. And it took a fair hit of tine for 11 And that --
12 reviews to cone back. 12 Q And just for the record -- again, this
13 They canme back. They were positive. But | 13 nay be presented to peopl e who have no i dea how --
14 the editor at the tine, that was Jeff Perry. Jeff 14 A Uh- huh.
15 Perry is a nusic theory professor at Louisiana State | 15 Q -- the publication in academc journal
16 University. 16 works, but a revise-and-resubmt recomendation
17 Q Uh- huh. 17 neans, if | may sunmarize, V& like it but we want
18 A Does it help for ne to say that? Should |18 these revisions with these revisions; we'd like to
19 | be saying that, by the way? | -- you know, 19 see it again and then it will be published.
20 because you asked -- 20 I's that fair?
21 Q | appreciate it because you have to 21 A Yup, that's fair.
22 understand, thisis -- thisis likely to be or could |22 Q kay.
23 be shown to a jury -- 23 A Yeah.
24 A Yeah, fair. 24 Q And so fast forward to the next phase.
25 Q -- and they won't know these people from |25 A th- huh.
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1 Q Wiat happened next ? 1 correct?
2 A VeI, since you clarified what revised 2 A Yes.
3 and resubmt means, we often just say "R&R" 3 Q And in this case, you thought they did
4 Q Wi ch doesn't nean "rest and relaxation." | 4 the right thing?
5 A It does not nean -- 5 A Yes.
6 Q It neans more work for the professor? 6 | should al so add that any society
7 A Yeah, yeah. 7 honoring their own rules is inportant to ne.
8 h, let ne clarify what "accept with 8 Q And | understand fromyour statement that
9 revisions" -- 9 you consider yourself a -- basically, an honest
10 Q Uh- huh. 10 academc; right?
11 A -- at least neant at the tine. 11 A | don't understand that question.
12 Q Uh- huh. 12 Q Sure. You want societies to honor their
13 A It neant this article will be published. |13 own rules; correct?
14 Misic Theory Online said very clearly at |14 A Yes.
15 thetimein-- intheir language, If you get to 15 Q Prof essi onal societies that address
16 "accept with revisions," you can consider your 16 academ c work; correct?
17 article published and you can list it on your CV. 17 A Yes.
18 Q Uh- huh. 18 Q And you, yoursel f, consider yourself an
19 A So that's what that neant vis-a-vis the 19 honorabl e academc in that sense?
20 "revise and resubmt" -- 20 A Yes.
21 Q Uh- huh. 21 Q (kay. And this is a perfect exanple of a
22 A -- which is what you just outlined. 22 question being unclear and you ask for clarification
23 Q Uh- huh. 23 and | appreciate that.
24 A They changed the "accept with revisions" |24 A | appreciate the clarification.
25 to "revise and resubmt." 25 Q So | want to turnto -- so this article
Page 51 Page 53
1 And | took issue with that. And | began 1 was peer reviewed. It came back, Accepted but we
2 to-- | drafted a nemorandumto the chair of the 2 want a few changes.
3 publications conmttee at the tine. That was Brian 3 Then the editorial board, it sounds like,
4 Aegant, who is nowretired | think -- 4 changed that to revise and resubnit; correct so far?
5 Q Uh- huh. 5 A No, it was not the editorial board. It
6 A -- fromQerlin as a nusic theory 6 was the editors at Misic Theory Online.
7 professor. 7 Specifically, Jeff Perry and probably David
8 And | had a phone call with Brian Alegant | 8 Neuneyer --
9 regarding this case. And ultinately, | energed 9 MR ALLEN  Uh-huh.
10 victorious in this behind-the-scenes battle, let me |10 A -- retired nusic theory professor,
11 say -- 11 University of Texas-Austin, | think.
12 Q -- uh-huh. 12 BY MR ALLEN
13 A -- as to whether they were going to honor | 13 Q Lh-huh.  And then you pushed back on
14 their own rules and not change the goal posts. 14 that; correct?
15 Q R ght. 15 A Yes. Then | pushed back the editorial --
16 A Rght? O change the goal posts and get |16 not the editorial board, but the publications
17 away withit. 17 committee was the next |evel.
18 Q Lh- huh. 18 Q Lh- huh.
19 A So it was one of those two things. 19 A And this is a publications conmttee, by
20 Frankly, | thought that they would get 20 the way, of the Society for Misic Theory.
21 away withit. But | was alittle surprised, happily |21 Q Ckay. And you eventual |y prevail ed?
22 surprised, when in fact they decided to honor their |22 A Uh- huh.
23 own rules and publish this article. 23 Q They followed their own rules; right?
24 Q And so the Society for Misic Theory 24 A Uh- huh.
25 honoring their own rules, that's inportant to you; 25 Q And the article was eventual |y published
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1 after, what | take to be, sone few revisions? 1 fact created by white nen in the history of nusic
2 A Correct. 2 theory going back, well, centuries, frankly.
3 Q So | want to turn now and ask a few 3 And when you look at it froma racialized
4 questions about the substance of your article. 4 perspective, as | have, you realize that whiteness
5 | understand you may not have a verbatim | 5 plus nal eness, the concepts of whiteness plus
6 nenory of the article and it's been sone ting, 6 maleness, in fact give peopl e who happen to be
7 but -- 7 deermed white by society -- because, of course,
8 A Uh- huh. 8 whiteness as a concept is sonething that's been
9 Q -- | really want you to explainin-- in 9 wvery, very flexible over -- over the centuries,
10 general terns that can be understand -- -stood by 10 since it was created by humans roughly 500 years
11 the Jury, if you could, what is the white racial 11 ago, right -- it gives peopl e who -- who night
12 frane in nusic theory? 12 identify as such a great, great advantage because
13 A VlI, the right -- white racial frane is |13 people by default believe that a person who presents
14 fromsoci ol ogi st Joe Feagin -- 14 as white and nale are -- are nore inclined to be
15 Q Uh- huh. 15 like the great nusic -- so-called great music
16 A -- who's witten books called "Wite 16 theorists of the past; right?
17 Racial Framng," who's tal ked about this concept 17 And it in fact tells our students that
18 froma sociol ogical point of viewfor decades now 18 this is the nodel for what nusic theory shoul d be
19 And within -- within nusic theory, the 19 because quite literally 100 percent of the nusic
20 white racial frame is essentially an acknow edgnent |20 theorists we put forth in study were in fact white
21 that American nusic theory historically is deeply, 21 nen, rather than realizing that historically, going
22 deeply rooted in our own country's historic white 22 back hundreds of years, wthout question, the
23 suprenacy. 23 country that becanme known as the Uhited States has
24 Q So the white racial frane is about the 24 val ued whiteness over all other forns of races over
25 historical background to nusic theory in the United |25 non-whiteness, let's say.
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1 Sates? 1 And it's only nowthat we are beginning
2 A Yes, to a very large extent. Yes. 2 to unpack some of the racialized histories of nusic
3 Q Ckay. And how does the white racial 3 education and nusic theory specifically, whichis
4 frane justify the great array of privileges and 4 what | do, in order to unpack sone of the -- as
5 assets held by white Anericans? 5 you -- as you quote fromne, the array of
6 | believe that's a quote fromyour 6 privileges --
7 article? 7 Q Uh- huh.
8 A Can you repeat that again, please? 8 A -- that whiteness and nale -- plus
9 Q Sure. Howdoes the white racial frane in| 9 naleness -- |'mspeaking about whiteness because |
10 nusic theory "justify the great array of privileges |10 think that's where your -- your question is nore
11 and assets held by white Anericans"? 11 focused on that.
12 A In nusic theory -- in Arerican nusic 12 G course, | very clearly link this to
13 theory, it's manifested in many, nany different ways | 13 naleness and patriarchy in all of ny work because if
14 fromthe curricula that we put forth in the nusic 14 vyou actually study race, as | have over many years
15 theory classroomto the nusic theorists who have 15 now vyou realize that patriarchy is tied right at
16 been el evated to study and whose works we read to 16 the hip to the history of white supremacy.
17 the performances and the -- the pieces and the 17 Q Ckay. And is this a fair summary -- and
18 repertoire that we tell our students are the nost 18 I'mnot trying to put words in your nouths [sic] --
19 inportant in -- in their nusic educations. 19 but the fact that only white nen have witten,
20 Q And how does that justify the great array | 20 published the corpus of music theory up to the
21 of privileges and assets held by white Anmericans? 21 present inthe Uhited Sates, that that has propped
22 A It justifies it in the sense that 22 up white suprenacy in the Lhited States?
23 virtually all of the repertoire, until the last, 23 A No, that's not true. | -- | wouldn't say
24 say, five toten years, all of the repertoire, all 24 only white men because, in fact, people have
25 of the theorists, all of the ideas put forth were in |25 theorized nusic all over the planet since there's
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1 been nusic; right? 1 literally, would have been three-fifths of a person
2 V¢'ve only put forth a select fewin our 2 because of the Three-Fifths Conpromse; right?
3 country because historically, the -- the country 3 And --
4 that becane known as the United States is rooted in 4 Q And by that, you are referring to the
5 two twn ideologi es more than any other and those 5 fact that you identify as bl ack?
6 ideologies are white supremacy and patriarchy. 6 A Correct.
7 Q So these -- these doctrines of white 7 Q And people at that tinme certainly woul d
8 supremacy and patriarchy were responsible for 8 have identified you as black; right?
9 selecting the people in the United Sates who vere 9 A Qorrect. Correct.
10 considered nusic theorists? 10 Q And keep in nmind, this will be on video,
11 A Vel [, when you say "responsibl e for 11 so we are not naking things up and they'|l see you;
12 selecting," it alnost sounds as if there's, like, a |12 right?
13 fair egalitarian selection process that's going on 13 A That's great.
14 Dbehind the scenes. 14 Q (kay. So then that's what you are
15 And that's never been the case; right? 15 referring to?
16 It's -- it has quite literally been white nen 16 A Absol utely, yeah.
17 witing the rules. 17 Q Uh- huh.
18 It's not like in 1787 when the 18 A And so | probably woul d ask a question:
19 Constitutional convention was convened in 19 How coul d that not be seen as supporting whiteness
20 Philadel phia that there were 55 people fromall over |20 if -- if the Fugitive Save dause, which was part
21 the country and hal f of themwere wonen and over 21 of the original Constitution, and the Three-Fifths
22 here we have the Scots and over here we have the 22 Conprom se, which was part of the original
23 (herokee and the Hopi . 23 Constitution, quite clearly were anti-black in
24 No. No. MNo. W all know they were 55 |24 nature?
25 white propertied nen, about half of whomwho owned 25 And the first naturalization [aw from
Page 59 Page 61
1 slaves, and they wote a rul ebook, the Constitution, 1 1790 very clearly said, If you want to be
2 which benefited thensel ves. 2 naturalized citizen, you have to be white.
3 And to be honest, do you blane then? | 3 Q Uh- huh.
4 wouldn't do -- | -- | would have done the sane 4 A It also said you had to be -- you had to
5 thing. You had noney, you had education, you had 5 be a free white person, is the way they wote the
6 travel. 6 law
7 | don't blane sonebody 240 years ago for 7 V@l I, that's a white suprenaci st
8 witing a rulebook that benefited thensel ves. 8 structure; right. That's what --
9 That's hunan nature. 9 Soif -- if you're -- if you' re asking ne
10 This is -- there's not -- there's nothing | 10 whether the Gonstitution was witten with white
11 about blane here. 11 suprenmacy and patriarchy, by the way, in nind, ny
12 Q And -- and let ne ask a question about 12 answer woul d be unequivocably yes, it waes.
13 that specifically. 13 Q And that includes the First Anendnent to
14 And so in your view the Constitution 14 the Whited States Constitution?
15 itself was witten to support white nale privilege? |15 A The First Arendnent of the Constitution
16 A You keep coning back to the word 16 to free speech, | think, is one of the high water
17 "privilege" and that's not exactly the word | would |17 narks of our Constitution --
18 use. 18 Q Are you excepting that fromthe supports
19 Wite nal e suprenacy, | would use -- 19 of white suprenacy in your view?
20 Q Ckay. Wéll, let's use your words. 20 A | --
21 It was witten to the support white nale |21 Q Let me rephrase that.
22 suprenacy? 22 A Yeah, yeah, pl ease.
23 A Not explicitly to support white nale 23 Q Are you excepting the First Amendnent
24 suprenmacy, but it was witten with white nale 24 fromthe argunent you just nade about the sup- -- |
25 supremacy in nmind; right. | nean, I, quite 25 guess you didn't say "support” --
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1 MR PANTER That 1 Q Yes?
2 m scharacteri zes -- 2 A -- informng the Constitution of the
3 MR ALLEN Yeah, no, I'mtrying to 3 Uhited States?
4 get it right. 4 Q Yes. \W¢'ve been tal king about the
5 MR PANTER He didn't say the 5 white --
6 entire Constitution, every provision. 6 A Uh- huh.
7 MR ALLEN VeII, let ne ask hima 7 Q -- racial franme of nusic theory; correct?
8 questi on. 8 A Yeah.
9 BY MR ALLEN 9 Q And you --
10 Q I'masking if you except the First 10 MR PAINTER Correction. Alot of
11 Anendnent whi ch guarantees free speech fromthe 11 this has not been about the white racial
12 argunent that you nade about the 55, | believe, 12 frame of nusic theory. ¥ have been
13 white nmen, half of themslave owners, who were 13 tal king about the Constitution for at
14 advancing white supremacy at the tine of the 14 least five mnutes.
15 foundi ng? 15 BY MR ALLEN
16 A Yeah. This is a very interesting 16 Q And then we transitioned to tal king about
17 conversation. 17 the Constitution when | asked you how did this, for
18 | -- I fully acknow edge some of the 18 lack of a better word, ideology of the white racial
19 beautiful parts of the United States Constitution. 19 frame justify the great array of privileges and
20 M personal favorite is the 14th Avendnent witten 20 assets held by white Anericans; right?
21 by John Bingham a Radical Republican -- 21 A Uh- huh.
22 Q Wich is, of course, after the Qvil Wr; |22 Q Do you renenber that question?
23 right? 23 A Uh- huh.
24 A Correct. (ne of the reconstruction 24 Q And then we transitioned based on your
25 amendnents. 25 answer to a discussion of the Constitution and

Page 63 Page 65
1 He was a Congressnan from Chio, a Radical 1 the -- the lawin 1790?
2 Republican, and a white man, |'d like to point out 2 A Uh- huh.
3 for the record here. 3 Q Wiich | think we all agree is atrocious.
4 And the First Arendnent | think is a 4 A Uh- huh.
5 great amendment. | think the Second Anendnent is an | 5 Q And ny question then, returning to white
6 awful anendnent, personally, but now we are just 6 racial framng of nusic theory, | wanted to know how
7 getting into speculation and -- 7 those are connected. Howis the white racial frane
8 Q And we don't need to -- 8 innusic theory connected to the 55 founders, half
9 A -] - 9 of themslave owners, who drafted the Constitution?
10 (Wereupon, the court reporter 10 A V@I I, that's actually pretty easy to
11 requests clarification.) 11 answer. To race scholars like me, it's pretty easy
12 BY MR ALLEN 12 to connect dots to see how the white suprenaci st
13 Q VeI, | -- 1 want to -- | don't 13 foundings of the country are nanifested in nusic.
14 necessarily want to cut this short, but we have 14 Let's take the New York Philharnonic, for
15 other things to talk about and | -- | just wanted to |15 exanple. | think that's our ol dest synphony
16 ask you the question about the first amendnent since | 16 orchestra. It was founded in 1842.
17 you had nade those statenents about the 17 The first non-white person to play and be
18 Qonstitution. 18 accepted into the orchestra was 120 years later.
19 | wanted to return to music theory, if 19 Hs name -- he's a black violinist. Hs nane is
20 you don't mind? 20 Sanford Allen. He's still alive. He lives in New
21 A Pl ease. 21 York dty.
22 Q Wiat role did nusic theory have in -- in |22 ne hundred twenty years it took for them
23 formng the founders' drafting of the Constitution 23 to accept into the orchestra a person who was not
24 or the 1790 | aw that you nention? 24 vwhite.
25 A Wiat role did nusic theory have -- 25 Snce | know a | ot about patriarchy and
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1 the his- -- the patriarchal underpinnings of the 1 Misic theory is a crucial part of music
2 Uhited States as well, I'll sinply point out that 2 education. It has been, of course.
3 the first woman to be accepted to play in the New 3 Q So maybe -- let me ask ny question
4 York Philharnonic, not as just a per service player 4 another way.
5 but soneone who is part of the group taken in as a 5 I's -- is what you are saying or what you
6 tenured nenber of the orchestra, that was Steffy 6 were trying to advance in your article in Misic
7 Coldner. She was a harpist and that was in 1922. 7 Theory Qnline that the -- the enbedded racial
8 Soit took 80 years for themto accept a worman into 8 suprenacy in our founding docunents went on to
9 the orchestra. 9 influence nusic theory for generations to cone?
10 So if the questionis: Howdid the white | 10 A I't influenced absol utely every aspect of
11 suprenaci st underpinnings of a Constitution or just |11 Anerican life up to and including nusic theory.
12 the founding of the count- -- of the country affect |12 Q kay.
13 society wit large and, in ny case, nusic and nusic |13 A And it still influences these things
14 theory, well, just look at -- look at the New York 14 today.
15 Phi |l harnoni c. 15 Q I's it your -- also your argunent that
16 Look at the Metropolitan Qpera founded in |16 this white racial frane in \Wstern nusic theory has
17 1883. First opera witten by a black conposer 17 the purpose of uphol di ng white suprenmacy?
18 performed in 2021, four -- three years ago. That 18 A Vel I, thisis the first tinme you' ve used
19 was Fire Shut up in ny Bones by Terence Bl anchard, a |19 the word "VWéstern" and | -- | -- that's not a word |
20 very fine conposer and trunpeter. 20 really use anynore. This is sonething | unpack al so
21 Q So let ne interject for a second. 21 in ny monograph fromlast year.
22 | don't think anyone woul d seriously 22 The whol e concept of the Wst, it -- it
23 question that there has been a racial discrimnation |23 never happened before 1860 roughly. It -- the --
24 inthe WUhited States, at least -- not |east of which |24 the Vst was created out of thin air.
25 nmanifested ininstitutions Iike philharnonic 25 Wiy? Because Europe coul d no | onger
Page 67 Page 69
1 orchestras and so forth, just as you have described. | 1 ignore the noney and the power that slave |abor had
2 A Uh- huh. 2 generated in the United States of Arerica. In other
3 Q M question wes different. 3 words, Europe could no |onger ignore the Uhited
4 M/ question was: How did nusic theory 4 States of Anmerica.
5 informthis white racial frame that you described? 5 So we needed a termto link the United
6 Howdidthat informthe -- what you' ve described as 6 States to Europe. The Europeans needed a term
7 the racial suprenacy enbedded in the Constitution 7 frankly, and that termwas "the Vest."
8 and other laws dating back to the 18th century? 8 And that linked up the -- what we now
9 A Uh-huh.  Veéll, | -- | nentioned 9 call North America, which is usually considered to
10 performing institutions Iike New York Phil harnonic 10 be Canada and the United States, despite the fact
11 or the Metropolitan Qpera. 11 that North Anrerica is a continent that goes down to
12 Al of the people involved in those, they |12 the Panama- Col onbia border; right.
13 went to school and they |earned nusic theory; right. |13 So | personally don't use "the Wst" in
14 It was very nuch a feedback | oop in the world of 14 talking about sone of the structures of -- of -- of
15 classical music. It still isto avery large 15 nusic education.
16 extent, although we are naking sone very interesting | 16 And now, |'msorry, M. Alen, you'll
17 steps forward, | think, ina--in-- in positive 17 have to go back and repeat the -- the original
18 directions. 18 question because --
19 If in fact a student goes to an 19 Q Sure.
20 institution to learn nusic and they are told 20 A -- | lost it.
21 explicitly that the -- that white people's brains 21 Q So let's |eave any conceptions of the
22 are bigger because racial phrenol ogists proved it, 22 \eést since that seens to be something you don't
23 if they are told that black people couldn't possibly |23 Iike.
24 wite good music because they are black, well, 24 So this white --
25 that's part of nusic education. 25 MR PAINTER Correction. | --
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1 don't think he said he didn't like it. 1 Q And | asked if it keeps bl ack Anericans
2 THE WTNESS:  You are right. | did 2 out of nusic theory education prograns, such as the
3 not say -- 3 one you teach.
4 BY MR ALLEN 4 So let's then nove onto that question.
5 Q You don't like this term "Wstern"? You | 5 A Are you --
6 saidit's -- 6 Q I's that an argunent you woul d nmake, that
7 A | didn't -- 7 this white racial frane discrimnates against black
8 Q -- sonething like it was invented out of 8 Anericans by keeping themout of nusic theory
9 think air or sonething? 9 prograns?
10 A Yeah, | didn't say | didn't likeit. | 10 A | don't understand what you rmean by
11 said | don't useit. 11 "keeping out of."
12 Q Ckay. WlI, I'msorry if | interpreted 12 You nean |ike not being admtted to
13 sonething that you refuse to use as sonething you 13 study.
14 don't like, so | stand corrected. 14 Q Sure. It excludes then?
15 Let me ask the question a different way: |15 A I't excludes themas undergraduates or as
16 This white racial frame in \Ws- -- et ne see -- 16 nmasters or doctoral students?
17 white racial frame in what is contenporary Uited 17 Q Let's take themin turn. As
18 Sates nusic theory has the purpose of uphol di ng 18 under graduat es?
19 white supremacy; is that your argunent? 19 Do you know of any under graduates who are
20 A No.  No. 20 black Anmericans who wanted to study in nusic theory
21 Q Do you argue that the contenporary white |21 who were excluded froma programin the United
22 racial frame in classical nusic theory as it's 22 Sates because of the white racial frane of nusic
23 taught inthe Uhited States discrimnates against 23 theory?
24 bl ack Anericans? 24 A Vell, sol 001 often refer to history in
25 A Can you clarify what you nean by 25 these terns and now | woul d refer to Paul Brent, who
Page 71 Page 73
1 "discrimnates agai nst bl ack Americans"? 1 isthe first black student to study at Peabody.
2 Q Let's start with sone of the exanples 2 That was 1949. He was nost certainly excl uded
3 you' ve used. 3 because of his blackness but he did ultinately get
4 I't denies black Anmericans access to, say, | 4 in before that.
5 phil harnoni ¢ orchestras? 5 It was quite routine to exclude black
6 A You nean as nenbers playing in the 6 people fromconservatories and fromnusic education
7 orchestra? 7 because -- quite explicitly because of their
8 Q Sure, let's start with that. 8 bl ackness.
9 A It has, yes. 9 Carl Seashore was a music theorist at the
10 Q As students of nusic? 10 University of lowa who died years ago. He was
11 A | don't understand the question. 11 essentially a nusical eugenicist and he is -- his
12 Q As students in graduate prograns in nusic | 12 goal was to prove the inferiority of black nusicians
13 theory, such as you teach? 13 in the country.
14 A Coul d you give ne a full question? | -- |14 The reason |'mlaying out the history
51 -- 15 here is because it sounds |ike you want ne to answer
16 Q Sure. I'masking how-- or if music 16 sonething about today and | have a hard tine
17 theory, as you' ve described it having this white 17 answering such a question without |aying out a
18 racial frame, discrimnates against black Americans, |18 little bit of --
19 and you asked ne to be nore specific. 19 Q Sure.
20 A | asked you to -- to -- to explain what 20 A -- the history as to exactly how and why
21 you nean by "discrimnating bl ack Arericans," yes. 21 blacks were in fact discrimnated against in nusic
22 Q And | said it keeps black Americans out 22 educational settings in horrific ways, | night add,
23 of positions as perforning artists in philharnonic 23 going back to the 19th century.
24 orchestras, and you agreed? 24 But Paul Brent was 1949. That's not that
25 A Yeah. 25 old. M folks were alive in 1949. That's not that
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1 far in-- into the past. 1 admssion to undergraduate. You had al so nentioned
2 And it's not that much of a leap to think | 2 graduate school s.
3 that such discrimnation coul d have happened in the 3 So | want to continue with that |ine of
4 late 20th century. 4 questioning, if you don't mnd.
5 Now, if you are asking ne if | know 5 Do you know of any bl ack students who
6 specifically, 1'd have to think. | could probably 6 have been denied admssion to the University of
7 cone up with sone instances where it actually has 7 North Texas graduate programin nusic theory?
8 been part of the "do you get admtted or do you not 8 A Nope.
9 get adnmtted" -- 9 Q Do you know of any specific incident in
10 Q Uh- huh. 10 which ny client, Tinothy Jackson, has discrim nated
11 A -- "into this programas an 11 against a black Averican?
12 undergraduate, as a masters student, as a doctoral 12 A No.
13 student ?" 13 Q Any bl ack person, whether American or
14 Q So this is still happening today is -- is |14 not?
15 what you believe? 15 A No.
16 A If the question is racial discrimnation |16 Q Wile we are at it, do you know of any
17 is still happening -- 17 racist actions cormitted by ny client?
18 Q No, that -- 18 A No.
19 A -~ innsic -- 19 | would ask, | guess, just to define
20 Q -- wasn't ny question. 20 "racist" because | -- could you define what you nean
21 Are students bei ng excluded from 21 by "racist" as --
22 undergraduate prograns because they are black today? | 22 Q Wl I, this is sonething he's accused of,
23 A I'n under graduat e nusic prograns? 23 so | don't know how graduate students or faculty at
24 | think that it -- not explicitly, but in|24 the University of North Texas define that. Mybe
25 fact inplicitly yes, probably yes. 25 you coul d illumnate.
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1 MR PANTER Take a break fairly 1 Do you -- you know the fac- -- you know
2 soon? 2 some of the faculty at the University of North Texas
3 MR ALLEN You want a break? 3 in their school of nusic; right?
4 MR PAINTER Yeah, pretty soon. 4 A Yeah, a couple. The one that | knew best
5 THE VI DEGERAPHER  (kay. 5 was Hlen Bakulina.
6 MR PAINTER Brief break. 6 Q Uh- huh.
7 MR ALLEN Let's go off the record 7 A She's al so a Russiani st --
8 and take a break now It's fine. It's 8 Q Uh- huh.
9 11: 18. 9 A -- as aml -- who's no longer there.
10 THE VIDEQGRAPHER @ are going off |10 Q Lh-huh. Do you know what she neans by
11 the record. 11 “"racism?
12 MR PAINTER Just go to the 12 A And she's now associ ate prof essor of
13 bat hr oom 13 nusic theory at M@ Il University.
14 MR ALLEN Yeah, sure. 14 Sorry, could you repeat that?
15 THE IDEGGRAPHER  The tine is 15 Q Do you know what H1en Bakul i na neans by
16 11:18. 16 racist?
17 (Wereupon, there was a recess taken |17 A No.
18 from1l:18 a.m to 11:31 a.m) 18 Q Ckay. So back to the -- to questions
19 THE VIDEQGRAPHER V% are going back | 19 about the white racial frame in nusic theory, as
20 on the record. The tine is 11:31. 20 you've described it in your article, how has the
21 BY MR ALLEN 21 white racial frane in nusic theory inpeded your
22 Q Professor Bwell, | believe before our 22 career personal ly?
23 short break you were tal king about -- we were 23 A | -- before | answer that | just want to
24 answering questions about specific incidents of 24 once again highlight -- because you've said "white
25 discrimnationinthe field of nusic theory and the |25 racial frane" quite a bit, that's not ny -- | didn't
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1 come up with this -- this phraseol ogy. 1 white racial frame in Arerican nusic theory as
2 It's Joe Feagin who just retired from 2 you've described it inpede your career as a bl ack
3 Texas AM University as a sociologist. H's 3 American nan?
4 85 years old. He's an Amrerican icon, as a natter of | 4 A Ch, that's a vast, vast question.
5 fact. 5 The first part | would say, it's hard for
6 And so | really have to just kind of say, | 6 me to even know because much of anti-black -- much
7 1 didn't come up with white racial framng. That's 7 of anti-blackness happens behind the scenes. So
8 Joe Feagin. He's witten many books on this topic. 8 if -- if sonething didn't happen for nme, there's a
9 And, you know, so part of ne wants to 9 chance that anti-blackness mght be the reason why
10 say, V¢ should be reading his work because he's the |10 that happened.
11 expert on white racial framng. 11 So that's unclear to me how that m ght
12 And I'msorry, could you pl ease repeat 12 have happened.
13 the question about the white racial frame of music 13 Interns of howhas it affected ne, well,
14 theory? 14 |'ve already nentioned the fact that the article
15 Q V@I, by nentioning Joe Feagin you are 15 under question was -- they changed deci sions about
16 not suggesting that your articles weren't developing | 16 the revision -- about the reviews from"accept with
17 the idea of the white racial frame as it applied to |17 revisions" to "revise and resubnt."
18 nusic theory taught in the United States; right? 18 | believe that anti-blackness was, in
19 A No, they were very much -- 19 part, part of the reason that happened; right?
20 Q kay. 20 | believe that -- | had a very difficult
21 A -- using his ideas, yes. 21 tenure battle at Hunter College from2014 to 2016 in
22 Q Ckay. And | understand -- | think you 22 which the chair of the nusic departnent at the tine
23 would -- we all would agree that scholars build on 23 tried very, very vigorously to get ne fired,
24 the schol arship of others; correct? 24 sonething | just briefly mention in the introduction
25 A Yes. 25 tony -- ny nonograph |ast year. That, | believe,
Page 79 Page 81
1 Q I'mnost interested in the ideas that 1 was nost certainly driven by anti-blackness.
2 you' ve devel oped -- 2 S0 -- | even nentioned at some point in
3 A Uh- huh. 3 that book that it -- you know this two-year tenure
4 Q -- defining, elaborating, identifying the | 4 battle that | had to wage because this particul ar
5 white racial frane in nusic theory as it's taught in| 5 one person was essentially claimng | was
6 the Lnited States; is that fair? 6 inconpetent at what | did, and | do believe driven
7 A Fair, yes. 7 by anti-blackness, nobody should have to do -- go
8 Q And you' ve witten on that in your 8 through that; right. That's not sonething that a
9 article that grewout of your plenary talk in 9 white person should go through, that a -- or any
10 2019 -- 10 non-white person shoul d go through.
11 A Uh- huh. 11 But to bring it back to anti-bl ackness,
12 Q -- and it was eventually -- and pl ease 12 thisis historically part of the fabric of the
13 say "yes" or "no." 13 Uhited States; part that we will continue to work
14 Yes? 14 through together, | hope, and -- and confront and
15 A Yes. 15 nake things better for our children and
16 Q And that was eventual Iy published in your | 16 grandchildren.
17 article in Misic Theory Online; correct? 17 Q So you' ve given two exanpl es, this SMI --
18 A Yeah. Yes. 18 A Decision on the --
19 Q And in fact it has "white racial frame" 19 Q -- decision on your -- not the Spectrum
20 inthe title; correct? 20 article, but the -- the one we've been discussing in
21 A Yes. 21 Msic Theory Online; right?
22 Q (kay. So that's what |'mtalking about; |22 A Yes.
23 is -- can we agree on that? 23 Q I'n which you eventual ly got them in your
24 A Yes. 24 words, to followtheir own rules?
25 Q Al right. I'masking: Howdid the 25 A Correct.
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1 Q D d anyone ever say they wanted you to be | 1 Q Let's use your word, "anti-black."
2 converted to a "revise and resubmt" status because 2 A Correct. Ckay.
3 you were bl ack? 3 Q Isit fair to say "anti-black racisnm?
4 A No. 4 A | prefer "anti-blackness."
5 Q So that was just your surmise that it had | 5 Q (kay. Let's use your term
6 to do wth anti-blackness? 6 There was no evi dence that you know of
7 A Correct. 7 that anti-blackness led to individuals at Hinter
8 Q In the tenure dispute, which was a second | 8 (ollege to oppose your tenure?
9 exanpl e you gave fromyour personal life, you 9 A Qorrect.
10 nentioned, | believe, the chair -- 10 Q So, again, that's your surnise?
11 A The chair of the department. 11 A That you -- ny surnise -- ny -- yeah.
12 Q -- canpaigned to get you denied tenure? 12 Surnmise, ny -- ny -- ny belief.
13 A Correct. 13 Q kay.
14 Q D d he ever say that was because you were | 14 A Yeah, ny surnise.
15 bl ack? 15 Q And at the SV plenary session, you were
16 A No. 16 received quite well?
17 Q He said that was because you were 17 A Yes.
18 inconpetent? 18 Q That wasn't anti-black; right?
19 A Yes. 19 A That was not anti-black. Correct.
20 Q And you di sagreed? 20 Q Incidental |y, because you are a hlack
21 A V@l I, yeah, | disagree that | was 21 nman, do you enjoy the benefits and privileges of
22 inconpetent. 22 patriarchy?
23 Q Correct. And it seens the school 23 A Yes.
24 eventual |y agreed and sided with you? 24 Q But you --
25 A Correct. 25 A ['msorry, because |'ma man, not black
Page 83 Page 85
1 Q And you were granted tenure? 1 man. You said because |'ma bl ack nan.
2 A Qorrect. 2 Because |'ma man, cisgender, | enjoy the
3 Q Do you know of white professors at Hunter | 3 privileges of patriarchy.
4 (ol lege who have gone through sinlar struggles with | 4 Q ay.
5 tenure.? 5 A So -- so get rid of the word "hbl ack"
6 A Not simlar anti-black struggles, no. 6 there, please.
7 Q Let me rephrase that then because you 7 Q | believe you've argued in your article
8 yourself said you never heard anyone expressly say 8 in Misic Theory Online that a reforned Anerican
9 they were trying to deny you tenure because you were | 9 nusic theory should be anti-racist; right?
10 black; correct? 10 A ["mnot sure that's exactly how !l put it,
11 A Yes. And it's worth pointing out that 11 but you are not entirely incorrect.
12 that's alnost always the case with anti-blackness in |12 Q So what woul d an anti-music --
13 the Uhited States. It's a very rare person who will |13 anti-racist nusic theory | ook Iike?
14 say, I'mdoing this because you are bl ack. 14 A | wote in ny book, we cannot understand
15 That's just not the way anti-bl ackness 15 what anti-racismwll look like in nusic theory in
16 works. |'msure you understand that. 16 the future unl ess we understand what racist -- what
17 Q But neverthel ess, you had no evi dence 17 racismin nusic theory |ooked like in the past,
18 that there was specific racist ideas leading to 18 which is a slightly longer way of saying, | don't
19 peopl e arguing you were inconpetent when you were up | 19 really know what anti-racist nusic theory woul d | ook
20 for tenure? 20 like inthe future. W are all still trying to
21 A You used the word "racist." I'musing the |21 figure that out, in ny opinion.
22 word "anti-black." 22 Q (kay. You are witing a textbook on
23 Yes, the answer if -- if you're going -- |23 nusic theory now correct?
24 Q kay. 24 A Yes.
25 A Coul d you revise -- 25 Q I's that what -- something you state in
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1 vyour textbook, that you don't know what nusic theory | 1 Q Now, you argue in your article and
2 wll look Iike? 2 elsewhere -- article in Misic Theory Online that
3 A No. 3 Heinrich Schenker has been very inportant in
4 Q So you have sone idea of what it should 4 advancing this white racial frane in nusic theory;
5 look |ike; correct? 5 isthat fair?
6 A Vel |, yes, of course, based on the 6 A The -- yeah. |'Il go ahead and say yes.
7 textbook that |I'mco-authoring, yes. 7 Yes.
8 Q So what would an anti-racist Arerican 8 Q (kay. And how did he contribute to the
9 nusic theory ook |ike now today in 2024? 9 wait racial frame in nusic theory?
10 A Vell, again, | don't know what the 10 A Vell, of course since he died in 1935,
11 anti-racist nusic theory would | ook Iike. 11 and had virtual Iy nothing, you know, directly to do
12 | can tell you what we are doing in our 12 with American nusic theory, you have to draw a | ot
13 book which woul d certainly nore align with 13 of historical parallels, right.
14 anti-racismthan nusic theory textbooks in the past. |14 And so you first begin with his enigre
15 Should | say what the book is about? 15 students who cane over here, Hans Wéisse --
16 Q Tel | me what your book argues is nore in |16 Q Uh- huh.
17 line with anti-racist nusic theory in the present? 17 A -- woul d be the first nane | would
18 A VI, it's a music theory textbook, so we | 18 nention. But then Felix Salzer and Gswal d Jonas and
19 are not putting forth argunments about anti-racism 19 Enst Gster.
20 and anti-blackness. That's just not something that |20 Q Can | interrupt to ask you a question
21 wusually happens in a -- in anusic theory textbook. |21 about that group of scholars --
22 Q Ckay. That's fine. 22 A Uh- huh.
23 Now, | want to transition to talk about 23 Q -- you just nentioned?
24 soreone | know you studied in depth, Heinrich 24 A Uh- huh.
25 Schenker . 25 Q Al of themwere nusic theorists?
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1 You can assune that this case has 1 A Yeah -- yes.
2 Heinrich Schenker in its background in many regards, | 2 Q And were they all Jewish inmgrants to
3 so l'mnot going to ask you to describe who Heinrich | 3 the Whited States?
4 Schenker was and is. 4 A That | don't know
5 But 1 can assunme for the record that you 5 Q kay.
6 are very fanmliar with the work of Heinrich 6 A The reason | hesitated about nusic
7 Schenker? 7 theorists is because the term"nusic theorists" was
8 A Lh-huh.  Yes. 8 not so well defined back then. They probably woul d
9 Q And he was an Austrian, Jew sh nusic 9 have said that they were a -- their specialty was
10 theorist bornin the niddle of the 19th century and | 10 nusikw ssenschaft, which is --
11 lived into the early third of the 20th century; 11 Q And that neans "the science of nusic,"”
12 correct? 12 correct?
13 A 1868 to 1935. 13 A Exactly. Yeah. "Muisicology," was what
14 Q Gkay. And he ended his life in M enna, 14 we say.
15 inthe center of the state of Austria? 15 Q You just used a German word --
16 A He ended his life makes it sounds |ike he | 16 A For nusi col ogy --
17 comitted suicide. 17 Q e of these inpossible German words that
18 Q ['mnot -- | mean his life came to an end | 18 is about |onger than the al phabet ?
19 in Austria; correct? 19 A Yes. Yes.
20 A Qorrect. 20 Q Ckay.
21 Q In Vi enna? 21 A And you can keep making them |l onger by
22 A As far -- as far as | know | -- I'm-- |22 adding stuff at the end or the beginning. That's
23 I'mnot a -- really a Schenker historian like that. |23 correct.
24 Q Uh- huh. 24 Q Thank you.
25 A But | do believe he died in Vienna, yeah. |25 So pl ease continue.
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1 | -- | had asked you how Heinrich 1 "tonal music" isin-- inways that a-- an utter
2 Schenker contributed to the white racial frane and 2 layperson can understand?
3 you were discussing his students who cane to the 3 A So if you had asked ne that ten, 15 years
4 United States? 4 ago, | would have said sonething |ike, tonal nusic
5 A Yeah. But the question, when you say how| 5 is nusic wittenin a key like Cnajor or D mnor
6 Heinrich Schenker contributed, it's a very active 6 that noves -- that has what we in nusic theory call
7 voice you are using. 7 triads and harnonies and chords that nove in a
8 And in fact, you can't use that active 8 certain logical progression within a key of -- in
9 voice at all because Heinrich Schenker hinsel f 9 nusic; right.
10 didn't contribute to our white racial frame in the 10 Typi cal conposers of such tonal nusic
11 sense that we in Anerica created a systemof nusic 11 would be, for exanple, names that the Jury probably
12 theory which has, as Joe Feagin woul d say, a very 12 knows: Johann Sebastian Bach, Ludwi g van Beethoven,
13 pro-Wite subfrane of the white facial frane. 13 Wl fgang Anadeus Mzart, for exanple.
14 And -- and the ideas of tonal music were |14 And tonal nusic represented a roughly
15 very often understood through sone of the nusical 15 200 -- let's call it, 250-year period fromthe late
16 theories that Heinrich Schenker put forth. 16 17th century, call it, 1650, wth conposers |ike
17 But to say, Howdid he contribute to the |17 wth Arcangelo Gorelli up through, let's say, 1900,
18 white racial frame, that's -- you are using the 18 roughly.
19 active voice there that | just disagree with. 19 Today | woul d give a different answer
20 It's -- 20 because that very much is part of nusic theory's
21 Q kay. 21 hegenony in promoting what essentially is a white --
22 A He didn't. 22 white racially franmed way of conceiving of tonal
23 Q So -- and thank you. 23 nmusic or tonality; right.
24 You nentioned tonal nusic? 24 Q And by "hegenony, " you nean a systemt hat
25 A Uh- huh. 25 nmaintains its own power?
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1 Q Can you pl ease describe for the Jury and 1 A [t's own power, yes.
2 for the Court here on this record what is -- in 2 Q Uh- huh.
3 terns of absolute -- you know someone with no 3 A Yeah. O course we haven't nentioned --
4 know edge of nusic theory woul d be able to 4 | haven't nentioned the term"col onial" or
5 understand, such as nyself, for instance. 5 colonialization." That's often a termused in
6 What -- what does that mean? Wat is 6 acadenic circles with --
7 tonal nusic? 7 Q V@l I, let's |eave that aside and get back
8 A VI, that's a -- it's a great question 8 tothe definition of "tonal nusic" as you woul d
9 andit's a very -- you know, do you -- do you want 9 define it today?
10 the short, mddle, or |ong answer? 10 A Yes, thank you.
11 ['mgoing to try to go for the -- 11 So as far as | know all peoples on our
12 Q Vel I, please, a brief -- you know just 12 planet have nusics; right? And if nusic has
13 for the record -- 13 frequencies -- frequencies are -- are in nusic what
14 A Yeah. 1'll try to go -- 14 we call pitches; right?
15 Q -- again, for the -- 15 Q You mean the actual frequency of the
16 A "Il go -- 16 sound?
17 Q -- record, but again -- 17 A O the sound.
18 A -- kind of mddle -- nmdde length. 18 Q Li ke the sound waves --
19 Q It makes it hard on him That's why we 19 A Exactly.
20 can't speak over each other. 20 Q Ckay. Sorry, go ahead.
21 A Vs it -- 21 A Aty -- any -- any sound has a frequency.
22 Q | apologize. And it was ny fault. 22 (Wereupon, the wtness taps the
23 But let ne rephrase ny question. 23 table.)
24 A Lh- huh. 24 A That --
25 Q So briefly describe for the record what 25
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1 BY MR ALLEN 1 nmusic theorists often talk about.
2 Q | just want -- 2 Functional neans that the chords have
3 A -- has a frequency. 3 certain characteristics and -- and progressions that
4 Q -- to be clear that you are not talking 4 they follow Soit's awordthat we just use in
5 about the frequency wth which nusic is heard or 5 nusic theory.
6 something like -- you know, the -- the oftenness, if | 6 Rat her than thinking that functional
7 that -- 7 tonality is in fact the foundation for nusic theory
8 A Correct. 8 inthe Whited Sates of Anerica, | nowsay that it
9 Q So let's -- nowthat we have cleared up 9 is a foundation.
10 that, | apol ogi ze -- 10 Q Uh- huh.
11 A Uh- huh. 11 A And this sinple granmatical shift from
12 Q --and I'll stop interrupting you. @ 12 "the foundation" to "a foundation" --
13 ahead. 13 Q Uh- huh.
14 A Yeah, |'mtalking about acoustics and 14 A -- whichit is --
15 physics and -- 15 Q Uh- huh.
16 Q Uh- huh. 16 A -- actually has caused a | ot of panic
17 A -- in physics, frequency is called "Nu," |17 behind the scenes because a lot of people don't want
18 vyou know, the Qeek letter -- 18 to acknow edge that there are many others, that they
19 Q Uh- huh. 19 represent very interesting rich nusic theory
20 A -- that goes like that? 20 traditions, potentially, and that we -- a country of
21 Q Yeah. 21 30 -- 330 mllion people coning fromall over the
22 A That's -- 22 planet and sone of whomwere here before peopl e
23 Q Pl ease -- 23 started arriving, right, indigenous folks -- have
24 A So if sonebody says, “Wiat's new?" 24 ways of thinking about nusic that are all valid and
25 You say, "Frequency." 25 very interesting.
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1 That's a joke. 1 Q So everyone can have their own private
2 Q That's a nusic theory joke? 2 nusic theory; is that what you nean?
3 A That's -- that's a nusic theory joke. 3 A If you got rid of the word "private," |
4 Q Fair. 4 would agree with that statenent.
5 A And when nusi cs have freg- -- soundi ng 5 Q Back to Heinrich Schenker, he is one of
6 frequencies, which vib- -- any vibrating body will 6 the primary nusic theorists of tonal nusic, as you
7 produce, right? -- 7 describedit, originally as -- let's say, this
8 Q Uh- huh. 8 period fromthe enlightennent to the late 19th
9 A -- it has potential tones and tonality; 9 century that you described?
10 right? 10 Enl i ght enment being the 18th century,
11 So in other parts of the world, the 11 sorry?
12 nost -- two of the nost devel oped such systens | 12 A And you said, Qne of the nost
13 could cite here would be ragas in the Indian 13 inportant -- is that what you -- nusic theorists?
14 subcontinent or different magamsystens in Turkey 14 Q Yes.
15 and the Mddl e East and Jordan in Arabic nagans -- 15 A Yes, | think that Higo R emann woul d be
16 Turkish and Arabic nagans, for exanple. 16 slightly nore inportant.
17 Q Uh- huh. 17 Q kay.
18 A Many, many, many centuries of tonalities |18 A Hei nrich Schenker was very much an
19 which are just not the same as the Bach, 19 Anerican phenomenon. For nost of the rest of the
20 Beethoven -- 20 world --
21 Q Lh- huh. 21 Q Lh- huh.
22 A -- functional tonality. 22 A -- dealing with the Bach through Brahns,
23 So in other words, rather than saying 23 is what we sonetines call canonic conposers or
24 that -- you'll note that | put the word "functional" |24 common practice conposers. There's several ways --
25 infront of "tonality," which is sonething that we 25 Q th- huh.
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1 A -- of talking about that -- those 1 Docunents Online of the word "race"?
2 conposers. Higo Remann and his theories actually 2 A | believe so.
3 were nore inportant than Heinrich Schenker. 3 Q And is 57 nentions out of thousands of
4 Anerican nusic theorists night not want 4 pages representative of an intellectual's work over
5 to acknow edge that, but that's a true statenent. 5 their lifetine?
6 Q And you exanined his -- | think it's 6 A In terns of talking about human race, |
7 called Schenker Docunents Qnline. 7 think it's significant.
8 Can you describe briefly what that is? 8 Q kay.
9 A As far as | know-- | don't even know 9 A Ad it -- | would add that | don't think
10 where it's housed -- but it is -- he was a very 10 every nention of the word "race” -- Rasse in
11 prolific witer -- 11 German -- was necessarily about human race, but the
12 Q Uh- huh. 12 wvast majority -- you -- you coul d say, like, a race
13 A -- Heinrich Schenker was. And aside from| 13 between a turtle and a tortoise or something; right?
14 his nain works, Harnonielehre, and Kontrapunkt, and |14 So that's -- it's not always hunan race, but it
15 Freie Satz, Free Conposition -- those are his three |15 virtually al ways waes.
16 nmain works; Gounterpoint is in two vol unes -- 16 Q CQorrect.
17 Q Uh- huh. 17 And you nmention a -- a-- well, what is
18 A -- there are diaries and |l etters and 18 that? It's not a synonym
19 correspondence and -- and essays and introductions 19 | mean, race -- running a race and "race"
20 and forwards and nmany ot her things. 20 neaning --
21 As far as | understand, Schenker 21 A Hinan race.
22 Docunents Qnline is a repository -- an online 22 Q -- N neteenth century conceptions of skin
23 repository of nany of those docunents transcribed 23 color in race, those are the sane word in English,
24 fromGerman and then translated by several peopl e 24 but they're not in German, are they?
25 into English. 25 A Correct.
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1 Q So a layperson could find this online? 1 Q Véttrennen is the word in German for
2 A | think so, yeah. 2 "race"; right?
3 Q And a | ayperson who didn't even speak 3 A | do not know
4 Gernman, which was Schenker's | anguage, coul d al so 4 Q How wel | you know Ger man?
5 read these translations? 5 A |'ve got a reasonabl e readi ng know edge.
6 A Correct. 6 Q Vre you reading the Schenker Docunents
7 Q And they are in side by side, you have 7 ilineinthe original or were you relying on the
8 the original text and then the translation side by 8 translation?
9 side? 9 A | was relying on the translations, but I
10 A Correct. 10 did check with the originals as | did that.
11 Q Thank you. 11 Q And vere all the nentions of race in
12 And approxi matel y how many pages of 12 Schenker's Schenker Docunments Online negative?
13 Schenker's original witings are online inthis -- | |13 A | can't recall.
14 think it's called the Schenker Docurments Qnline 14 Q Di sparagi ng of bl ack peopl e?
15 Archive? 15 A | can't recall.
16 A | have no idea. 16 Q But you still maintain that the 57
17 Q If | saidit was approxinately 6,000 17 nentions out of sonething |ike 6,000 pages, if
18 pages, would that -- do you think that's inaccurate? | 18 that's accurate, is neverthel ess very significant;
19 A | really couldn't say. 19 correct?
20 Q Do you have any reason to believe it's 20 A | did not say "very significant." | said
21 not thousands of pages? 21 "significant."
22 A | have no reason to believe that it is 22 Q It's not cherry picking these 57 nentions
23 not thousands of pages. 23 out of all those pages?
24 Q And | believe in your witings you said 24 A | obviously was trying to find instances
25 you'd identified 57 nentions in the Schenker 25 where Heinrich Schenker had nentioned race.
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1 Q If you searched some word |ike "tone" -- 1 relationship at all in-- with respect to Heinrich
2 what's the Gernman word for "tone"? 2 Schenker.
3 A Tone -- it's "ton," t-o-n -- but -- 3 Q Ckay. So you woul d agree with Tinothy
4 Q If you searched the -- the Schenker 4 Jackson in that regard?
5 Docunents Online for the word "tone," just give a 5 A | do not know
6 guesstinate of how nmany tines that woul d appear in 6 Q Have you argued that Heinrich Schenker
7 Schenker's work? 7 had a very hierarchal theory of tones?
8 A | really couldn't do that. 8 A |'ve argued that he had a hierarchical
9 Q Do you think it would be more than 577 9 theory of -- of understanding tonality and --
10 A Probabl y. 10 Q Can you pl ease describe that in terns
11 Q Alot nore? 11 that a layperson coul d understand, for the record?
12 A | couldn't say. 12 A V@I I, his entire systemof nusic theory
13 Q You do argue that Schenker's nusic theory | 13 was extrenely hierarchical; right? And he found
14 was anti-black; correct? 14 levels of hierarchies in what he woul d consider to
15 A | argue that there are el enents of 15 be master works; right?
16 anti-blackness in his nusic theories. 16 Q Like the great Bach, Beethoven, and so
17 Q Wiat' s the connection between Schenker's |17 forth?
18 anti-black ideology, if we want to call it that, and | 18 A Exactly.
19 his ideas of nusic theory as it applies to tonal 19 Q kay.
20 nusic? 20 A There were 12 on his list, 12 conposers.
21 A | don't think he thought that nuch about |21 And he woul d find these -- well, he
22 black nusic just for the sinple reason that he 22 called themSchichte -- these |ayers of -- of -- of
23 didn't think that it was worth attention. 23 hierarchies, right, and all great nusic woul d
24 So the -- 24 exhibit these layers and of course they were
25 Q Let me ask ny question again because | 25 fundanental structures. V¢ all know that.
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1 think that's a different -- that's an answer to a 1 Just for the layperson, the fundanental
2 different question. 2 structure is a struct- -- the tonal structure of a
3 ['mnot inplying that you are doi ng 3 so-called great piece of nusic.
4 anything bad here; | just want an answer to a 4 Q I's that what sone piece mght refer toif
5 different question. 5 they say it's wittenin Cninor or whatever it --
6 Wiat' s the connection between his 6 A No, that --
7 anti-blackness and his music theory? 7 Q It's not?
8 Not what's the -- you know, | don't know | 8 A That's just a key; right. So Cninor is
9 if he was hostile to black nusic or not, but | -- 9 a key.
10 you have argued that he was anti-bl ack. 10 But if it's a Cninor, a piece by
11 A I -- 11 Beethoven, well, then, a priori, it's going to be a
12 Q Correct? 12 great masterwork because he was one of the 12
13 A [ -- I"Il just repeat what | said. | 13 conposers whom Hei nrich Schenker el evated above al |
14 believe that there are strong el enents of 14 others.
15 anti-blackness within his theories -- 15 Q Uh- huh.
16 Q Uh- huh. 16 A And it would then exhibit these
17 A -- and that he nmade comments as | 17 structural layers, it would exhibit this fundarental
18 cited -- 18 structure that -- with a sinple harnonic notion from
19 Q R ght. 19 atonic to a domnant to atonic with a melodic
20 A -- inny work that were unequivocal |y 20 dissent of scal e degrees above that.
21 anti-black. 21 That's inside nusic theory basebal |, but
22 Q Ckay. And what's the rel ationship 22 that is part of his -- well, it's sone of the nost
23 between his anti-blackness as it was expressed in 23 basic parts of his nusic theory.
24 his work and his nusic theory of tonal nusic? 24 And yes, hierarchy was extrenely
25 A | don't think that there's much 25 inportant.
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1 Q Ad soisit fair, | guess, fromny -- ny | 1 Q Sois it true that you have argued -- and
2 very uninfornmed understanding of nusic theory, isit | 2 I'mgoing to quote fromyour article in Misic Theory
3 fair to say that in his theory, certain tones were 3 nline -- "the notion of hierarchy of a strict
4 subordinate to others in the structure of an entire 4 ordering of the tones of conposition is so
5 nusical piece? 5 thoroughly consistent with Schenker, his deeply
6 A Yes. 6 conservative outlook on life and culture, that it is
7 Q And woul d those vary from conposition to 7 difficult to uncouple his theory entirely fromtwo
8 conposition, or was it always the case that there 8 of his nost consistently expressed i deol ogi cal
9 was a superior tone? 9 stances: (ne, the centrality of the German people
10 A Vell, it would always be the case that it |10 in European culture; and two, the steady decline of
11 woul d cone down to one of three fundamental 11 culture and political order in Europe since the late
12 structures that he concei ved. 12 18th century."
13 Q (kay. And howis that related to 13 A Those are not ny words. Those are the
14 anti-bl ackness? 14 words of WIliamDrabkin, a very immnent Schenker
15 A V@l I, you could read ny book and you'd 15 schol ar, so you shoul d check your source there.
16 probably get some ideas of howit mght be related. |16 | quoted --
17 But you are asking a very specific 17 Q D d you quote hin?
18 question about Heinrich Schenker's music theories -- |18 A I'maquoting himbut --
19 Q And its hierarchy? 19 Q Did you quote himpositively? You agree
20 A -- and its hierarchies. 20 with that?
21 And the way that | woul d answer that 21 A Vére you suggesting that | had witten
22 question is to say, again, Heinrich Schenker died in |22 that?
23 1935 and he, as far as | know never traveled to the | 23 Q I think it's in your article; correct?
24 Whited States of Anmerica. 24 A Yeah, but -- but | didn't wite those
25 What we have done since then in the 25 words.
Page 107 Page 109
1 ensuing 85 -- yeah, 90 years is create a system of 1 Q Ckay.
2 nusic theory that very much has relied on Heinrich 2 A You are aware of that; right?
3 Schenker's beliefs. Hs nusic theory -- nusic 3 Q | -- 1 don't knowif you did or not.
4 theoretical beliefs. 4 I'"mcertain that you included themin
5 And in that 90 years, there have been 5 your article.
6 strains of, among other things, anti-blackness, 6 So ny question -- and this is a good
7 anti-womanness. And it very much represents what, 7 chance for you to clarify for the Court -- you
8 again, I'll call it, the pro-white subframe of music | 8 quoted another author's work; right?
9 theory's white racial frane. 9 A | did.
10 Q So what's the relationship between the 10 My | ask --
11 hierarchal nature of his theory of tones and this 11 Q Approvi ngl y?
12 anti-blackness, anti-wonanness that you've just 12 A -- a question?
13 sub -- described? 13 May | ask a question?
14 A That's sonething that -- that, you know, |14 Q No.
15 one woul d need so long to explain that. | nean, 15 A .
16 this is a deposition. 16 Q I masking the question.
17 And | just have to fall back to the 17 A Ch, okay.
18 history and -- and sinply say that over 90 years, we |18 Q I'masking if you approve of that
19 have created a systemof tonal understanding based 19 statenent?
20 largely on Heinrich Schenker's theories in the 20 A May | ask a clarification?
21 lhited States of America in which the works of white |21 Q Sure.
22 nmen -- 12 for him-- but nore broadly the concepts 22 A You just said you don't know whether |
23 of whiteness and nal eness are held in higher regard |23 wote those words or not.
24 than those conposers who may not have identified as |24 And |'mtelling you that | did not
25 both white and nal e. 25 wite -- wite the words that you just spoke.
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1 Therefore, the -- the clarification is: 1 quot ati on.
2 Do you actual Iy not understand that those were not 2 MR ALLEN Let ne -- let ne do that
3 ny words that you just -- 3 after our next break.
4 Q | think | said -- 4 MR PANTER (kay.
5 A -- read? 5 M ALLEN W wll dothat --
6 Q And I"'mnot sure if | did say this -- | 6 M PANER Soit's a block
7 think | said, You argued; okay? 7 quotation --
8 And |'mnot disputing that you wote them| 8 MR ALLEN Correct.
9 or not. 9 MR PANTER It's very helpful if
10 A Uh- huh. 10 it were part of it --
11 Q If you say you quoted another author's 11 MR ALLEN Sure.
12 work, that's perfectly normal in acadenic 12 MR PAINTER -- then we woul d
13 schol ar shi p. 13 as- -- dealt with this right away, this
14 ['marguing -- excuse me, |'mnot 14 bl ock quotation --
15 arguing -- I'masking if you agree with that 15 MR ALLEN Sure.
16 statenent? 16 MR PAINTER -- fromanot her
17 That's a very clear statenent about the 17 aut hor .
18 relationship with the -- between the hierarchy of 18 BY MR ALLEN
19 tonal theory and ideol ogies of cultural supremacy of |19 Q | think the record shows that the witness
20 the Gernan peopl €? 20 renenbers it accurately enough to know whi ch aut hor
21 A Could you -- 21 he quoted and know that it was accurate quote from
22 Q VWul dn't you agree to that? 22 the author; correct?
23 A Coul d you reread the -- 23 A Yes.
24 Q Sure. 24 MR PAINTER Yes, we've just got to
25 A -- the quote fromWIIiam Drabkin? 25 reread the statenent if you're going to
Page 111 Page 113
1 Q Can you spell his nane, just for the 1 ask if he agrees with it --
2 record? 2 MR ALLEN Absolutely. But | don't
3 A Dr-a-b-k-i-n. 3 want to now break and go get it.
4 Q Thank you. 4 MR PANER (kay.
5 MR PANER GCan | ask for a 5 MR ALLEN | want to ask him
6 clarification? 6 this -- this question and then we can
7 Wii ch docunent are we referring to? 7 cone back to this.
8 Is thisin-- isthis an article witten 8 BY MR ALLEN
9 by -- 9 Q You asked ne to reread the quotation.
10 MR ALLEN V¢ are talking about 10 "The notion of hierarchy of a strict
11 the -- 11 ordering of the tones of conpositionis so
12 MR PAINTER -- the school ? 12 thoroughly consistent with -- Schenker -- his deeply
13 MR ALLEN -- Misic Theory Online 13 conservative outlook on life and culture that it is
14 article that the -- the deponent has 14 difficult to uncouple his theory entirely fromtwo
15 testified that he published 2021. 15 of his nost consistently expressed ideol ogical
16 THE WTNESS:  2020. 16 stances: (ne, the centrality of the German peopl e
17 MR ALLEN  2020. 17 in BEuropean culture; and two, the steady decline of
18 MR PANTER Can we nake that an 18 culture and political order in Europe since the late
19 exhibit to the deposition so he can have |19 18th century."
20 it infront of hin? 20 Now, to the best of your recol | ection,
21 Because that will also help. | 21 did | read that correctly?
22 assune it woul d have quotation marks. 22 A Yes.
23 MR ALLEN It's also publically 23 Q And -- and we'll confirm | want to get
24 avai | abl e online. 24 a clean copy of the article for you. | apol ogize
25 THE WTNESS:  It's a bl ock 25 for not do -- not doing that in advance.
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1 That's a relatively clear statement of 1 probably 2018i sh.
2 the rel ationship between Schenker's theory of 2 So | think that's the only tinme | net
3 hierarchy and tones and what the author, Dubkin, is 3 Frank Heidlberg -- -berg or -berger?
4 arguing is an ideological theory of the hierarchy of | 4 Q | believe it's Heidl berger?
5 the German culture or peopl e. 5 A Hei dl berger with an "e-r" at the end.
6 A Uh- huh. 6 Ckay.
7 Q Correct? 7 Aside fromthat, at the -- at the inpetus
8 A Lh-huh.  Yes. 8 of, | think it was, Hlen Bakulina, | had a piece
9 Q Do you argue that that al so expresses 9 published in Theoria, the journal at the University
10 anti- bl ackness? 10 of North Texas, in a short -- inasnall little
11 A | did not argue that in that article, no. |11 group of -- of three authors: Hlen Bakulina, whom
12 Q I's there no relationship between Heinrich | 12 we've nentioned, Chris Segal |, who's a professor of
13 Schenker's hierarchal theory of tones and theories 13 nusic theory at the University of Qncinnati, and
14 of -- | don't know -- bogus phrenol ogy, bogus 14 ne.
15 theories of the hierarchy of the races? 15 And this grewout of a-- of a session
16 A | don't know | couldn't answer that 16 that we had given, | think it was for the Russian
17 question. 17 nusic theory interest group.
18 Q (kay. You can't answer it yes or no? 18 Q Uh- huh.
19 A Correct. 19 A And nmaybe it was in Vancouver. It was
20 MR ALLEN Can we go off the record | 20 sonewhere --
21 briefly? 21 Q This is the 2018 conference that you
22 THE VIDEGGRAPHER ¢ are going off |22 nentioned?
23 the record. The tine is 12:10. 23 A Don't quote ne on the 2018. |'mpretty
24 (Wereupon, there was a recess taken |24 sure it was Vancouver, whenever that happened.
25 from12:10 p.m to 12:12 p.m) 25 Q Isit fair tosay it'sa-- younet at a
Page 115 Page 117
1 THE VIDEGGRAPHER ¢ are going back | 1 conference and it was before QOM D?
2 on the record. The tine is 12:12. 2 A Yes. (h, yes. Yes.
3 BY MR ALLEN 3 Q Before the 2020 acadenic year?
4 Q | want to nake a transition, 4 A Correct on both counts, yes.
5 Professor Ewell, and talk about the University of 5 Q I'mgoing to introduce for the record
6 North Texas. 6 Exhibit 2, which I'mhanding to the court reporter
7 As you know, ny client, Tinothy Jackson, 7 who will hand it to you.
8 is a professor there; correct? 8 OORT REPCRTER (e nonent  pl ease.
9 A CQorrect. 9 MR ALLEN Just for the record, for
10 Q Are you famliar with another professor 10 the people -- sorry --
11 there naned Frank Hei dl ber ger? 11 Sorry. Shall | let you mark the
12 A Yes. 12 exhi bit?
13 Q Explain for the record how you know Frank | 13 I've got to tell themwhat it is.
14 Hei dl ber ger. 14 CORT REPCRTER  (ne nonent  pl ease.
15 A | cannot recall the first time | ever net |15 | can't take down -- once it's silent --
16 Frank Heidlberger. | renenber neeting himin person | 16 MR ALLEN Some day I'Il invent an
17 only once and | think it was in the Vancouver 17 octopus court reporter.
18 conference of the Society for Misic Theory. 18 (Whereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 2,
19 I think | just ran into himon the 19 Theoria Vol une 26, 2020, was marked
20 street, as one does at these conferences, and | saw | 20 for identification.)
21 his nane badge and just -- 21 MR ALLEN I'mintroducing for the
22 Q Uh- huh. 22 record Exhibit 2.
23 A -- introduced nyself. 23 And for those who have got the
24 The Vancouver conference -- well, we'd 24 exhibit pack online, this is the exhibit
25 have to go to the record for that. That was 25 which in ny notes was 09, Theoria vol une
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1 26, 2020. 1 you renenbered.
2 BY MR ALLEN 2 A |'ve got a good nemory then.
3 Q And, Professor Ewell, is that an accurate | 3 Q So with that said, can you describe the
4 description of what |'ve just handed you? 4 process of publishing these articles with Frank
5 A Yes. 5 Heidlberger's journal, Theoria?
6 Q So 1've introduced this exhibit because 6 A Yeah. | can recall -- again, | think
7 you were just nentioning publishing in a journal. 7 the -- the -- the key -- Hlen nay have been the
8 I's this the journal which that discussion | 8 chair of the Russian nusic theory interest group at
9 referred to? 9 that tine.
10 A h, yes, for Theoria, yes. 10 Q Uh- huh.
11 Q And describe just briefly what is the 11 A So she was al most certainly the
12 journal Theoria? 12 go-between. She was of course teaching at the
13 A It's ajournal that's housed at the 13 University of North Texas at the tine.
14 University of North Texas Press, | believe, and 14 Q Uh- huh.
15 Frank Heidlberger is the editor, the -- the -- the 15 A | think | nentioned that she noved to
16 lead. | -- you know, he's essentially -- well, does |16 MQll.
17 it say it here? 17 Q Yup.
18 Q He's listed on the -- 18 A kay. So she was working with Frank,
19 A Yeah, editor. 19 like the pivot between ne and Chris -- Chris
20 Q -- first page -- 20 Segall -- and -- and -- and putting this together.
21 A Yeah. 21 Q Uh- huh.
22 Q -- as the editor; correct? 22 A And as far as | can recall, you know
23 A Frank Heidl berger, yeah. Unh-huh. 23 we -- we worked on our articles, we, you know --
24 Q And that's the Frank Heidl berger you were |24 turning a presentation into an article --
25 referring to in your testinony? 25 Q Uh- huh.
Page 119 Page 121
1 A Correct. 1 A -- was, you know, sonething that we all
2 Q And if you go the second page, there's a 2 do.
3 table of contents. 3 And we submtted themtogether. | think
4 A Uh- huh. 4 we each read each other's work and just comrented on
5 Q Correct? 5 it.
6 A Yeah. 6 Q Lh- huh.
7 Q And you were tal king about publishing in 7 A And -- and then ultinately, | don't know
8 agroup of three sone articles in Theoria; right? 8 what Frank Heidl berger did with -- with them |
9 A Uh- huh. 9 pre- -- soyeah, I'll just stop there.
10 Q And in the title page where it says, 10 Q And when you say, "\ read each other's
11 "Russian Misic Theory Panel SMI 2018," is that the 11 work," are you referring to Blen -- please
12 series of articles you were referring to? 12 pronounce her |ast name? Bakul i na?
13 A Yes. 13 A Bakul i na.
14 Q And you are listed here, | guess, the 14 Q Bakul i na?
15 fourth article down in the table of contents, Philip |15 A Yeah.
16 Bwell, "Harmonic Functionalismin Russian Misic 16 Q | assune Russian?
17 Theory: A Priner." 17 A That's Russi an.
18 Dd I read that correctly? 18 Q In origin?
19 A Qorrect. 19 A Yes, correct.
20 Q And your article started on page 61; 20 Q Thank you.
21 right? 21 So Hlen Bakulina and Christopher Segal |
22 A Yes. 22 and you read each other's articles?
23 Q Ckay. | just wanted to establish we were | 23 A Uh- huh.
24 talking about the same thing and it turns out the 24 Q That's what you were referring to?
25 SV conference seens to have been in 2018, just as 25 A Yes.
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1 Q And did Frank Heidlberger solicit these 1 Q Do you know if in this tine period, 2018
2 articles? 2 to 2020 while these articles were in the works,
3 A ['mnot sure. |'mnot sure how -- 3 let's say --
4 solicitation, whether Hlen approached him he 4 A Uh- huh.
5 approached Hlen. | can't even recall whether Frank | 5 Q -- wvere they tenured then, to your
6 Heidl berger was at that session where we 6 know edge?
7 delivered -- 7 A | think they were both untenured.
8 Q | understand. It was 2018. 8 Q (kay. And you had tenure at this tine;
9 A Yeah. Yeah. 9 right?
10 Q So do you renenber these articles being 10 A 2016 is when | got tenure, yes.
11 peer reviewed in the processes we' ve di scussed 11 Q (kay. So, again, although you have a
12 earlier? 12 very clear menory of the Misic Theory Online article
13 A If 1 couldjust go briefly back to the -- | 13 being peer reviewed -- correct?
14 the plenary because we tal ked about the plenary and |14 A Yes.
15 the -- 15 Q -- you have no nenory of getting peer
16 Q Correct. 16 reviews for these articles?
17 A -- nusic theory Spectrumand then MIQ 17 A Correct.
18 Q R ght. 18 Q And do you consider the vetting of a
19 A | didn't point out back then and | would |19 conference proposal to give a paper at the Society
20 just say it now because we are tal king about peer 20 for Misic Theory in any way conparable to, | think
21 reviewagain, that as far as | can tell, as far as | |21 what you called, doubl e-anonynous peer review?
22 recall, the plenary talks for nusic theory are never |22 A Yes and no. It is usually anonynous.
23 peer reviewed. So that didn't surprise nme at all. 23 Q Uh- huh.
24 The -- this, eight years -- or six years |24 A It isreviewed and -- and a decision is
25 ago, however many years ago, | don't think that it, |25 handed down. So yes.

Page 123 Page 125
1 like, was sent out for the doubly-anonynous peer 1 No, in the sense that you are witing
2 review 2 three- to 500 words about sone ideas you want to
3 Q th- huh. 3 present. Soit's certainly different from-- from
4 A | don't think so. | don't know how Frank | 4 an article that appears ina-- in ajournal.
5 Heidlberger dealt with the behind-the-scenes, but 5 Q And just for the -- the sake of the
6 |'mpretty certain that | didn't see any reviewer 6 record of alay Jury that may not be involved in
7 one, reviewer two -- 7 publication, three- to 400 words is basically a
8 Q kay. 8 paragraph; right?
9 A -- you know which you normally see when 9 A | would call it two paragraphs.
10 you are doing that. 10 Q (kay. And it's certainly not a article
11 So | do, of course, renenber batting 11 that spans 24 pages such as you published in --
12 around these articles with Blen and Chris. 12 A Correct.
13 Q Correct. And they are close col | eagues 13 Q -- Theoria?
14 of yours; is that fair to say? 14 A Correct.
15 A Yeah, yeah, yeah. They both went to the |15 Q So in that sense, the 24-page paper that
16 QNY Gaduate Center, but | -- well, | actually 16 was published in Theoria was not peer reviewed,
17 chaired Christopher Segall's dissertation commttee. | 17 correct, to the best of your recollection?
18 Q Uh- huh. 18 A Yes, that's correct.
19 A And -- and | -- | was al so serving on 19 Q Soif -- well, I'Il strike that.
20 Blen -- Hlen's dissertation commttee. 20 And do you have any reason to believe
21 Q I's she junior to you? 21 that the process for publishing the other two
22 A Yeah, they're both junior to me. They're |22 papers, the paper by Hlen Bakulina or Christopher
23 both associate professors, both with tenure -- 23 Segall, which are also listed here, were subjected
24 Q Uh- huh. 24 to any other process than -- or was it the same as
25 A -- and I'ma full professor, so -- 25 yours?
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1 A | -- 1 don't know 1 A No.
2 Q Ckay. Wés there any controversy that you | 2 Q Do you know i f Theoria has ever had
3 recall over the review process at UNT for the 3 articles that cite Wkipedi a?
4 publication of these articles? 4 A | do not know
5 A Any controversy, you -- 5 Q I's that a sign that ajournal is of
6 Q Yes? 6 inferior qualify, in your nind as an academ c
7 A -- said? 7 scholar?
8 No, not that | can recall. 8 A VeI, it's highly unusual because of the
9 Q Vs there any criticism to the best of 9 open access, open nature of Wki pedia.
10 your know edge, that these articles were not 10 Q Is it appropriate to -- to cite anything
11 subjected to doubl e-anonymous peer revi ew? 11 like social nedia in the sane way?
12 A Not that | recall, no. 12 A It depends on the article, it depends on
13 Q Wile we are at it -- and this wll be 13 the journal, it depends on the editor, it depends on
14 the last few questions before we break for lunch -- |14 the topic --
15 have you ever published -- besides this article, 15 Q Uh- huh.
16 which we just tal ked about, and al so the Spectrum 16 A -- of -- of what's being witten in what
17 article, which we tal ked about earlier, have you 17 venue.
18 ever published articles that weren't subjected to 18 So you'd -- you' d have to be nore
19 peer reviewin any academc journal ? 19 specific.
20 A | think the short answer woul d be no. 20 Q Is it appropriate to cite, | don't know
21 | could just elaborate a little bit and 21 content on YouTube in an academc article?
22 say that | have -- well, certainly over 30 22 A If infact the author -- of course, all
23 publications, sonewhere between 30 and 40, let's 23 of these decisions would ultinately fall with the
24 say. The article is one genere, let's call it; 24 editor and the editorial team right?
25 right. 25 And if in fact something is put up on
Page 127 Page 129
1 Q O course. 1 YouTube with sone type of, | don't know, gravitas
2 A S0 a revi ew essay, book chapters, 2 behindit, and | don't even know what that woul d
3 review-- conference review, the introduction | 3 look like frankly, | inagine that there -- | don't
4 nmentioned earlier. So obviously they all come with 4 know, a Ted talk or sonething, that there's
5 different sets of guidelines -- 5 sonething that's out there, that that woul d
6 Q Uh- huh. 6 potentially be nore acceptable to the editor of an
7 A -- and expectations. 7 acadenic journal than Wkipedia woul d be because of
8 The acadenic articles that | have 8 the open nature of Wki pedi a.
9 published have all been peer reviewed with, | 9 Q VWuld it be acceptabl e in an acadenic
10 suppose, this exception. 10 field to quote Wkipedia, for instance, as an
11 And inny own mind, if | could just 11 exanple of what the state of common know edge out
12 elaborate a little bit, because | do recall that 12 there in the world may be?
13 this was not peer reviewed. This alnost inny -- 13 A Sure. That woul d be acceptabl e, yeah.
14 it's alnost as if it wasn't an article in the sane 14 Q kay.
15 way that "Misic Theory and the Wiite Racial Frame" 15 A | nean, that's -- that's ny opinion,
16 was, if that nakes sense. 16 obvi ousl y.
17 Q The -- the one that was published in 17 Q Your opinion as an informed acaden c
18 Msic Theory nline? 18 schol ar?
19 A Correct. Yeah. 19 A Absol utely yeah. But |'msure there
20 Q Ckay. And -- well, we've already 20 woul d be peopl e who woul d di sagree with ne.
21 discussed the -- the difference between that and 21 Q And, as you said, an author -- an author
22 Spectrum 22 of at least 30 academ c publications?
23 Ckay. Just -- just one more question. 23 A Thank you for the conplinent.
24 So have you ever known acadenic articles |24 Q And how many books to date?
25 to cite Wkipedia in any way? 25 A Ch, just one.
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1 Q Just one? 1 please?
2 A Yeah. 2 Q Yeah, the -- the second to |ast
3 MR ALLEN We'|l go off the record. | 3 sentence --
4 THE VI DEQGRAPHER V¢ are goi ng of f 4 A Uh- huh.
5 the record. The tine is 12:27. 5 Q -- before that quote is introduced is
6 (Whereupon, there was a recess taken 6 your witing, correct?
7 from12:27 p.m to 1:28 p.m) 7 A Correct.
8 (Wereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 3, 8 Q And it says, "In nunerous witings,
9 Article Entitled "Misic Theory and 9 he" -- neaning Schenker -- "insisted that his
10 the Wite Racial Frame" Witten by 10 views" -- neaning Schenker's view-- "on racial and
11 Philip Ewell, Published in Misic 11 national hierarchies were key to his beliefs onlife
12 Theory Online, was narked for 12 and nusic.”
13 identification.) 13 Correct?
14 THE VIDECGRAPHER ¢ are goi ng back | 14 A Correct.
15 on the record. The tine is 1:28. 15 Q And in fact, you introduced that
16 BY MR ALLEN 16 paragraph with the topic sentence, "I wsh to
17 Q Professor Bwell, | have taken the liberty | 17 recouple this severed |ink between Schenker's
18 of marking as Exhibit Nunber 3 for the record. This |18 hierarchal beliefs about nusic and his hierarchal --
19 wll be -- for the people who are remote, this will |19 hierarchical beliefs about people."
20 be sent to you as marked 023. 20 Ddl read that correctly?
21 [t's an article in Misic Theory Qnline, 21 A Yes.
22 which we've discussed earlier. And |'mgoing to ask |22 Q So -- and this is the last question, just
23 you to confirmfor the record that this is the 23 a yes or no question.
24 article that we discussed earlier? 24 Soit's fair to say, as we discussed
25 A Qorrect. 25 earlier, that you were quoting WIIiam Drabkin,
Page 131 Page 133
1 Q And it's titled, "Misic Theory and the 1 which we read earlier into the record, with
2 Wite Racial Frame"? 2 approval ?
3 A Correct. 3 A [t"s not just yes or no.
4 Q And if | could ask you to turn to 4 It's -- it is his agreement with sonme of
5 section 4.4 inthe article, | believe you' Il find 5 the -- the basic elenents of recoupling this -- this
6 that on page 11? 6 severed link.
7 A Uh- huh. 7 Wth approval ? Ye- -- yeah, | think it's
8 Q R ght above that is a subsection where 8 fair tojust say with approval. Yeah, that's fair.
9 there's the quote that | had read aloud into the 9 Q And you believe there's a link between
10 record earlier; correct? 10 this viewof racial hierarchy, national hierarchies,
11 A Correct. 11 and Schenker's belief about the hierarchy of tones?
12 Q And just as you said, it's a block quote |12 A Yes. | believe so because Heinrich
13 fromWIIiam Drabki n? 13 Schenker was very explicit hinself in --
14 A Uh- huh. 14 Q Ckay.
15 Q And prior to introducing that quote, you |15 A -- in nmaking those connections.
16 said, "In nunerous writings, he" -- neaning 16 Q And | have no further questions about
17 <chenker; correct? -- "insisted that his views" - 17 that article, which we've already di scussed.
18 neaning Schenker's views -- "on racial and national |18 | -- 1 would like to turn to discussing
19 hierarchies were key to his beliefs on life and on 19 another journal called the Journal for [sic]
20 nusic." 20 Schenkerian St udi es.
21 R ght? 21 Are you fanmliar with that journal ?
22 A R ght above the bl ock quotation? 22 A Yes. Is it "Journal of" or "Journal
23 Q Yeah. 23 for"?
24 A (h, yeah. 24 Q | believe you are right it's "for
25 (kay. Can you -- can you say that again, |25 Schenkerian Studies"?
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1 A Ch, no, no. 1 context.
2 You said "for" and | thought it was "of," | 2 Q D d you ever hear anyone say the journal
3 but -- 3 was racist?
4 Q You know what, | don't want to nake a 4 A No.
5 mstake for the record here, so | -- 5 Q Thank you.
6 So you were correct to point that out. 6 Wiat was your understanding of Tinothy
7 It is the Journal of Schenkerian S udies. 7 Jackson's rel ationship to the Journal of Schenkerian
8 A ®od. 8 Studies fromthe tine you published init back in --
9 Q Thank you. 9 inthe -- you know, sounds |ike the 2000s, to 2020?
10 And so | -- | take fromyour answer that |10 A Vell, inthat tinme, | have to be honest,
11 vyou are famliar withit? 11 | basically never thought of that journal.
12 A O course. 12 Q Uh- huh.
13 Q Have you published init? 13 A | published init and then | -- then
14 A Yes. 14 20 years -- well, | don't know how nany years, but
15 Q Wien did you publish an article in the 15 alnost 20 years passed.
16 Journal of Schenkerian S udies? 16 Q Uh- huh.
17 A (h, when? 2004 or '05. It was one of ny |17 A And if you were to say that Tinothy
18 wvery first published articles. 18 Jackson was part of the original -- ny original
19 Q Vs that journal article handl ed by 19 thing, | would -- | wouldn't be surprised.
20 Tinothy Jackson? 20 But | just don't recall 20 years ago what
21 A | have no idea. 21 his relationship was, if there was a rel ationship,
22 Q Vs there any suggestion at that tine 22 tothe journal at that point.
23 that the Journal of Schenkerian Studies was 23 Q By "your thing," you nean your article?
24 publishing racist articles? 24 A M article and it was in Volune 1, the
25 A Wiat do you nean by "racist articles"? 25 very first issue of the journal.

Page 135 Page 137
1 Q Vel l, | don't -- | don't nean anything by | 1 And then up until Volune 12, which had
2 it, but what I'masking: Was anyone accusing the 2 the synposi umof responses to ny plenary talk --
3 journal of being racist at that tine, whatever they 3 Q Uh- huh.
4 neant by it? 4 A -- that -- it was at that time that it
5 A | don't understand the question when you 5 was kind of -- ny menory was jogged that, Ch yes,
6 used -- if -- you'd have to define what "racist" 6 Tinothy Jackson has something to do with this
7 neans. 7 journal, in fact.
8 Q Do you recal | anyone ever accusing the 8 Q (kay. So you anticipated ny next
9 Journal of Schenkerian Sudies at the tine you 9 question is that you were aware of a special
10 published it -- init of being racist? 10 synposi umneant to be published in Vol ume 12 of the
11 A Again, race -- "racism and "racist" are |11 Journal of Schenkerian S udies?
12 in-- as | state, very clearly in ny nonograph. | 12 A | was -- the clarification. | was aware
13 consider those words trip wires, which is why | 13 when exactly?
14 don't often use themin ny own work. They've becone | 14 Q V@l [, why don't you answer your own
15 everything and nothing, specifically "racist."” 15 question.
16 So if you are asking ne -- the question 16 Wien were you aware that there was a
17 isif ajournal is racist -- 17 synposiumto be published in Vol une 12?
18 Q I'"mnot asking you if the Journal of 18 A Qod. Ckay. That's a question | can
19 Schenkerian Studies is racist, so please don't 19 answer.
20 nisunderstand ny question. Let nme rephrase it. 20 | think -- and | wote about this in ny
21 D d you hear of anyone el se accusing the |21 book -- I think somewhere or sonmehow | heard that
22 journal at the tinme you published init of being 22 there mght be a synposiumin the fall of -- oh,
23 racist, whatever they nay have nmeant by that? 23 od, this woul d have been the -- right -- some tine
24 A It's hard to answer that question yes or |24 the fall, winter of 2019 --
25 noif youcan't clarify what "racist” neans in this |25 Q Uh- huh.
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1 A ['msorry, 2019 -- yes, 2019. 1 Q kay.
2 But then | for sure becane aware of it 2 A -- on the Journal -- Volume 12 of the
3 when there was a call for papers announced. And | 3 Journal of Schenkerian S udies.
4 think, if I"'mnot mstaken, that was on 4 Q And just to be clear, by "monograph," we
5 Decenber 31st, 2019. 5 understand | nean an ac- -- an acadenic book?
6 And it had a very quick turnaround, which | 6 A Correct.
7 everybody was like, Wiit, what's going on with this? | 7 Q Al right. Sol want to take you back to
8 So it was a strange three-week 8 the tine before you had read the responses published
9 turnaround, like, sub- -- submt this by then. 9 in the synposi umand when you heard about it.
10 Q Uh- huh. 10 And what was your criticismof the
11 A So when that call for papers was 11 synposiumin that time w ndow before you had
12 announced, whatever date it was, but late -- call it |12 actually read the synposi um papers?
13 late Decenber 2019, | was of course aware -- 13 A | had seen on Twitter and probably
14 Q Uh- huh. 14 Facebook -- |'ve -- | left Twitter between one and
15 A -- that this was happeni ng. 15 two years ago; | deleted ny account.
16 Q Do you remenber who you heard that fron? |16 But | was on Twitter and Facebook and |
17 A | think it was the SMI Listserv where 17 saw sonme of the quotations, and they were very
18 call- -- where such calls are usually put out. 18 strange, | thought to nyself.
19 Q (kay. And so you were a subscriber to 19 Q Uh- huh.
20 the SMI list -- Listserv? 20 A And of course, | knewthat | had not been
21 A Correct. 21 contacted to be part of this synposium which struck
22 Q And you had already testified today, | 22 ne as strange. So | knew about sone of those
23 believe, you were -- you were at that time a menber |23 things.
24 of the Society for Misic Theory, SMI? 24 Mbst of what | was -- any -- if you are
25 A Yes. 25 asking ne what ny opinion was of what was going on
Page 139 Page 141
1 Q D d you ever read any of the articles in 1 not having read the actual responses, it was
2 the synposi umwhi ch appeared in Vol ume 12, published | 2 probably based on what | was seeing on social nedia.
3 in 2020? 3 Q Wiat was based on what you were seeing on
4 A Not when it cane out. 4 social nedia? Wat do you mean by that?
5 Q Have you since read then? 5 A M/ opi nions about what the --
6 A Yes. 6 Q Ckay.
7 Q Wien did you read then? 7 A -- synposi umwas about .
8 A As | was witing ny book, because that's 8 Q And your opinions were that this seened
9 when | actually did respond to ten of the authors 9 strange?
10 of -- of that synposium 10 A Yes.
11 And -- well, the book cane out in 11 Q And stuff.
12 2023 April, so | would guess if | would say when | 12 Do you think it was inproper for the
13 actually read the 15 responses -- and | have to put |13 Journal of Schenkerian Sudies to publish the
14 the "responses" in scare quotes because it didn't 14 synposi um before you read it?
15 seemto ne that they were really responses to what | |15 A | believe it was inproper to do so
16 had said in the plenary -- | would guess -- let ne 16 without any participation by ne.
17 think here -- fall -- fall of '21, early 2022. 17 Q Any other reason you thought it was
18 Q Ckay. 18 inproper for the Journal of Schenkerian Sudies to
19 A Sone tine in 2022 probably. 19 publish the synposi um besi des not contacting you?
20 Q Ckay. And this was the tine |eading up 20 A The anonynous submission. ne of the
21 to the publication of your nonograph; is that fair? |21 submssions was witten anonynously, and that struck
22 A Correct, yeah. 22 ne as very strange al so.
23 Q kay. 23 Q So we have -- there was -- you all ege
24 A During the process. Because chapter 24 there was no contact to you. There's also an
25 three or four isin fact -- 25 anonynous publication in the synposi um
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1 Vs there anything el se that you 1 there were another 13 ninutes that had nothing to do
2 criticized about the Journal of Schenkerian Studies 2 with Heinrich Schenker that | spoke about at that
3 publishing the synposi un? 3 plenary session, so Heinrich Schenker was roughly
4 A | wouldn't say there was no contact. | 4 nine mnutes -- that responses woul d be put together
5 nentioned in ny book that two professors at the 5 without having the person to whomthey were
6 UWiiversity of North contact -- North Texas contacted | 6 responding have a chance to address the issues
7 meas it was being put together. 7 brought up in the responses, which is industry
8 e was Hlen Bakulina. The other was 8 standard for such col | oqui es or synposiuns in
9 Sephen Sottow -- 9 acadenia.
10 Q kay. 10 Q Wiat nade you think you were being
11 A -- who | think is an associate professor |11 excluded fromcomenting on the synposi umresponses
12 of nusic theory -- 12 to your plenary address?
13 Q Uh- huh. 13 A | have no idea.
14 A -- at the Wniversity of North Texas, also |14 Q D d anyone tell you you would not be
15 one of the managing editors, along with Tinothy 15 allowed to respond to then?
16 Jackson, of that -- of that vol une. 16 A No.
17 Separately, they contacted me. Stephen 17 Q And you now said that you actually were
18 Sottow wanted to know where he coul d find the 18 contacted both by Professor Sottowand Hlen
19 slides to the presentation | had given. 19 Bakulina; correct?
20 Q The -- the plenary talk at the SMI -- 20 A Yeah, but that was not to ask nme to be
21 A Correct. 21 part of this --
22 Q  --in2019? 22 Q  And you were --
23 A Correct. Yeah. 23 A -- synposi um
24 And at that point the slides were on ny 24 Q -- you received the SMI call for papers;
25 website -- 25 correct?

Page 143 Page 145
1 Q Lh- huh. 1 A | did.
2 A -- so | told himwhere to get them 2 Q But it's your testinmony today that that
3 Q Uh- huh. 3 also wasn't an appropriate way to contact you?
4 A And then B |en Bakulina wote an e-nail 4 A Yes, it was not appropriate.
5 sinply asking ne if | had any questions about these 5 Q And can you just explain for the record
6 responses that were being put together, to which I 6 what woul d have been the nost appropriate way to
7 responded, No, | don't have any questions. 7 contact you in your experience as an academ c?
8 Q Dd anything prevent Blen Bakulina from | 8 A V@I I, 1've never been a respondent |ike
9 inviting you to participate in the Journal of 9 that so | would only be specul ating.
10 Schenkerian Studies synposi un® 10 But it would -- I -- | presune that it
11 A | have no idea. 11 woul d be one of the lead editors who woul d reach out
12 Q But she didn't invite you? 12 to the person who was -- who -- who originally gave
13 A No. 13 the talk to which people were responding to invite
14 Q You don't know of anything that prevented | 14 themto be part of a colloquy or synposium
15 her frominviting you to participate? 15 Q D d you reach out to anyone on the
16 A No. 16 editorial board to ask themabout that?
17 Q So let ne again sunmarize: You -- you've | 17 A No.
18 identified the, | guess, failure of the journal to 18 Q Wy not ?
19 contact you in the way you wanted to be contacted; 19 A It's not ny place to invite nyself to a
20 is that fair? 20 party thrown in ny honor.
21 A No. It -- the way | want to be contacted | 21 Q Vs there any criticismof your paper
22 is-- well, it's not really up to ne. 22 aired at the plenary talk you gave in 2019?
23 ['m-- | amtaking issue with the notion |23 A Not to ny know edge.
24 that sonebody woul d respond to what effectually was |24 Q Vs that proper?
25 nine mnutes of a discussion of Heinrich Schenker -- |25 A Alack of criticisn?
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1 Q That there wouldn't be any invitation to 1 of 2020 when that appeared?
2 criticismof your paper at the synposiumthat you 2 A | can't recall.
3 gave -- not synposium the plenary talk you gave in 3 Q Ckay. You don't know of any other ad hoc
4 2019? 4 panel that addressed the Journal for Schenkerian
5 A The question is: Wuld that have been 5 Sudies, though; correct?
6 proper, you said? 6 A Correct.
7 Q Vs it proper that there was no formfor 7 Q (kay. Wat were the things that you read
8 criticismof your plenary address? 8 in the ad hoc panel's report that stand out to you
9 A Yeah, plenary addresses never really -- 9 as inproper?
10 Q Ckay. 10 A | think the two that 1've nentioned:
11 A -- have As afterward. In nusic theory, |11 The -- the inclusion of an anonynous --
12 | shoul d say. 12 Q Uh- huh.
13 Q So, again, I'mtrying to get a -- the 13 A -- author, and the lack -- oh, the lack
14 universe of things that you thought was i nproper 14 of peer reviewthat's -- that we hadn't tal ked about
15 about the publication of the synposiumin 2020 by 15 that. So three things.
16 the Journal of Schenkerian St udies. 16 The lack of peer review the anonynous
17 It's not inproper that it addressed your |17 author, and the one that we just said, the fact that
18 plenary talk; right? 18 | was not part of the colloquy.
19 A No. 19 Q Ckay. Any other things that you
20 Q But you've said that they didn't contact |20 renenber?
21 you in the way that you have argued is industry 21 A No.
22 standard? 22 Q Ckay. So as you sit here today, you only
23 A Correct. 23 have identified the lack of peer review the
24 Q You' ve al so identified the publication of | 24 anonynous author's publication, and that you weren't
25 an anonyrous aut hor ? 25 contacted in the way that you feel was an industry
Page 147 Page 149
1 A Correct. 1 standard?
2 Q Are there any other things you found to 2 A Yes.
3 be inproper about the Journal for -- of Schenkerian 3 Q Ckay. Did you ever argue that the
4 Studies publication of the synposiun? 4 Journal for Schenkerian Studies should be censored?
5 A ly -- | -- | would say only what |'ve 5 A | think | used in ny book kind of as a
6 read in what was ultinmately called, | think, an ad 6 question, Is there no reason for condemation, or
7 hoc panel that some UNT professors had convened to 7 possibly | used the word "censure."
8 look into howthis journal issue was put together. 8 In other words, it seens so out of the
9 That is sonething | did read -- 9 ordinary, that anonynous authorship and just to not
10 Q Uh- huh. 10 invite the person, that it -- that, you know |
11 A --and | think I've hit on the points 11 prob- -- think in ny book | used, Is there -- is
12 that they made. And that's what |'mbasing this on |12 there no situation in which condermationis -- is --
13 because | hadn't read -- 13 is appropriate for out of the ordinary or as | just
14 Q kay. 14 said, not industry standard aspects of the
15 A -- the contents. 15 publication of this issue.
16 Q Wien did you read the ad hoc panel 16 Q Do you approve of the censorship of the
17 report? 17 Journal of Schenkerian S udies?
18 A Probably shortly after it came out and | |18 A | don't know enough about it, frankly,
19 can't renenber when that was. 19 to-- to say that | approve of it.
20 Q And just for the record, is this the ad 20 Q Are you aware that the Journal of
21 hoc panel that was published by the University of 21 Schenkerian Studies is no | onger published by the
22 North Texas on its website on Novenber 25th, 2020? 22 University of North Texas Press?
23 A You -- probably but, you know | woul d 23 A | was unaware of that.
24 need to see that docunent. 24 Q Now that you do know of that, assumng
25 Q Do you remenber it being around the end 25 that it's true, do you approve of that?
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1 A | don't know enough about it to make a 1 MR PAINTER  Yes.
2 judgrment on that. 2 MR ALLEN That's not a legal issue
3 Q Do you think a journal shoul d be ordered 3 inthis case.
4 to cease publication for pub- -- for publishing the 4 The First Amendnent is sonething
5 synposiumthat was published in the Journal of 5 he's already testified to.
6 Schenkerian Sudies that was published in 20207 6 MR PAINTER Yes, but he's not
7 A | woul d need to know nore information. | | 7 provided | egal opinion on that and you
8 really couldn't say. 8 are not asking him--
9 Q Wiat nore information do you need to 9 MR ALLEN I'mnot asking for a
10 know? It stopped publication; right? 10 | egal opi nion.
11 A You just said, "allegedly stopped 11 BY MR ALLEN
12 publication," so -- 12 Q So, Professor Enell, 1'mjust asking in
13 Q No, | saidit did stop publication. 13 your experience as an acadenic professional and
14 A Vel I, you added -- you added the word 14 assunming it's true that the University of North
15 "allegedly." 15 Texas has instructed the University of North Texas
16 Q Let me do this. 16 Press to stop publishing the Journal of Schenkerian
17 A But that's okay. That's okay. 17 Sudies, is that appropriate in your view?
18 Q Assune that that's true. 18 A | don't have enough infornation to nake
19 A kay. 19 that judgnent.
20 Q I's that appropriate? 20 Q And what nore infornation woul d you need?
21 A | don't know enough about it to nake a 21 A Vell, | could inagine | would need to
22 comrent onit. 22 know sone nore of the particul ars about what
23 Q You commented earlier that you thought 23 actual Iy happened behind the scenes and I'mjust not
24 the First Amendrment was a benefit to the United 24 privy to that information.
25 Sates; correct? 25 Q You' ve read the Uhiversity of North
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1 A Yes. 1 Texas, quote, ad hoc panel report; correct?
2 Q And you do though -- know that the 2 A Yes.
3 University of North Texas is a public institution -- | 3 Q That wasn't enough infornation for you?
4 A | do, yes. 4 A Qorrect. |t was not enough infornation.
5 Q -- of the State of Texas? 5 Q Vére you ever aware that Tinothy Jackson
6 Let me finish. 6 alsoreplied -- wote areply to that so-called ad
7 Sois it appropriate in your viewas an 7 hoc panel report?
8 acadenic professional for a state institution to 8 A | was not.
9 order the publication of a journal to cease over the | 9 Q Do you know of anywhere his response to
10 publication of the synposiumof a -- 10 the ad hoc panel report has been published?
11 MR PAINTER (bj ection. 11 A No.
12 Are with you asking for a |egal 12 Q To your know edge, is that available on
13 opinioninterpreting the First Avendment | 13 the University of North Texas' website?
14 or are you sinply asking for an opinion 14 A | have no idea.
15 general |y as an acadenic -- 15 Q I's that industry standard to issue a
16 MR ALLEN | believe | prefaced the | 16 report condemning an acadenic and not allow ng his
17 question: In his experience as an 17 response to be published on the website?
18 acadeni ¢ prof essi onal . 18 A | have no idea.
19 MR PAINTER So you are not asking |19 Q How | ong have you been a prof essor?
20 for First Arendnent interpretation and 20 A Twenty-two years.
21 the fact that it's a state institution 21 Q But you have no idea?
22 and the legal questions are not a factor |22 A | have no idea about the question you
23 inyour -- 23 just asked ne, yeah.
24 MR ALLEN VeI, the state 24 Q D d you feel personally deneaned by the
25 institution is a sinple fact. 25 synposi um publ i shed in the University of North Texas
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1 Press' Journal of Schenkerian Studies? 1 MR ALLEN If he's going to testify
2 A ly in the sense that | was not invited 2 that he has no idea --
3 to this process. 3 MR PAINTER Yeah.
4 Q If you were invited, would you have 4 MR ALLEN -- what "dehurmani ze"
5 responded? 5 means, he can put that on the record.
6 A | woul d have needed to see the outlines 6 MR PANTER (kay. But you are not
7 of the synposium who was sayi ng what. 7 asking about a specific tine which he
8 | wouldn't have agreed i mediately, but | | 8 sai d "dehunani zed" in the past? You are
9 woul d have been interested in being part of it. 9 not asking himthat, are you?
10 Q D d you ever speak with Hlen Bakulina 10 MR ALLEN Rchard, I'mconducting
11 about her failure toinvite you to respond to 11 ny deposition and there's a question
12 synposi un? 12 before himand | want himto answer it.
13 A No. 13 BY MR ALLEN
14 Q Wiy didn't you raise this issue with her? |14 Q If you don't know the definition of
15 A It wasn't ny place, | felt. 15 "dehumani ze" or if you don't understand that word,
16 Q Ddyou talk to any of the editors of the |16 you can just say so.
17 Journal of Schenkerian Studies about the failure to |17 But | want to know what you understand by
18 invite you? 18 "dehunani ze"?
19 A No. 19 A And | just ampointing out that you used
20 Q D d you ever feel dehunanized by the 20 whether | felt deneaned and then you asked whether |
21 Journal of Schenkerian Studies? 21 felt dehunani zed.
22 A VWl |, you used the word "demeaned" and 22 And | think it's perfectly reasonable for
23 now you are saying "dehumani zed." So | guess | 23 ne to say -- to ask you for -- as a point of
24 would ask for alittle clarification. 24 clarification, and that's all it is really, what the
25 Wiat' s the difference between those two 25 difference is between deneani ng and dehunani zi ng.
Page 155 Page 157
1 things to you? 1 If you are asking ne -- so |'Il go ahead.
2 Q Vel 1, I"'mnot testifying today, 2 Vé don't need to --
3 Professor Ewnell. So why don't we start with what 3 Q Yes.
4 you understand by "dehunani zed"? You can put that 4 A -- to go further down that rabbit hole --
5 inthe record. 5 whether | know what the word "dehunani zi ng" neans, |
6 A My | ask for points of clarification of 6 have sone ideas, yeah.
7 you? 7 Q V@l |, please explain for the Court what
8 Q No. I'masking you what you understand 8 you understand by the word "dehunani zed"?
9 by "dehunani zed"? 9 A To be treated | ess than human.
10 A I'd like a -- amnute just to consult 10 Q And did you feel that the Journal treated
11 with ny counsel . 11 vyou less than human in this time period before you
12 MR ALLEN He has to answer the 12 read the actual article?
13 question that's on the record. 13 A ly in the sense that they didn't reach
14 MR PAINTER (kay. Are you saying, |14 out to ne to sinply nake ne part of the process.
15 did he use the word "dehunani ze"? 15 Q So that, to you, is dehunanizing?
16 MR ALLEN | want himto explain 16 A | think | would prefer to say it's
17 what he understands by "dehurani ze." 17 deneaning, the way that you said earlier, and not
18 That's a perfectly normal question in a 18 dehunani zi ng.
19 deposi ti on. 19 Q (kay. Incidentally, are you aware of an
20 MR PANTER Yeah. Wen he used 20 open letter -- or let ne put it this way -- an open
21 it? Aeyoureferring -- 21 letter by the Society for Misic Theory conderming
22 MR ALLEN He's an acadenic with 22 the synposi um published in the Journal of
23 20 years-plus experience. If he's -- 23 Schenkerian Studies in 2020?
24 MR PANTER But if you're 24 A | was aware of that, yeah.
25 referring -- 25 Q Do you believe that open letter was
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1 consistent -- well, let ne back up and strike that 1 Q Sure.
2 question. 2 A Ckay.
3 Wiat did the open letter say, to your 3 Q So you testified earlier that you believe
4 know edge? 4 strongly in acadenmic societies |ike the Society for
5 A Ch, to ny recollection, yeah, it was 5 Misic Theory honoring its own policies; right?
6 condemming -- it was an open letter on anti-racism 6 A Yes.
7 inthe Society for Misic Theory. 7 Q They shoul d fol l ow their own rul es;
8 It was drafted by eight nusic theorists. 8 right?
9 It had over 900 signatories because it was an open 9 A Qorrect.
10 letter. | was one of the signatories. 10 Q This SMI policy on ethics should be
11 Q Uh- huh. 11 followed by the Society for Misic Theory; correct?
12 A It -- it nentioned the Journal of 12 A Correct.
13 Schenkerian Studies, Volune 12, although | don't 13 Q I't "uphol ds and pronotes the fol | owi ng
14 think it nentioned Tinothy Jackson's nare. 14 basic principles of ethical conduct in our
15 And it essentially raised sone points 15 profession,” inthe first line;, correct?
16 about how we can think about anti-racismin the 16 A Correct.
17 field in the Society for Misic Theory noving 17 Q And they are nunbered one through seven?
18 forward. 18 A Correct.
19 Q Do you think that was consistent with the |19 Q The first is, "Freedomof inquiry and the
20 SVI statenent of -- on ethics? 20 widest possible access to information of use to
21 A | don't know what you are talking about, |21 scholars."
22 the statement on ethics. 22 Rght?
23 Q Sure. 23 A Qorrect.
24 (Wereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 4, 24 Q Can we both agree that the censorship of
25 Printout fromSociety of Misic Theory | 25 an academic journal is not consistent wth that
Page 159 Page 161
1 VWebsite, was narked for 1 policy nunber one?
2 identification.) 2 A Can | ask what you nean by "censor- --
3 MR ALLEN | want to introduce in 3 censorship"?
4 the record as Exhibit 4 a printout from 4 Q Sure. QOrdering an academ c publication
5 the website of the Society for Misic 5 to cease and suppressing its publication?
6 Theory. 6 A And now the original question, please?
7 For the people online, this was 7 Q I's suppressing the publication of an
8 marked in the exhibit pack as "07 SMI' 8 acadenic journal consistent with the principle
9 statenent." 9 nunber one in the SMI policy on ethics?
10 And |' mhanding a copy to 10 A | -- | would say no.
11 Prof essor Ewel|'s counsel. 11 Q | want to skip down to nunber three.
12 MR PAINTER Do we have the letter |12 "Respect for diverse points of view and
13 too as an exhibit so he can ook at that |13 the potential worth of scholarship on any aspect of
14 letter? 14 nusic theory or any related subject.”
15 MR ALLEN | don't. Mot right now |15 Dd I read that correctly?
16 MR PAINTER So his recoll- -- 16 A Lh-huh.  Yes.
17 he'll just have to try to renenber what 17 Q I's the -- |'msorry.
18 was in that letter. 18 I's the suppression of a journal, an
19 MR ALLEN Uh-huh. That's fine at |19 acadenic journal, by a state institution such as the
20 this tine. 20 Uhiversity of North Texas consistent -- consistent
21 MR PANER (kay. 21 with principle nunber three?
22 BY MR ALLEN 22 A e second. 1'mgoing to read it again,
23 Q Have you had a chance to reviewthis, 23 pl ease.
24 Professor Ewell? 24 Q Uh- huh.
25 A e second. 25 A It's not consistent only in the sense
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1 that the diverse points of viewto which they claim | 1 open letter. They certainly raisedit.
2 they -- they followed shoul d have included a 2 Q No. No. | nean, did they raise this
3 response the person to whomthey were respondi ng. 3 policy on ethics?
4 So they did not respect the diverse 4 A h. Raise -- | don't recall anyone, no.
5 points of view because that -- 5 Q Ckay. Wre you aware of this policy on
6 Q "They" bei ng? 6 ethics in 2020?
7 A "They," the -- the Journal of Schenkerian | 7 A | don't think | was, no.
8 Studies, Volume 12, did not respect the diverse 8 MR ALLEN |'mgoing to introduce
9 points of view 9 inthe record a docunent |'ve narked as
10 If they had, | would have been invited -- | 10 Exhi bit Nunber 5.
11 and | shouldn't have to respond to a call for 11 And for peopl e who are view ng the
12 papers -- invited to be part of a colloquy because 12 deposition virtually, this was originally
13 this is acadenic freedomand inquiry. 13 in your packet, 012, the Denton Record
14 Q So that really wasn't ny question. 14 Ghronicle article.
15 Vs suppressing the publication of the 15 And |'mhanding a copy to
16 Journal of Schenkerian Studies consistent with 16 Prof essor Bwel|'s counsel.
17 principle nunber three? 17 (Wereupon, Paintiff's Exhibit 5,
18 A | don't knowin the sense that -- inthe |18 Article Titled "A UNT Professor
19 sense that | don't believe that they conpletely 19 Chal I enged d ai ns of Racismin Misic
20 followed point nunber three, whether -- 20 Theory and Now He's Facing the Misic"
21 Q "They" being the SMI? 21 by Lucinda Breeding Dated August 2,
22 A No, "they" being Vol une 12 of the Journal |22 2020, was narked for identification.)
23 of Schenkerian S udies. 23 BY MR ALLEN
24 And how exactly authorities at the 24 Q So, Professor Enell, | -- I'mgoing to
25 Ulhiversity of North Texas deal with that, well, | 25 give you sone tine to look at this, but | want to
Page 163 Page 165
1 don't know | can't comrent on that. | just don't 1 just represent for the record that this is an
2 know enough. 2 articlewth the title "A UNT professor chal | enged
3 Q Do you believe the SV open |etter 3 clains of racismin nusic theory and now he's facing
4 condeming the Journal of Schenkerian Sudies as you | 4 the nusic" by Lucinda Breeding, a journalist, and
5 renenber it was consistent with these policies on 5 it's dated August 2, 2020.
6 ethics that they have promil gated here? 6 Dd |l read that correctly?
7 A That's a tough one because | don't 7 A Yes.
8 rec- -- renenber it, obviously, verbatim | -- | 8 Q Now pl ease examne it.
9 just -- 1 -- 1 -- that's too hard for me to answer 9 But | really don't want to discuss -- the
10 because | just don't recall what -- what's witten 10 whole article isn't that relevant to the entire
11 there. 11 discussion we are having today.
12 Q If you believed the SMI' had violated this |12 But | do want to address points in the
13 policy on ethics at the tine, would you have spoken |13 article where she quotes you.
14 up about it? 14 A Uh- huh.
15 A If | believed that they had violated it? |15 Q So before we do that, do you renenber
16 | believe that it would have been 16 being interviewed by G ndy Breeding?
17 wvirtually inpossible for me to know that at the 17 A Luci nda, yeah?
18 time. Sothat's a very hypothetical question that | |18 Q Qorrect.
19 would rather not answer yes to because of its 19 A Yeah. Yeah, | think so, yes.
20 hypothetical nature. 20 Q Do you have any reason to think that she
21 Q That's fair enough. 21 would msquote you in this article?
22 Do you remenber anyone in the SMI raising | 22 A No, other than it wasn't recorded, as far
23 the policy on ethics at that time in reference to 23 as | canrecall soit's taking notes.
24 the Journal of Schenkerian St udies? 24 Q Did you nake any objection to any of the
25 A VeI, there were the eight authors of the | 25 quotations of you in this article to the paper?
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1 A Gnl -- nay | read it? 1 journalist, M. Breeding.
2 Q You nay, but | just want to get these -- 2 You are talking about the -- quote, a
3 some -- sone general questions out of the way first. | 3 white racial frame of nusic theory; correct?
4 A Please, go ahead. Ask again. 4 A Yes.
5 Q Did you ever object to the journalist or 5 Q And there's a relatively lengthy quote
6 to the paper that you were nisquoted? 6 fromyou.
7 A No. 7 A th- huh.
8 Q kay. So please go ahead and read. | -- | 8 Q It says, "'Inits nost abstract form
9 and feel free to read the whole thing, but -- 9 nusic theory is not racist,' BEwell said. 'It's
10 A Lh-huh.  Uh-huh. 10 talking about nusic in an anal ytical way. But |
11 Q -- on page three of this docunent, | 11 look at this question fromthe angle of the Uhited
12 believe you are mentioned -- 12 Sates and its history. It takes sonething as a
13 A th- huh. 13 sinple Googl e search of the country's Naturalization
14 Q -- and quotes by you? 14 Act of 1790, which is the very first citizenship act
15 A Uh- huh. 15 inthe country and | can sumit up: The
16 Q And then -- and so on it goes. 16 Naturalization Act of 1790 said in order to be a
17 THE WTNESS:  Can | use this pen? 17 citizen of these Lhited States, you' ve got to be
18 MR ALLEN [|'mgoing to ask you not | 18 white. Have a nice day.'"
19 to mark on the exhibit. 19 Dd 1l read that accurately?
20 Perhaps -- | don't want to keep him |20 A Yes.
21 fromnaking notes, Rchard -- 21 Q And then it goes on to quote you still
22 MR PANER kay. 22 further, ""If you think about it fromthat angle, if
23 MR ALLEN -- but | don't want him |23 you think of American nusic theory, then it has to
24 to mark on the exhibit. 24 be part of that white racial frane,' Ewell said."
25 THE WTNESS: Can | just -- 25 It goes on, "Quite literally, the people
Page 167 Page 169
1 MR ALLEN If you want -- do you 1 inthe US at that tine, the people of color, they
2 mnd -- 2 weren't inportant because they weren't white. Ve
3 MR PAINTER You can nark on ny 3 shouldn't be fooling oursel ves that nusic theory
4 copy. 4 can't be part of that history. That's as structural
5 THE WTNESS: Can |1? 5 and institutional as it gets."
6 M ALLEN And we are actually 6 Dd I read that correctly?
7 going to take your notes and enter them 7 A Yes.
8 into the record, too, just so you know 8 Q And is it fair to say that's nore or |ess
9 MR PAINTER Yeah. 9 simlar to what you' ve testified to today, this |ink
10 THE WTNESS:  |'ve just got to 10 between the Naturalization Act of 1790 and the white
11 circle sonethi ng. 11 racial frame of nusic theory?
12 MR ALLEN Yeah, please. 12 A Not quite.
13 MR PAINTER Yeah. 13 So you -- it seens to ne you are trying
14 THE WTNESS:  Ckay. 14 to drawa direct line between 1790 and 2024 when you
15 M ALLEN Again, thisis a 15 say those two things. And --
16 conversation for the record. That's why |16 Q ['mjust trying to understand what you
17 we are doing this. 17 are saying?
18 MR PANER kay. 18 A And 1'mgoing to explain that.
19 THE WTNESS:  Ckay. 19 So without weigh stations every ten to
20 BY MR ALLEN 20 20 years, it's -- it's hard to nake that. It -- it
21 Q So | just want to call your attention to |21 doesn't sound -- it sounds nonsensical to say that
22 page three -- 22 the first Naturalization Act of 1790 is directly
23 A Uh- huh. 23 related to nusic theory's white racial frame. And
24 Q -- where | believe you're -- you're 24 that is inaccurate.
25 nentioned with sone extensive quotations by the 25 So if you are asking me that it is, ny
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1 answer isno, it'snot. It's -- 1 Twitter; right?
2 Q But here you say, "That's as structural 2 A Yes. And also | can recall when -- this
3 andinstitutional as it gets." 3 was kind of blowing up, | think, in July, August of
4 R ght? 4 20- --
5 MR PAINTER He shoul d be al | oved 5 Q Uh- huh?
6 to finish -- 6 A -- '20. 20207
7 THE WTNESS:  Yeah. 7 Q Yeah.
8 MR PAINTER -- the question -- 8 A Yeah. Yeah. The pandenic was just
9 answver . 9 starting, yeah. And | can recall | spoke with one
10 THE WTNESS:  Yeah. 10 journalist, and it mght have been this person,
11 A And so the -- what's structural and 11 actually --
12 institutional is how over decades and centuries all |12 Q Uh- huh.
13 of these ideas of white superiority -- 13 A -- when | was unplugged and | was
14 BY MR ALLEN 14 literally upstate with ny wife and son.
15 Q Uh- huh. 15 Q And you say here -- or it says here in
16 A -- and non-white inferiority nanifested 16 the article, "He hasn't read the rebuttal s and
17 thensel ves in nany, many ways in our country, as |'m| 17 doesn't plan to."
18 sure we all know here. 18 Correct?
19 And ultimately, inny field, nusic 19 A Uh- huh.
20 theory, which really became a well defined fieldin |20 Q I's that -- was that accurate at that
21 the Whited States only in the 1960s, obviously very |21 tinme?
22 hard for sonmething in 1790 to directly affect 22 A Yeah.
23 something that happened in the 1960s. 23 Q And then you are quoted saying, "l won't
24 Absol utely is part of the sanme white 24 read thembecause | will not participate in ny own
25 suprenacist structures and institutions that have 25 dehunani zation."
Page 171 Page 173
1 happened I ong before, frankly, 1790 in the Uhited 1 DdlI read that right?
2 Sates of Am -- well, in the country that became 2 A Yeah.
3 known as the Lhited States of Anerica. 3 Q I's that sonething you told to the
4 Q Do you have any reason to think that that | 4 journalist?
5 was nisquoted, what O ndy Breeding wote in this 5 A Yes.
6 article? 6 Q And you al so say here, "They were
7 A No. 7 incensed by ny bl ackness chal | enging their
8 Q Can we skip forward to page -- at the 8 whiteness. The Journal of Schenkerian Studies has
9 bottom you'll see five of five? 9 done far nore to damage Schenkerian studies than
10 A Lh- huh. 10 Schenkerian studies."
11 Q Inthe mddle of that page there's 11 Ddl read that correctly?
12 another quote by you and it -- it begins the 12 A You did and that's a bit of a msquote.
13 paragraph before. 13 It doesn't quite read. But --
14 "Bael | said he has seen sone of the 14 Q But --
15 tweets about the journal before he 'unplugged.' He |15 A -- you get the idea.
16 hasn't read the rebuttal s and doesn't plan to, he 16 Q -- what is msquoted?
17 said." 17 A V@l I, the Journal of Schenkerian Studies
18 Dd I read that correctly? 18 has done -- done far more to damage the field of
19 A Correct. 19 Schenkerian studies than the field of Schenkerian
20 Q Do you understand that to be referring to |20 studies itself.
21 your engagenent with the Twitter conments about the |21 Q That's a good clarification.
22 Journal of Schenkerian Studies? 22 Al right. And did anyone who was
23 A Anong ot her comments, Facebook, and yeah. | 23 connected to the journal ever criticize you for your
24 Q And that's nore or |ess consistent with 24 bl ackness?
25 what you discussed today about your getting of f 25 A Anyone connected to the journal? Soif |
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1 take conments, for instance, from David Beach, who 1 that is -- I'muninterested in.
2 said, "Philip -- ny suggestion to Philip BEwell is 2 Q And yet you didn't raise that with Elen
3 that he stop conplaining about us white guys." 3 Bakulina?
4 Q Wio is Philip Beach? 4 A | -- | already said that when | responded
5 A I'msorry, David Beach -- 5 to Hlen Bakulina, | sinply said -- she said, Do you
6 Q Davi d Beach? 6 have any questions about these responses?
7 A -- wote in response to ny nine ninute 7 | said, No, | have no questions. Have a
8 plenary talk, "M advice to Philip Ewell is that he 8 nice day.
9 stop conpl ai ning about us white guys." 9 Q D d you raise the issue of not being
10 That woul d probably fall under the rubric |10 invited with the journalist?
11 of being incensed by ny bl ackness. 11 A No.  To ny know edge, no.
12 Q Did he nention your blackness or just 12 Q If that was so inportant to you at the
13 said you shoul dn't conpl ai n about his whiteness? 13 time, why didn't you raise that with the journalist
14 A D d David Beach nention ny bl ackness? | |14 when you were expl ai ning your dehunanization?
15 woul d have to go back to his actual report. 15 A You know, back in 2020 a I ot of things
16 Q And at that tine you hadn't read those 16 were happening so it wasn't like | was |aser focused
17 reports, had you? 17 on one thing.
18 A Correct. 18 This one little aspect of a lack of
19 Q At this tine had anyone fromthe journal |19 industry -- industry standard followng the -- the
20 expressly criticized you for being bl ack? 20 rules of inviting people to whomyou are respondi ng.
21 A No. 21 Soin a brief ten-mnute phone call
22 Q And you did say that you woul d not 22 probably with this journalist, no, | did not bring
23 participate in your own dehurmani zation; right? 23 that up.
24 A Correct. 24 Q Did you bring up your other conplaint
25 Q You didn't say "deneani ng" you or 25 that there were articles that weren't peer reviewed,
Page 175 Page 177
1 anything like that here? 1 to your know edge?
2 A Qorrect. 2 A To ny know edge, no. | don't think so.
3 Q So you seemto know what that word nmeant 3 Q How about the anonynous publ i cation?
4 at this tine;, right? 4 A | don't think so. | don't think so.
5 A I''ve al ways known what dehumani zation 5 Q You were aware that peopl e published in
6 neans, M. Alen. 6 the synposi umwho supported your point of viewin
7 Q D d you equi vocate about the reaning of 7 your plenary talk of 2019; correct?
8 that word with the journalist at this tine? 8 A ly in the sense that two of them had
9 A No. 9 reached out to ne to -- to let nme know that they
10 Q And you basically said you weren't going |10 were going to submt sonething and | -- | read it
11 to read the Journal of Schenkerian Sudies synposium| 11 before it was even approved for publication.
12 in 2020; right? 12 And those are the pieces by R chard
13 A Correct. 13 Beaudoin and Chris Seegal .
14 Q So that woul d suggest that had they 14 Q Uh- huh.
15 reached out to you personally, you woul dn't have 15 A And it was clear fromwhat | wote that
16 participated; right? 16 they were supportive of sorme of the points | was
17 A No. Because that's kind of -- you are 17 naking.
18 conflating, like, the tineline here. 18 Q D d that dehurmani ze you?
19 Had they reached out tonmeina--ina 19 A | don't think so, no.
20 expedient fashion before publication of this journal |20 Q And was that in any way inproper as an
21 issue, | nost likely would have been very interested | 21 acaden ¢ prof essi onal ?
22 in being part of a colloquy because | believe in 22 A No.
23 collegiality and -- and respect anmong col | eagues. 23 Q Your full length article --
24 To post factum after the journal cones 24 (Wereupon, the court reporter
25 out, totry to engage ne in a response of sorts, 25 requests clarification.)
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1 BY MR ALLEN 1 North Texas to basically investigate Tinothy Jackson
2 Q Your full length article in Misic Theory 2 and his role in the Journal of Schenkerian Studies?
3 nline, | think you' ve said this before but if you 3 M WALTON M. Alen, what --
4 could just remnd us, when did that come out? 4 MR ALLEN Yes, Ben.
5 A I"'mgoing to say June 2020. 5 MR WALTCN  Wiat docunent did you
6 Q So it came out right before the Journal 6 end up |abeling Exhibit 6 here?
7 of Schenkerian Studies published the synposiumin 7 MR ALLEN Appreciate the
8 July of 2020, to your know edge? 8 clarification and | apol ogize. This was
9 A To be honest, | don't know which cane out | 9 011UNT2645.
10 first. 10 MR WALTCN  Thank you.
11 Q Ckay. Do you have any reason to believe |11 M ALLEN MNo, thank you, Ben.
12 that Tinothy Jackson was sol ely responsible for not |12 BY MR ALLEN
13 inviting you to participate? 13 Q So you' Il ook at the bottom
14 A No, | have no reason to believe that. 14 Professor Ewell.
15 Q You were aware that nore than one person |15 Do you see there's a page narking
16 worked on the journal's editorial staff; correct? 16 UNT02645?
17 A Yes. 17 A -002645, vyes.
18 Q Do you know of any reason that Tinothy 18 Q Correct. I'mjust going to tell you,
19 Jackson al one shoul d have been nade responsible for |19 those are Bates nunbers.
20 the whole editorial staff? 20 A Uh- huh.
21 A No. 21 Q These are nunbers that attorneys assign
22 M ALLEN MNow |'mgoing to nark 22 to docunents produced in discovery. It's a
23 for the record, the next exhibit is 23 continuous series throughout the record in this
24 Bxhibit 6. Thiswll fit inthe 24 case.
25 category -- and | obviously don't want 25 A Uh- huh.
Page 179 Page 181
1 you to read all of these -- we'll go to 1 Q | will bereferring to themas basically
2 sel ective portions of it and I'lIl explain| 2 equivalent of page nunbers.
3 what thisis -- 3 A Ckay.
4 THE WTNESS:  Uh- huh. 4 Q O the other hand, that's the sole
5 MR ALLEN -- in a second. 5 alteration of this document by the attorneys.
6 I'mgoing to give this to you al so, 6 A kay.
7 R chard. 7 Q [t's a--it's adocunent that was
8 I"mmarking for the record 8 produced by the University of North Texas, thus the
9 Exhi bit 6. 9 abbreviation "UNT."
10 (Wereupon, Plaintiff's Exhihit 6, 10 So with that understood, |'mjust going
11 ol l ection of Docunents Submitted by |11 to call your attention to various parts of this
12 Tinothy Jackson to Ad Hoc Panel 12 record.
13 Convened at Lhiversity of North 13 These were docunents that were disclosed
14 Texas, was narked for 14 to the ad hoc panel by Timothy Jackson to discl ose
15 identification.) 15 sinply the internal workings of the journal that |ed
16 BY MR ALLEN 16 to the publication of the synposiun?
17 Q Now, |"'magoing to direct your attention 17 A th- huh.
18 to the cover page -- or the first page, | shoul d 18 Q I'mnot asking you to conment on whet her
19 say. 19 that's true, but I'mjust going to ask you to assume
20 A Uh- huh. 20 that for the record. Al right?
21 Q And |"'mjust going to represent to you -- |21 So can | direct your attention to
22 because obviously this is not an e-mail to you -- 22 page UNT2663, please?
23 this is a collection of documents which was 23 This is a copy of an e-nmai| dated
24 subnmitted by Tinmothy Jackson to the, quote, ad hoc 24 Decenber 31st, 2019.
25 panel which was convened at the University of 25 Dd|l read that correctly?
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1 A The second one, yeah. 1 toPhilipEnell, adirect invitationto
2 Q Sorry, the one at the bottomof the page? | 2 Philip Ewell, that that is a very strange thing
3 A Uh- huh. 3 indeed.
4 Q Correct? 4 Q Now, | never said that it was a --
5 A Uh- huh. 5 sonehow a direct invitation to you, but you did
6 Q And it seens to be fromsoneone naned Bob | 6 receive it; right?
7 Kosovsky? 7 A | received it.
8 A Uh- huh. 8 Q It's aninvitation to participate;
9 Q The thing | want to ask you about is the 9 correct?
10 "to" line, SM-announce@oci et ynusictheory. org. 10 A Not to ne specifically.
11 Do you recogni ze that e-nmail? 11 Q You specifically received it on a
12 A Yes. 12 Listserv that you subscribe to; correct?
13 Q Can you explain for the record what that |13 A Yeah, but thousands of peopl e probably
14 e-mil is? 14 received that.
15 A It's a Listserv where nusic theorists 15 Q And you didn't respond to it, in fact;
16 make announcenents. 16 right?
17 Q And woul d you have received that e-nail? |17 A Aong with -- along with other thousands
18 A Yes. 18 of people that didn't respond, yeah. In fact, if |
19 Q And in fact | think you've testified you |19 could say, Listservs aren't meant to be responded
20 did receive that e-nail? 20 to.
21 A Correct. 21 Q The statenent that you never received an
22 Q And this has the captionin the first 22 invitation to participate in the Journal of
23 line, "The Journal of Schenkerian Studies Volune 12 |23 Schenkerian Sudies, which was nade repeatedly at
24 2019 Call for Papers.” 24 this tine, was false, however; correct?
25 Rght? 25 A No, | disagree.
Page 183 Page 185
1 A Qorrect. 1 Q You disagree that this announcenent was
2 Q If | could ask you to just review that 2 aninvitation which you received to participate in
3 through the next page. 3 the Journal of Schenkerian S udies?
4 And | was just going to ask if thisis 4 A Not --
5 the call for papers that was sent out over the SMI 5 MR PAINTER Qould you clarify who
6 Listserv, to the best of your know edge? 6 the announcenent cane fron? DOd this
7 A Yes, to the best of ny know edge. Yeah. 7 cone fromthe Journal of Schenkerian
8 Q So to the extent that you' ve testified 8 St udi es?
9 today that you didn't receive an invitation to 9 BY MR ALLEN
10 participate in the Journal of Schenkerian Studies 10 Q Do you see where it says, "forwarded
11 Volune 12, it's not because you weren't asked 11 nessage from on page -2663?
12 through this Listserv; it's because you weren't 12 This is a question for you, Professor
13 asked in the way that you woul d have preferred and 13 EBwnell.
14 thought of as industry standards? 14 A h, | see. Yes, | --
15 A V¢l |, when you say, "woul d have preferred | 15 Q Do you see the cc line, Levi Vlls,
16 or thought of," | would go a step further and say in | 16 Levi Vél | sS@4UNT. edu?
17 22 years, |'ve never heard of a general Listserv 17 A th- huh.
18 announcenment making a call for papers tried to be 18 Q And it says, "Forwarded nessage from
19 substituted for a specific invitation to a person 19 Levi Wills," the sane e-nail, "Levi V@l | S@4UNT. edu.
20 who -- whose work has been under scrutiny in 20 Correct? Dd | read that right?
21 responses as ny work was with the Journal of 21 A Yes.
22 <chenkerian Studies Vol une 12. 22 Q Do you know who Levi Vélls is?
23 In fact, | would go so far as to say is 23 A He was one of the student editors, |
24 that is so far outside of industry standards to -- 24 believe, of the journal issue.
25 to think that this somehow represents an invitation |25 Q And do you know who Bob Kosovsky is?
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1 A | -- | knowthe name. | think he's 1 A Ben Gaf was the other student -- to ny
2 sonebody at SMI.  He might have been a -- like an 2 know edge, to ny recollection, the other student
3 executive director of the Society for Misic Theory, 3 editor of the journal issue, Levi Vlls and Ben
4 but | -- 4 Qaf.
5 Q And do you -- 5 | think that they were both nentioned in
6 A -- ] don't think |'ve ever met him 6 that ad hoc panel, which is when | found out, if --
7 Q And do you have any reason to believe 7 if | renenber correctly, that they were in fact the
8 that this wasn't a nessage, the call for papers, 8 student editors.
9 forwarded to the SWI-announce list by Levi V@lIs? 9 And, of course, Tinothy Jackson and
10 A | think it was such a message. 10 Sephen Sottowwere al so nentioned in that ad hoc
11 Q Ckay. And you received it, which we've 11 panel as the editorial advisors, | think, the
12 already di scussed? 12 faculty, and the editors, the -- the two graduate
13 A Yes. 13 students, Levi Vélls and Ben Qaf.
14 Q And it isaninvitation to participate in |14 And what el se about Ben Gaf? He -- |
15 the journal; correct? 15 presuned that both students were graduate students
16 A Yes. 16 working with Schenkerian studies, potentially with
17 Q I[t's just not the one that you wanted? 17 one of two faculty advisors.
18 A I[t's not the one that anybody who 18 Q Uh- huh.
19 actually -- whose work is under scrutiny woul d 19 A Excuse ne.
20 expect. |It's just not what happens. It never 20 That's ny recollection of -- of Ben Gaf.
21 happens that way. 21 Q So did you know Ben Graf before this
22 Q Didthis call for papers dehunani ze you? |22 episode in |ate 2020?
23 A | can't conment on that. 23 A | do not think so, no.
24 Q Does that -- you can't comment on it 24 Q Vére you aware that Benjamin Gaf was on
25 because it's not true or it is true and you don't 25 faculty at Uhiversity of North Texas at this time?
Page 187 Page 189
1 want to comwent onit? 1 A No, | thought he was a grad student.
2 A Just because | -- it's a very difficult 2 Q And had you had any contact with hi mwhen
3 thing to think about. 1'd have to think about 3 he was the editor of the Journal of Schenkerian
4 whether it dehurmani zed ne. 4 Sudies?
5 | -- | hesitate to say whether it 5 A Sonebody sent ne -- after the issue cane
6 dehunani zed ne. 6 out, | think one of those two people, Levi VMlls or
7 Wiat | would prefer to say is that this 7 Ben Gaf, sent ne a PDF of the journal issue because
8 is not the way col loquies or synposia happen in 8 | had not been sent a copy --
9 acadenia. 9 Q Uh- huh.
10 Q Do you find anything obj ectionable -- 10 A -- physical or otherw se.
11 objectionabl e about the call for papers itself? 11 And | do renenber, | think -- | think on
12 A Actually, if | remenber, they just had 12 a Twitter direct nmessage hearing fromone or both of
13 ms- -- ms- -- msquoted sonething | said, but it's |13 themjust kind of explaining, saying, |'msorry this
14 so -- it's somnimal that -- that | don't -- | 14 happened.
15 wouldn't really raise any objection. 15 Because it, you know, it had blown up, to
16 Sonet hing here witten is not exactly 16 a large extent.
17 what | said at that plenary session. And that's 17 And -- and ne replying, It's okay.
18 what happens of course when you take a plenary 18 | nean, it's --
19 session. 19 Q Uh- huh.
20 Q | want to talk about the role of two 20 A These things happen, | guess, yeah.
21 individuals at the Wiversity of North Texas: (ne 21 Q Do you renenber the exact words that
22 is a defendant nanmed Benjamin Gaf and the other is |22 either of themused?
23 someone we've already discussed in-- alittle bit 23 A No, | do not.
24 naned Levi Wl ls. Let ne start with M. Gaf. 24 Q Ckay. And | believe fromyour testinony
25 Wio is Benjamin Qaf? 25 today you' ve del eted your Twitter account?
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1 A Yes. 1 Dated July 25, 2020, was narked for
2 Q So those are no | onger retrievabl e? 2 identification.)
3 A Not by ne. 3 CORT REPCRTER ~ Thank you.
4 Q Now, | asked -- | asked you about 4 BY MR ALLEN
5 Benjanin Qaf. 5 Q And while you are reviewng that, it's a
6 But et ne ask the sane question about 6 one-page docurment which seens to be the printout of
7 Levi Wlls, although I know you' ve answered sone of 7 a Facebook exchange; is that correct?
8 that. 8 A th-huh.  Uh-huh.
9 Wiat was your understanding of the role 9 Q And it's dated July 25th, 2020.
10 in-- of Levi V@lls in the journal in July of 2020? |10 M ALLEN [1'mgoing to informthe
11 A | -- i thought he was a graduate student |11 peopl e online here that it's narked in
12 editor of the Journal of Schenkerian Studies, as | 12 your exhibit pack as O3UNT0441.
13 thought Ben G af was, too. 13 And you' Il see that Bates stanp in
14 Q Have you met with Benjamn Gaf since 14 the lower right-hand corner but it may
15 that tinme? 15 not be legible because it's printed bl ack
16 A | saw Ben Gaf at the Pedagogy into 16 on bl ack.
17 Practice conference that happened not too long ago. |17 BY MR ALLEN
18 And as far as | know, that's the first 18 Q So is this a nessage you renenber getting
19 time |'ve ever met himin person. And we had lunch |19 via Facebook?
20 with a big group of people. 20 A | certainly do now, yes. Uh-huh.
21 Q Dd he talk about the Journal of 21 Q And that's your, | guess, avatar there,
22 Schenkerian Studies with you at all at that |unch? 22 the -- the charming fellow playing the cello?
23 A He did not. 23 A Correct. Yeah.
24 Q Wiat did you talk about, if | nay ask? 24 Q And Benjanin Gaf saidto you, "A this
25 A Misi ¢ theory pedagogy. There were six of |25 tine, the JSS would |ikely wel cone a response from
Page 191 Page 193
1 us at atable and we had a nice | unch. 1 you."
2 V¢ tal ked about these issues -- | 2 R ght?
3 inagine -- | mean, | knew the name fromthe ad hoc 3 A Yes.
4 panel and also he -- he -- he's still at Unhiversity 4 Q And JSS stands for Journal of Schenkerian
5 of North Texas, | think, Ben Gaf. 5 Sudies?
6 So -- but | think he knew that he, you 6 A th- huh.
7 know wasn't to-- | -- | -- | presune that he was 7 Q Vs that dehunani zi ng?
8 told by soneone, Don't talk with people about this 8 A No.
9 and with Philip Bnell either. 9 Q And then he says he felt -- or, "W felt
10 So that's not something | pried and | 10 uneasy about the situation fromthe begi nning."
11 wouldn't want to. 11 Do you see where he says that in the next
12 Q Dd he tell you that? 12 sentence after --
13 A Ch, | can't recall. | can't recall 13 A Uh- huh.
14 whether we even nentioned the Journal of Schenkerian | 14 Q D d you have any discussion with him
15 Sudies, to be honest. 15 about how he felt so-called uneasy fromthis
16 But | do renenber that there was no 16  begi nni ng?
17 substantive conversation. 17 A No.
18 Q Ckay. 18 Q He al so claimed to get, quote,
19 MR ALLEN |'mgoing to nark for 19 significant pressure fromthe advisory board.
20 the record Exhibit 7. 20 Do you see that?
21 CORT REPCRTER  (ne nonent . 21 A I'd like to find it here.
22 If 1 could, sir. 22 MR PAINTER In the niddle here.
23 MR ALLEN  Uh-huh. 23 THE WTNESS:  Lh-huh.  Ckay.
24 (Wereupon, Plaintiff's Exhihit 7, 24 A Lh-huh.  Yes. .
25 Facebook Exchange, ne-Page Docunent |25

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Page 194 Page 196
1 BY MR ALLEN 1 is, "Thanks, Ben. | understand the difficult
2 Q D d he ever explain what he neant by 2 position you were in. Yes, the next tinme we neet,
3 that? 3 1'd be happy to get a coffee. Best, Phil."
4 A No, not to ny recol | ection, no. 4 R ght?
5 Q If you skip down a few sentences, do you 5 A Correct.
6 see the sentence that says, "I really enjoy 6 Q And it sounds |ike you actual ly did neet
7 reading"? 7 for dinner?
8 A th- huh. 8 A Lunch, yeah.
9 Q It says -- he said to you here, "I really | 9 Q Lunch? Ckay.
10 enjoy reading your blog post and the JSS advisors 10 A Uh- huh.
11 nentioned asking you about a response after your 11 Q What did you understand by the difficult
12 planned visit to UNT." 12 position that Benjanmin Gaf was in?
13 Dd I read that right? 13 A VeI, graduate students -- and | thought
14 A Correct. 14 he was a graduate student -- | think he had been a
15 Q Vére you planning to visit the University |15 graduate student at the University of North Texas
16 of North Texas around this tine? 16 right prior to this.
17 A Not around this tine. 17 But even so, | thought he was a graduate
18 Q Wiat is he referring to when he says, 18 student, like Levi Valls, are under enornous
19 "your planned visit"? 19 pressure if they are caught between the faculty
20 A The planned visit was to have happened a |20 and -- and outward-facing schol arship, such as a
21 year roughly beyond this. | think the fall -- if 21 journal.
22 thisis 2020, this -- | think the fall of 2021, 22 Soit's very difficult to walk that Iine.
23 perhaps, it was planned. 23 That's what | was referring to.
24 Q The -- your visit, you nean? 24 Q And having net Benjamin Gaf in person,
25 A Qorrect. 25 do you think of himas a weak person?
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1 Q Ah. 1 A | don't know hi mwell enough to comrent
2 A Ad it was -- it was about Russian nusic 2 on that.
3 theory, whichis -- I'ma Russianist. That's 3 Q Do you think of himas in any way an
4 what -- 4 uncour ageous person?
5 Q Sure. Sure. 5 A Again, | -- | just don't know hi mwel |
6 A -- that's ny field. 6 enough -- wel| enough to conment on that.
7 Q And did that visit take place? 7 Q I'n your experience of meeting himin
8 A It did not. 8 person, did you have any reason to believe that he
9 Q Wiy is that? 9 was lacking in courage in any way?
10 A | cancelledit. 10 A It was one lunch with five other people
11 Q Wiy did you cancel it? 11 at the table. | really can't comnment on that.
12 A Because | didn't want to go down to the 12 Q And you' ve already testified that you
13 University of North Texas. 13 thought he was a graduate student, not on faculty;
14 Q Why? 14 right?
15 A Because this was blowing up and | didn't |15 A Correct.
16 want to be part of it. 16 Q The fact that he was on faculty, does
17 Q It was specifically because of the 17 that change any of your testinony?
18 publication of the Journal of Schenkerian Sudies 18 A No. Because there are, as you know,
19 Vol une 12? 19 many, many levels of faculty rank and |evel s of
20 A Anong ot her things happening around this, | 20 vul nerability.
21 yeah. 21 And | was presunming at the tine, and |
22 Q So there was no opportunity for JSS 22 think accurately, that he was a graduate student.
23 advisors to ask you about a response at that visit? |23 But if he were in fact faculty, I'm
24 A After the journal issue had cone out, no. |24 pretty sure that he was not a tenured faculty,
25 Q And your response here in the gray bubble | 25 because tenure is what actual ly gives you power at a
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1 university. So anyone who is not tenured wal ks a 1 MR ALLEN -- so let's go off the
2 very fine line. 2 record.
3 Q Do you know i f Benjamn Gaf benefited 3 THE VIDEORRAPHER ¢ are going of f
4 fromediting the Journal of Schenkerian Studies in 4 the record. The tine is 2:41.
5 terns of advancing his career? 5 (Wer eupon, there was a recess taken
6 A | inmagine that there's sone snall 6 from2:41 p.m to 2:48 p.m)
7 benefits, yeah, of -- of being listed as an editor 7 THE VI DEGGRAPHER W are goi ng back
8 of ajournal, yeah. 8 on the record. The tinme is 2:48.
9 Q He al so says sonething here, you know, in| 9 BY MR ALLEN
10 the mddle of this post or exchange with you, "V¢ 10 Q So, Professor Enell, 1'mgoing to ask you
11 tried to distance oursel ves fromsome of the content | 11 sone questions about things that are in the
12 of the responses as a result, but as you well know, |12 contenporaneous docunents of the journal only for
13 silence is conplicity and | sincerely apol ogize for |13 the purpose of asking what you know about things
14 that." 14 that are said about either your talk or the
15 Ddl read that correctly into the 15 individual's relationships to you and things |ike
16 record? 16 that.
17 A Yes. 17 A Uh- huh.
18 Q Wiat did you understand by this phrase, 18 Q So I'mgoing to ask that you | ook at
19 "silence is conplicity"? 19 2657, UNT2657?
20 A | imagine since | had only seen a fewof |20 A Uh- huh.
21 the postings like on -- like on Twitter about sone 21 Q This is an e-mail by your colleague, the
22 of the content, that sonmeone coul d have been saying |22 defendant, Hlen Bak- -- Bakulina --
23 sonething at some point about sone of the commentary |23 A Uh- huh.
24 that was getting sone pushback that we shouldn't be |24 Q -- on Decenber 1st, 2019.
25 publishing X Y, or Z right? 25 Do you see that?
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1 Q Lh- huh. 1 A Lh- huh.
2 A And | presune that's what Ben is talking 2 Q And | just want to direct your attention
3 about when he says, "silence is conplicity." 3 tothe first sentence.
4 Q Vs keeping silence about these 4 It says, "I just had a conversation wth
5 supposedly inproper nethods for contacting you al so 5 a coll eague about the SMI plenary session of which
6 conplicity in the Journal of Schenkerian Sudies? 6 Ewell's talk was a part and he told ne that | shoul d
7 A No. 7 have known all along -- told ne what | shoul d have
8 Q So about this engagerment that you, | 8 known all along because this was announced ri ght
9 guess, cancelled to visit the University of 9 before the presentations that the plenary talks wll
10 North Texas, is that a -- is that standard 10 be published in Misic Theory Spectrum"
11 professional conportment to cancel an engagenent 11 Ddl read that correctly?
12 you've already made to visit another school and -- 12 A Yes.
13 A No. 13 Q And is -- does that conport with your
14 Q -- give atalk? 14 nenory of how that worked, that they were al ways
15 A No. 15 neant to be published in Spectrumfromthe get go?
16 Q If 1 could refer you back to Exhibit 16 A No, | didactually -- | did not know that
17 Nunber 6, that's the rather thick packet? 17 back in 2019.
18 A Uh- huh. 18 Q So that, as you understood it, is not an
19 THE WTNESS:  |'msorry, M. Allen, |19 accurate statenent?
20 could | get a bathroom break? 20 A 6l 1, accurate for Hlen. Let nme reread
21 MR ALLEN Ch, absol utely. 21 it, what -- what you just wote [sic].
22 THE WTNESS:  Yeah. 22 Not an accurate statement fromne. |
23 MR ALLEN And there's no question |23 didn't knowthat it was going to be published in
24 on -- 24 Msic Theory Spectrumin 2019. | had never given a
25 THE WTNESS:  Uh- huh. 25 plenary tal k before Novenber 2019.
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1 Q So if you skip down to -2657 at the 1 A Uh- huh.
2 bottomthere -- 2 Q R ght ?
3 A Lh- huh. 3 A Lh- huh.
4 Q -- there's sone sort of "fromHEIlen 4 Q Dd Benjamn Qaf ever discuss with you
5 Bakulina"? 5 agreeing that the call should go forward?
6 A Uh- huh. 6 A No.
7 Q Then it goes forward. 7 Q I's that consistent in your viewwth him
8 It says, "Dear Hlen, hyphen" -- or, 8 being pressured?
9 excuse ne -- "comma, colleagues, comm." 9 A No, not pressured.
10 And that appears to be an e-mail signed 10 Q Does it look like he's opposing the
11 by Tinothy Jackson. 11 publication --
12 Do you see that one that spills over to 12 A No.
13 the next page, UNT02658? 13 Q -- of sone special synposiun?
14 A To Levi Wlls, to Tinothy Jackson, 14 A No.
15 Benjamn QGaf, Sephen Sottow Dego Qibero, and 15 Q And, again, these were records disclosed
16 it's fromTinothy Jackson? 16 to the so-called ad hoc panel .
17 Q VI, it's -- it's not entirely clear 17 A Uh- huh.
18 here, but if you see at the bottom it says, "Best, |18 Q That's why |"mpresenting it to you. Al
19 Tim" at the bottomof the e-mail? 19 right.
20 A G the next page, yeah. 20 Do you remenber in July 27, 2020 an
21 Q Yes. 21 apol ogy posted by Levi Vélls on Facebook?
22 A Ckay. Yeah. 22 A | -- 1"m-- | wouldn't deny it existed.
23 Q So this message, "All things considered, |23 | don't recall it.
24 JSS' -- 24 Q Let me ask it this way: Do you have no
25 A Uh- huh. 25 nenory of it nowas you sit here today because you
Page 203 Page 205
1 Q -- "should go forward with the call as 1 think you didn't read it?
2 planned"? 2 A | -- if it were posted as a general
3 R ght ? 3 Facebook post, it's entirely possible | did not read
4 A Ckay. 4 it.
5 Q Now, if we -- if we look up to the 5 If it were a direct nessage to ne which |
6 previous e-nail which we were just talking about, 6 woul d have found because | did -- | digged -- dug --
7 Blen Bakulina says in her |ast sentence, "Does the 7 | dug -- digged -- | dug in ny Facebook direct
8 prospective Spectrumpublication neans that" -- | 8 nessages --
9 guess that's a typo -- "neans that perhaps we should | 9 Q Yes.
10 wait with our call for responses until after that 10 A -- and | would have found it, | presune.
11 publication appears.” 11 Sothe -- | rarely read Facebook posts.
12 Ddl read that right? 12 Q kay.
13 A Yes. 13 A Al though back then | was reading them
14 Q So they are addressing that within the 14 slightly nore often than | -- certainly than | do
15 journal ? 15 now
16 A Uh- huh. 16 Q Yes.
17 Q Tinothy wites this next e-mail, "The JSS | 17 MR ALLEN [|'mgoing to nark for
18 should go forward with the call as planned"? 18 the record -- record as Exhibit 8 a
19 A Uh- huh. 19 Facebook post by Levi \MlIs.
20 Q Rght? 20 (Whereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 8,
21 And then do you see right under that, 21 Facebook Post by Levi Vélls, was
22 Benjanmin Gaf on Decenber 2nd, 2019, in the norning, |22 marked for identification.)
23 9914am -- 23 BY MR ALLEN
24 A Uh- huh. 24 Q And | just have one question, given your
25 Q -- wites, "l agree with Tim? 25 previous answers to ny questions.
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1 | just want you to | ook at this, naybe 1 There's an e-mail at the bottomof that
2 briefly, and tell me if you renenber reading this at | 2 page that says, "Vlls, Levi," it gives his e-nail.
3 the time? 3 And it says, "to ne," neaning to Tinothy Jackson.
4 A Sure. 4 Do you see that?
5 MR WALTCN  Wich docunent is this, | 5 A Uh- huh.
6 M. Alen? 6 Q Could | ask you to reviewthat e-mail?
7 MR ALLEN Thank you. | was going 7 A th- huh.
8 to just say that. 8 This is -2705, Bates nunber?
9 This is al so narked 08 Jackson 0234. | 9 Q UNT02705?
10 MR WALTCN  Thanks. 10 A Uh- huh.
11 THE WTNESS:  Ckay. 11 Q An e-mai | beginning on the bottomof that
12 BY MR ALLEN 12 page dated Novenber 15th, 2019?
13 Q So just, again, did you ever read this at | 13 A Uh- huh.
14 the time? 14 kay.
15 A | think | did. 15 Q So this e-mail says in the second
16 Q And in that case, you knew at that tine, |16 sentence that begins in that e-mail addressing
17 this date being dated July 27th, 2020; correct? 17 Timothy Jackson, "You've likely heard about it" --
18 A Lh-huh.  Yeah. 18 referring to a particul ar Schenker paper fromSM --
19 Q -- that Levi Wl ls, who you formerly 19 "as it caused quite a stir. | was very anbival ent
20 testified you knew, was a graduate student working 20 about it because it suggested that analysis that
21 on the journal -- 21 utilizes levels of hierarchy is inherently racist
22 A Uh- huh. 22 which strikes ne as naive."
23 Q -- was claining to have no control over 23 Dd I read that correctly?
24 the content of the journal; right? 24 A Yes.
25 A That's what it says here, yeah. | kind 25 Q Do you understand this to be referring to
Page 207 Page 209
1 of skimmed through it, yes. 1 your paper at the SMI?
2 Q If you skip down to Jackson -235, that's 2 A I think so.
3 the second page of this Exhibit Nunber 8? 3 Q Does that sound |ike soneone who agreed
4 A Uh- huh. 4 with your paper?
5 Q There's a second sentence that begins on 5 A Agreed but msunderstood. "Inherently
6 the page, "However, after Philip Ewell's SMI 6 racist" is not sonething | would say, but yeah.
7 presentation, Tinothy Jackson decided that it was 7 Q So does that seemto suggest that he was
8 the responsihility of the journal to 'protect 8 lying in his Facebook post on July 27th, 2020?
9 Schenkerian anal ysis."'" 9 A No, because this is Novenber 2019, after
10 Then he says, "Athough, after serious 10 ny talk -- a week after ny talk. And the 2020
11 thought, | essentially agreed with Baell's talk, it |11 Facebook that you just referenced was after the
12 was not up to ne what did or did not gointo the 12 publication of the Journal of Schenkerian Studies.
13 journal." 13 And apparently, Levi Vélls had worked on
14 Dd|l read that correctly? 14 that so had been kind of deeply involved init. So
15 A Yes. 15 clearly he changed sorme opi ni ons.
16 Q I's that your understanding at the time of |16 Q Don't you think he changed hi s opi nions
17 what had happened inside the journal ? 17 because the journal was attacked by al nost every
18 A Anong ot her things. 18 single acadenic in the SMI?
19 Q Ckay. Well, and | just want to focus on |19 A | disagree. | don't think every single
20 this thing for now 20 acadenic attacked the journal .
21 A Uh- huh. 21 So that's -- that's -- to answer your
22 Q So nowif | could get you to go back to 22 question -- can you state the question again?
23 Exhibit 6, that's the big packet? 23 Q You don't think that Levi V@lls was
24 A Uh- huh. 24 posting an apol ogi a on Facebook because the journal
25 Q And go to UNT2705. 25 was being attacked as racist?
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1 A No. 1 A Yes.
2 Q You don't think Levi Vélls was 2 Q And, again, this would have been within
3 msrepresenting his actual true feelings about your 3 plus or nmnus a week of your talk; right?
4 work because the entire Society for Misic Theory had | 4 A A veek, two weeks, yeah.
5 published an open letter condemning the Journal of 5 Q (kay. And againit's by Levi Vélls?
6 Schenkerian Studies? 6 A Uh- huh.
7 A You say "entire Society for Misic Theory" | 7 Q kay.
8 and it wasn't. It was 900 signatories. So they 8 A After -- after the talk. Let's not --
9 don't speak for absolutely 100 percent of the 9 not plus or mnus. It's after, plus.
10 nenbershi p, obviously. 10 Q Correct.
11 And | don't believe that Levi Vélls was 11 Levi Vlls wites to Dr. Jackson.
12 msrepresenting his beliefs. | believe that they 12 Dd | characterize that correctly?
13 had changed, just fromthe two docurents you showed |13 A It just says to ne.
14 ne. 14 Q Do you see it says, "Dear Dr. Jackson"?
15 Q He never said he changed his beliefs, did |15 A Correct. Ckay. Yes.
16 he? 16 Q And it says at the end, "Regards, Levi"?
17 A Vel I, sormething changed, did they -- did |17 A Yes.
18 they not -- didit not? 18 Q And then he goes on in the second
19 Q Yeah, the thing that changed was the 19 paragraph that begins in this e-mail, "Yes, the
20 Journal of Schenkerian Studies cane under attack; 20 paper's wllful ignorance of Schenker's Jew sh
21 right? 21 identity is indeed troubling. That seens to mark it
22 MR PANTER Do you have a 22 asinplicitly antisemtic at the very least. |
23 question? 23 think that had he limted his criticisns to
24 A Yeah, is there a question there? 24 <chenker, the nan, it woul d have been slightly |ess
25 25 problematic. But his claimthat the entire
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1 BY MR ALLEN 1 theoretical world viewand, by extension, those who
2 Q D d you understand ny question? 2 help spread it, is racist becones very problenatic
3 MR ALLEN Coul d you read back the 3 when we consider the intimate connection between
4 question to the witness? 4 Schenkerian anal ysis and the Jew sh identity."
5 (Wereupon, the referred-to text was 5 And then he ends that paragraph, "Ewell's
6 read back by the court reporter.) 6 talk certainly failed in that regard.”
7 BY MR ALLEN 7 Do you see that?
8 Q I's that question unclear to you? 8 A Uh- huh.
9 A No, it's not unclear. It's just a 9 Q So, again, is this consistent with a
10 question of whether | agree with it or not. 10 graduate student who agrees with your talk?
11 The Journal of Schenkerian Studies cane 11 A I'n Novenber of 2019, it is.
12 under attack -- okay. Fair. 1'll go ahead and say |12 Q You think this indicates his agreenent
13 yes. 13 with your talk?
14 Q Thank you. 14 A Chno. No. No. No. | think that this
15 Could | direct your attention to 15 does not in- -- indicate agreenent.
16 UNT02707? That's the -- the next -- | want -- | 16 Q kay.
17 know this is causing you to junp around. 17 A | think that he had sone qual ns about ny
18 A Uh- huh. 18 talk in Novenber of 2019.
19 Q But, again, these were docunents provided | 19 | also would just point out the
20 to the so-called ad hoc panel convened to -- 20 nisreading that the entire theoretical world viewis
21 A Uh- huh. 21 racist.
22 Q -- investigate ny client. 22 It's a common misquotation attributed to
23 A Uh- huh. 23 nme. |'veseenit many tines. But it's not true.
24 Q Do you see an e-nai|l at the bottom of 24 1've never said that.
25 that page fromMonday, Novenber 18th, 2019? 25 And -- it -- | would | ove to see sonebody
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1 actually point to where | wote that because they 1 speaker | don't pay attention --
2 would be looking for a very long tine. 2 Q d course.
3 Q Have you ever sought out M. Vélls to 3 A -- to the -- the Zoomgall ery.
4 discuss your work? 4 But | just want -- since we are tal king
5 A No. 5 about Levi Vélls, | did have -- | think | instigated
6 Q Has he ever sought out you to di scuss 6 an e-mail saying, | see you're giving a talk. |
7 your work? 7 look forward to hearing your talKk.
8 A Again, a direct nessage? 8 And that's what it was.
9 There were a lot of -- alot of 9 Q There was no nore substantive di scussion
10 comuni cations goi ng back and forth. 10 between you about that?
11 | don't renenber seeing -- | nean, inny |11 A About -- that's correct.
12 Facebook direct nessages, | searched. 12 Q (kay. Qould | ask you to skip to
13 Q Lh- huh. 13 UNT02708?
14 A And that was a search term So | -- did |14 There's an e-mail here from Ti not hy
15 | have sonething in ny Facebook direct nessages? 15 Jackson to M. Levi Wlls dated Novenber 19th, 2019?
16 | mean, you -- you looked at it. | -- 1 |16 A Uh- huh.
17 can't recall. 17 Q And it appears to be from Tinot hy
18 And it's possible that if it's not there, |18 Jackson?
19 that it -- there was a Twitter direct nessage. 19 He says, "Dear Levi, It occurred to ne
20 Probably it woul d have happened in one of those two |20 that it mght be appropriate for the journal to
21 places if | had any contact with Levi Vélls. 21 solicit responsible -- responses to Enell froma
22 Q And so to sumup, you don't recall that 22 nunber of promnent Schenkerians."
23 ever happeni ng? 23 Ddl --
24 A Qorrect. 24 A Qorrect.
25 Q Ckay. Let ne ask you to junp to -- 25 Q -- read that --
Page 215 Page 217
1 A My | -- may !l -- my | -- 1 Now it's relatively long and | don't
2 Q Pl ease. 2 want to spend that tinme onit.
3 A -- qualify? 3 But if we skip down to the next page,
4 | gave atalk -- aremte talk in Horida | 4 there's a response fromLevi VWl lIs; right?
5 and -- and Levi Vélls was also giving a talk at sone | 5 And this is Novenber 19th, 2019 at
6 point. 6 3:16 p.m?
7 And | recall, | -- it nust have been from| 7 A Yes.
8 ny Hinter e-nmail because virtually all of these 8 Q And he wites, "Dear Dr. Jackson, | agree
9 communi cations were professional and fromny Hinter 9 that a response in the JSS would be very
10 e-mail. 10 appropriate. It would be nice to have it for the
11 | recall witing Levi Walls just saying, |11 upconing issue, although it is very forthcon ng
12 | see you are giving a talk in Horida. 12 around md-Decenber. A response in |Issue 13 woul d
13 Q Uh- huh. 13 of course be quite late. D d you have any
14 A | Took forward to listening toit. 14 particular Schenkerians in mind? Dr. Gaf and | can
15 | don't think | was actually able to 15 discuss sonme candidates tonorrow at our weekly
16 attend his -- 16 neeting and get requests out as early as tonorrow
17 Q Uh- huh. 17 evening."
18 A -- his virtual talk. 18 Ddl read that right?
19 Q Uh- huh. 19 A Yes.
20 A And | also don't know whet her he attended | 20 Q Does that sound |ike someone who has no
21 ny virtual talk because it -- it wasn't one -- | 21 control over the content of the journal ?
22 don't think it was one where all the Zoomw ndows 22 A No.
23 were available. 23 Q (he of Levi Walls' clains was that he was
24 Q R ght. 24 instructed by Tinmothy Jackson, sonething like, to --
25 A Even if it was, as a -- as a keynote 25 to censor people who were in favor of your paper.
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1 Do you recall anything to that effect? 1 A Uh- huh.
2 A No. 2 Q But not Dr. Sottow?
3 Q Let ne direct your attention to UNTO2758. | 3 A Uh- huh.
4 This time we'll be looking to the top of the page. 4 Q He says, "Dr. Gaf and | were wondering
5 But before | ask you a question about 5 what your thoughts were concerning the subm ssion
6 this communication internal to the journal, | want 6 fromdark Beaudoin" --
7 toask if you renmenber in the UNT so-called ad hoc 7 A Beaudoi n.
8 panel report -- 8 Q Beaudoi n.
9 A Lh- huh. 9 A Lh- huh.
10 Q -- a kind of very graphic description of |10 Q Thank you.
11 M. Wlls being forced into Timothy Jackson's car 11 - "and Lett. As you nay have seen,
12 and coerced to basically publish something he didn't | 12 these responses are, at least inplicitly,
13 want to publish? 13 anti-Schenkerian. Despite disagreeing wth much of
14 A | do renenber sonething about a car, 14 what they have to say, Dr. Gaf and | think it is
15 yeah. 15 inportant to publish these responses."
16 Q Ckay. But you don't renenber that in 16 Ddl read that right?
17 detail? 17 A Yes.
18 A No, | don't. 18 Q So it sounds |ike he was in favor of
19 Q Rght? Its connection to censorshi p? 19 publishing responses that were favorable to you;
20 A | do not, no. 20 right?
21 Q kay. So if we look at the top of 21 A Correct.
22 page -- sorry, UNT2758, do you see how that e-nail 22 Q Do you know i f those three responses were
23 is signed by Levi Vélls? 23 in fact published?
24 A Uh- huh. 24 A They -- so Beaudoin, Lett, and Qark,
25 Q And if we look at the very bottomof the |25 yes. W're talking about Suzannah dark, Harvard
Page 219 Page 221
1 previous page, it states fromFebruary 13th, 1 Unhiversity, Rchard Beaudoin, Dartnouth Col | ege --
2 10:54 am? 2 Q Lh- huh.
3 A Very bottom-- 3 A -- Stephen Lett, who is no |onger, |
4 Q O the -- of the page -02757? 4 think, inthe field.
5 A Two seven -- 5 Q I's that consistent with soneone who is
6 Q ['msorry to junp around but the e-nail 6 being pressured not to publish these pro-Ewel |
7 spills over -- 7 papers?
8 A Uh- huh. 8 A Again, | would take issue with the
9 Q -- fromone page to the next -- 9 conflation of this tineline.
10 A kay. 10 Q Uh- huh.
11 Q -- in an inconvenient way. 11 A Because we started with Levi Vélls in
12 A Yeah. Goul d you say what you just said 12 July --
13 again? 13 Q Uh- huh.
14 Q So the e-nail is fromLevi Vlls; right? |14 A -- after the publication of Volunme 12,
15 A Uh- huh. 15 and you' ve gone back to Novenber.
16 Q It's dated February 13th? 16 Q Correct.
17 A 10:54 a.m 17 A Now we are in February; right?
18 Q Yes. 18 So | think that it's quite reasonable to
19 A Uh- huh. 19 presune that once all of the journal responses were
20 Q It says, "To me" -- meaning Tinothy 20 collated into an issue, it seens that Levi Vélls
21 Jackson -- "and Benjamn Gaf." 21 read it and then began to take issue with some of
22 Dd1l read that right? 22 the points that were being raised there and so
23 A Qorrect. 23 essentially -- well, as | said, changing his
24 Q He wites, "Dear Dr. Jackson," he copies |24 opinion.
25 sone ot her peopl e who are working on the journal ? 25 Wi ch, over the course of eight nonths,

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Page 222 Page 224
1 is not so unreasonable, | think. 1 to JSS authors and advisory board; do you see that?
2 Q Isn't the sinpler explanation that at the | 2 A Yeah, start- --
3 norment it appeared there was a nassive social nedia 3 Q h, sorry, | should say, the bottom of
4 attack on the journal and they, quote, changed their | 4 the page?
5 nind? 5 A Lh-huh.  Yeah.
6 MR PAINTER Asks for specul ation. 6 Q March 14th, 2020?
7 BY MR ALLEN 7 A th- huh.
8 Q That's all right. You can answer. 8 Q And |'mjust going to represent to you
9 THE WTNESS: Do | have to? 9 this was the tinme when the special volune -- the
10 MR PAINTER  You should give sone 10 special synposiumand the entire Vol une 12 went to
11 answer, whatever answer you think 11 the press.
12 isthe -- 12 A kay.
13 THE WTNESS:  Ckay. 13 Q So it was finished inits editorial phase
14 A Can you repeat the question, please? 14 and it was just going into production.
15 BY MR ALLEN 15 A Lh- huh.
16 Q Isn't the sinplest explanation that they |16 Q Just going to skip down past the nuneral
17 were attacked on social nedia and by the S\ and by |17 three on that bottomof that page; do you see that?
18 everyone clainng the journal was racist and they, 18 A Uh- huh.
19 quote, changed their nind then? 19 Q "Levi V@lls has done excel lent work on
20 A No. 20 this volune and the journal will be in good hands as
21 Q You don't find that plausible at all, do |21 he takes over sole editorship of the JSS. In ny
22 you? 22 view the additional content that we collected this
23 A | wouldn't say plausible at all. | would |23 winter following Baell's SV plenary makes a great
24 say that's not the actual issue, though. 24 addition to an already renarkabl e publication.”
25 Q Sonehow they are saying at the tine the 25 Dd I read that correctly?
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1 journal articles are being gathered and publi shed, 1 A Yes.
2 they -- Levi Wlls disagrees with your work? 2 Q I's that consistent with Benjamn Gaf
3 A Uh- huh. 3 telling you in his Facebook message to you that, |
4 Q They want to solicit these papers, they 4 don't know he was conplicit in sone sort of
5 want to solicit others. 5 silence?
6 And then all of a sudden, they change 6 A Huh.
7 their mnd after the journal cones out? 7 Q Q he didn't want todoit or --
8 A | think it's probably a little bit of 8 A No.
9 both, don't you? 9 Q (kay. He says, "Cheers getting this to
10 Q VI, I"'mnot the one testifying. 10 press.”
11 A That's true. | apol ogi ze. 11 R ght ?
12 | think it's entirely reasonabl e, 12 A Uh-huh.  Yes.
13 however, to think that two things can be true at 13 Q Then on March 20, there's another nessage
14 once. 14 fromBen Gaf to Barry Wener, maybe pronounced it
15 Q Do you know that after the attack on the |15 Wener.
16 journal, Levi Vélls openly expressed his fear for 16 You woul d know?
17 his career? 17 A | don't know
18 A | do not know that. 18 Q You don't know.
19 Q Just one |ast exanple here. |f you could |19 Vs Barry Wener critical of you or in
20 skip to UNT02697? 20 favor of you?
21 A S X, nine -- six, nine, seven. |'min 21 A Qitical.
22 the sevens... 22 Q Ben Gaf wites to a critical respondent,
23 Q - 26977 23 | suppose we'll call him "Thank you, Barry. |
24 A -2697, yes. 24 should note that | enjoyed reading your response to
25 Q And this is an e-mail fromBenjamn Gaf |25 Ewell.”
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1 Ddl read that correctly? 1 A Correct.
2 A Yes. 2 Q And | understand she's no | onger there.
3 Q Do you have any reason to believe that 3 So if you skip down a few pages, you'll
4 Benjanin Gaf would |lie about that? 4 see that there's an attachnent that says, "Dear Dean
5 A No. 5 R chrmond"?
6 MR ALLEN | think | have one |ast 6 A Uh-huh.  "Dear Dr. Rchrmond," yeah.
7 docurent to present to you and | think we | 7 Q th-huh.  And you'l| see -- | just want
8 wll probably be able to wap this up. 8 to -- you see howthere's a subheading A close
9 | can't promse that Benjamin Vlton | 9 paren?
10 won't have some questions for you. 10 A Uh- huh.
11 THE WTNESS:  Sure. 11 Q | guess it's the third paragraph.
12 MR ALLEN But let ne nove on. 12 A Lh- huh.
13 I"mgoing to -- we're done tal king 13 Q She gives a little bit of a history of
14 about M. Vélls and M. Qaf. 14 her participation in the journal ?
15 | want to ask you sone additi onal 15 A Uh- huh.
16 questions about your colleague, Hlen 16 Q And then she al so says -- |'mjust going
17 Bakul i na. 17 to begin with the sentence, "The e-nmails were an
18 THE WTNESS:  Bakul i na. 18 exchange."
19 MR ALEN Soif | could mark this |19 Do you see that?
20 for the record. V¢ are introducing here |20 A (ne second.
21 Exhibit Nunber 9. This is marked in the |21 Q Third sentence?
22 exhi bit fol der 06 UNT2559. 22 A Yes. Q.
23 (Wereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 9, 23 Q "The e-mai | s were an exchange of opini ons
24 Docunent Presented to Ad Hoc Review |24 on Ewell's keynote talk. They led to another string
25 Panel , was marked for 25 of e-nails which were directly related to the call
Page 227 Page 229
1 identification.) 1 for responses. The string was initiated by Levi
2 MR ALLEN Sorry. 2 V@élls whose initial e-mail, Novenber 25th, 2019, was
3 BY MR ALLEN 3 sent to several theory faculty, included sone that
4 Q Now, before you | ook at this, again, I'm | 4 are not on the JSSeditorial board. The second
5 not suggesting that you know anything about this 5 e-mail exchange led to the formulation of the call.
6 docurent . 6 | discussed the formulation with the editors but
7 It's because sone things are represented 7 didn't make any substantive suggestions."
8 about you in the docunent that | want to ask you 8 A You said "editors" when it said "others,"
9 questions about it. 9 but aside fromthat, yes.
10 A Sure. 10 Q | apol ogi ze for n sspeaking and t hanks
11 Q This is also a docunent that was 11 for catching that.
12 presented to the so-called ad hoc journal review 12 A Uh- huh.
13 panel that UNT convened to investigate solely 13 Q Now, did B len Bakulina ever talk to you
14 Timothy Jackson for the supposed whatever they 14 about her role on the journal ?
15 thought the journal of Schenkerian studies did 15 A No.
16 wong, | suppose. 16 Q So you don't know whet her she's
17 And you can see that in the header; do 17 representing this accurately or not?
18 you see that in the first nmessage? 18 A Qorrect.
19 A "Talk with UNT ad hoc journal review 19 Q If you coul d skip down to UNT02560.
20 panel "? 20 And this is one of the infelicities of
21 Q Yes? 21 electronic docunents.
22 A Yes. 22 A Uh- huh.
23 Q And that's B len Bakulina -- 23 Q But do you see there's a page nunber
24 A Uh- huh. 24 smack in the nmddle of the page nunber three?
25 Q -- and her e-nmail at UNT? 25 A Uh- huh.
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1 Q | want you to look at the paragraph right | 1 Q Uh- huh.
2 before that? 2 A And to be honest, | didn't knowif Elen
3 A "In retrospect"? 3 Bakulina, who is a Russianist --
4 Q Qorrect. 4 Q Uh- huh.
5 A Uh- huh. 5 A -- like ne, whether she was involved with
6 Q This is Hlen Bakulinain a letter toher | 6 journal at all in any capacity, whatsoever. And --
7 dean, who is Dean R chnond. 7 Q If she --
8 "In retrospect, | regret that | did not 8 A If 1 may.
9 contact Ewnell to ask if he would like to wite a 9 Q Pl ease.
10 response to the responses or to sinply informhim 10 A And therefore it didn't even strike ne
11 about what is happening in JSS. A lack of such 11 to-- towait for aninvitation fromB|en Bakulina
12 tinely contact with Bwell on part -- on the part of |12 because | just didn't think she was involved with
13 JSS editorship is part of what is currently being 13 the production of this journal.
14 condemmed on social media. In fact, | did think of |14 Q Rght. And does this nessage to the dean
15 contacting himin Decenber 2019, partly because he 15 of her school of nusic clarify that she was i ndeed
16 is along-tine friend and a forner mentor of mne." |16 involved in the production of the journal, at |east
17 Dd1l read that correctly? 17 inthe fall and winter of 20207
18 A Yes. 18 A V@l I, what you've read confirns that she
19 Q Now, you' ve testified today that she did |19 regrets that she did not contact ne.
20 contact you in around that tinefrane; right? 20 It doesn't really clarify what role she
21 A Yes. | would say it was probably 21 played, if any, inthejournal's structure. And she
22 February 2020. 22 nay have had a role, maybe on the editorial board.
23 Q But at that time she expressed no concern |23 | don't know
24 that you hadn't been personal |y invited? 24 Q And also, | believe | msspoke. | neant
25 A The only thing that was stated in her 25 fall and winter of 2019, not fall and w nter of
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1 e-mail was -- it was maybe one sentence and it 1 2020. That was when --
2 was -- the title of the -- the subject title was 2 A Lh-huh. N neteen going into ' 20.
3 "JSS responses. " 3 Q Yes.
4 Q Uh- huh. 4 Do you -- this is true that -- what she
5 A And it was of the order, "Dear Phil, Do 5 says here that you were long-tine friends and she
6 you have any questions about" - 6 was a former mentee of yours; right?
7 Q Uh- huh. 7 A Yeah, | -- | nentioned that she -- that |
8 A -- "these JSS responses, " because the 8 was on her dissertation committee --
9 call for papers had gone out. 9 Q Uh- huh.
10 So | was aware at that point that -- 10 A -- when she was at the graduate center,
11 Q Uh- huh. 11 vyes.
12 A -- that this was being put together. 12 Q Are you still inregular contact wth
13 And as | said earlier, | responded, No, | |13 her?
14 have no questi ons. 14 A Regul ar, no. | haven't heard fromher in
15 Q And she doesn't say anything about that 15 awhile.
16 here, does she? 16 Q Ckay.
17 A She does not. 17 A [f I could try to say when, it would
18 Q Do you know of any reason that she lacked | 18 be -- it actually was sone -- let's call it, five,
19 the power to invite you personal | y? 19 six nonths ago because she's working on a project --
20 A | presune | -- | presunme that she was not |20 this is irrespective of the Journal of Schenkerian
21 part of the backbone of the Journal of Schenkerian 21 Sudies or the University of North Texas -- Thomas
22 Sudies. 22 (hristensen, Carnmel Raz, and one other person are
23 As it -- as it was shown in the ad hoc 23 putting together this big, thick, milti-volume work
24 report, Steven Sottow and Tinothy Jackson were the |24 on nusic theory.
25 editorial advisors. 25 And Blen is kind of spearheading sone of
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1 the Russian nusic theory aspects. And she and 1 A Correct. She did not.
2 Thomas Christensen, a nusic theorist -- nusic 2 Q Do you know of any reason she coul dn't
3 theorist at the Lhiversity of Chicago, invited me to| 3 have spoken up if she really did object to that at
4 wite a section on -- on the nusic theorist Mdest 4 the tine?
5 Rezvoi, who was a Russian nusic theorist who in 5 A Cher than the fact that she's pre-tenure
6 198 -- sorry, 1830 translated sone very significant 6 and pre-tenure people are in fact, as you know,
7 terns. 7 vulnerable and often hesitant to speak up.
8 Q And can | just interrupt you to say that 8 Q She wasn't hesitant to speak up when she
9 she's involved in a very significant work of 9 condemmed Ti mot hy Jackson, was she?
10 schol ar shi p? 10 A | don"t know how she condemmed - -
11 A Yes. 11 condemned Ti ot hy Jackson.
12 Q Do you know her to be an especially 12 Q Do you know that the faculty circulated a
13 fragile individual ? 13 petition condemning -- condenning Tinothy Jackson
14 A | -- | can say withalittle bit nore 14 after the publication in July 25, 2020?
15 certainty than -- because you asked the sane 15 A | think I have a recollection of that.
16 questions of Ben Gaf, | think. 16 | -- | can't specifically say.
17 She -- could you clarify “fragile 17 Q Her lack of tenure didn't prevent her
18 individual," in what respect? 18 fromsigning onto that, didit?
19 Q Vel I, do you know that she is afraid to 19 A And 900 peopl e signed an anti-raci st
20 speak her mnd? 20 letter to SMI, nost of whom! woul d presune were
21 A Yeah. Yeah. (ccasionally, yes. 21 un-tenured al so, so...
22 Q And do you think she's particularly 22 Q So she had at |east enough civil courage
23 cowardly? 23 to do that; right?
24 A | wouldn't use the word "cowardly," but | |24 A Avil courage?
25 also wouldn't say "forceful"” and -- and "anbitious" |25 Yeah, let's just say that she signed the
Page 235 Page 237
1 and | wouldn't say the opposite of "cowardly" 1 letter, yes, she did.
2 either. 2 Q So just to close this off, the things
3 Q Do you know of any reason she coul dn't 3 that she's representing here to her dean and by
4 have spoken up and sai d you needed to be invited, 4 extension, the so-called ad hoc panel investigating
5 for instance? 5 the journal and Timothy Jackson, you didn't discuss
6 A | think probably because she was 6 this wth her?
7 pre-tenure, if I'mnot mstaken. | think she was at | 7 A No.
8 this tine. 8 Q And you haven't discussed it since?
9 Q Do you know that she was threatened wth 9 A No.
10 a denial of tenure if she spoke up in some way? 10 Q kay.
11 A No, | do not know that. 11 MR ALLEN Can we go off the
12 Q And in fact, she did feel at |east 12 record?
13 confortabl e enough to reach out to you? 13 THE VI DEQERAPHER V@ are going of f
14 A Correct. 14 the record. The tine is 3:28.
15 Q But she didn't nention any of these three | 15 (Whereupon, there was a recess taken
16 concerns at the time that you said were hal I marks of |16 from3:28 p.m to 3:32 p.m)
17 the inproper publication of Vol une 12? 17 (Wereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 10,
18 And let me list them The anonynous 18 E-mai | Exchange Between Philip Enell
19 npublication, right; the failure toinvite youin 19 and Rachel Gain, was marked for
20 person; and | believe you said the failure to have 20 identification.)
21 peer reviewof the article; right? 21 THE VI DECCRAPHER ¢ are goi ng back
22 A Lh-huh.  Yeah. 22 on the record. The tinme is 3:32.
23 | didn't use the word "hal | marks," but 23 BY MR ALLEN
24 yes, you remenbered the three points, correct. 24 Q Professor BEwell, I'mmarking for the
25 Q She didn't nention any of those things? 25 purposes of the record Exhibit Nunber 10.
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1 This is an e-mai|l exchange with what 1 circunstances of the publication of Volume 12 of the
2 appears to be you and a defendant named Rachel Gain. | 2 JSS?
3 It is Bates-stanped UNT1146. 3 A No.
4 Do you recogni ze this docunent ? 4 Q D d she discuss with you any of her
5 A Yes. 5 criticisns of Tinmothy Jackson?
6 Q Do you renenber sending this docunent? 6 A No.
7 A Yes. 7 Q And this e-mail seens to have been
8 Q Do you know who Rachel Gain is? 8 initiated by her; correct?
9 A She was a graduate student at UNT. | 9 A Qorrect.
10 believe she's at Yale University now 10 Q And she e-mails you on July 27th, 2020,
11 Q Your al ma nmater? 11 at 7:30 in the evening, an apology fromthe UNT
12 A M alma nater. That's right. Not -- 12 graduate students; right?
13 Q Have you had -- 13 A Correct.
14 A -- far fromhere. 14 Q Do you know why she was claimng to speak
15 Q Have you had any further contact with 15 on behal f of the UNT graduate students?
16 her? 16 A | thought at the time -- | think that she
17 A | gave atalk at Yale -- two things: The | 17 had sone type of student counsel |eaders position
18 sane talk in Florida, the virtual talk | gave -- 18 where she -- | don't knowif it's elected or
19 Q Uh- huh. 19 sonething, but, you know, there was a student body,
20 A -- was al so attended, probably virtually, |20 graduate student alliance. You know graduate
21 by Rachel Gain. And when | e-mailed -- | think I 21 students have organi zati ons among them
22 nay have e-mailed fromny Hinter e-nail both Levi 22 And | think that she was contacting ne
23 Wl ls and Rachel Gain and -- essentially saying hi. |23 kind of on -- maybe it's even said here that -- the
24 You know, | had had this e-mail -- this 24 graduate student --
25 Facebook exchange with Levi Vlls -- Vlls or Vll? |25 Yeah, so that's ny -- ny recollection
Page 239 Page 241
1 Q Val | s. 1 is -- the MTE graduate student body -- oh, and she
2 A Wth an "S'? 2 was the vice president. There it is.
3 Q Yeah. 3 So I'mlooking at the third page.
4 A Ckay. Wth -- yeah. 4 Q Yes.
5 Q To interrupt you, just for the record, 5 A | don't want to do your job for you
6 you were -- when you said, "this," you were 6 but --
7 referring to the exhibit -- 7 Q No, go ahead.
8 A Exhibit 7. 8 A But yeah, on the third page the actual
9 Q Thank you. 9 apology that they were witing was fromthe
10 A Lh-huh.  And this note from-- in-- in 10 president -- it seens there are two presidents and
11 Exhibit 10 fromRachel Gain. And | had sent an 11 then a vice president, Rachel Gain, of the MTE
12 e-mail essentially saying the sane thing that | said |12 graduate student body.
13 to Levi Vélls, whichis, | look forward to your 13 | do not know what MHTE stands for.
14 talks. I'mgiving atalk. | hope to see you there. |14 Q Just for the record, do you see where it
15 Q Uh- huh. 15 says "Division of Misic Hstory, Theory, and
16 A And then | gave an in-person talk at Yale | 16 Et hnonusicol ogy" in the top of that letter?
17 University fall of '22. 17 A Inthe -- | see actually in the top of
18 Q Uh- huh. 18 the email on the very first page that that's |isted,
19 A It was whenever Rachel Gain noved. She 19 so that nust be MITE
20 was there at the talk. 20 Q Qorrect.
21 Q Lh- huh. 21 A Lh- huh.
22 A And al ong with maybe a hundred ot her 22 Q Al right. Sointhis letter of apol ogy
23 people and -- and | sawher. It was the first tinme |23 that | suppose these MHTE graduate students sent to
24 1've ever physically net Rachel Gin. 24 you, do they discuss anything about the three
25 Q D d she discuss with you any of the 25 objections that you had to the Journal of
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1 Schenkerian Studies in Vol une 12? 1 the record. The tineis 3:39.
2 Agai n, the anonynous publication, the 2 (Wer eupon, there was a recess taken
3 failure to peer review, and the failure to reach out | 3 from3:39 p.m to 3:47 p.m)
4 to you individually? 4 THE VI DEGGRAPHER W% are goi ng back
5 A Vell, | -- 1 don't recall, but the actual | 5 on the record. The tine is 3:47.
6 apology is on the third page of your exhibit. 6 MR WALTCN Dr. Ewell, we are back
7 And | don't knowif they -- may | read 7 after a brief break and it's nowny turn
8 this and -- 8 to ask a few questions.
9 Q Pl ease. 9 I"I'l try -- try to keep these as --
10 A -- and then we can actually just put -- 10 as targeted as possible.
11 put sone teeth onto that question. 11
12 (kay. It seens they did not nention any |12 CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
13 of those three specific things. 13
14 Q They are just engaging with what we mght |14 BY MR WALTON
15 call viewpoints; correct? 15 Q Just, first off, it's nice to neet you
16 A Yeah, | woul d say opinions but yeah, 16 remotely. Sorry | couldn't be there in person.
17 sure, viewpoints. 17 But to clarify for the record, you and |
18 Q Fine. And in fact, they say in her cover | 18 have never spoken before right now correct?
19 e-mail toyou: "I would also like to offer ny 19 A That is correct.
20 personal apol ogies for everything that has happened. |20 Q Gkay. Qould you -- | -- | knowthere's
21 There are no excuses for the views published, 21 been a lot of talk back and forth throughout the
22 platform[sic], and encouraged by our departrent's 22 day.
23 publication and faculty nenbers. | amsincerely 23 | was wondering if you could give ne
24 sorry." 24 sonething as a handle to just as -- as clearly and
25 Rght? 25 succinctly as you coul d, sunnarize what you see as
Page 243 Page 245
1 A Correct. 1 the relationship, if any, between Heinrich
2 Q And she also -- junping back to the 2 Schenker's ideas and nusic theory as it has
3 letter -- says sonething about structural racism 3 developed in the Lhited States?
4 Do you see that? 4 A Yeah. So the second part of what you
5 A Can you give ne a |ine nunber? First 5 just -- what you just ended with is extrenely
6 paragraph, second paragraph? 6 inportant, "nusic theory as it's been devel oped in
7 Q First paragraph, seven |lines down? 7 the Lhited States.”
8 A Lh-huh.  Ckay. Hold on. 8 Because M. Alen had asked about
9 Yes, okay. Got it. 9 Heinrich Schenker and then al nost inmediately
10 Q D d you ever lecture Rachel Gain on the 10 followed it up with the white racial frame.
11 neaning or not of racisn? 11 And | essentially pushed back on that in
12 A No, | don't lecture anyone on the meaning | 12 the sense that the direct connection between
13 of racism Never have, never wll. 13 Heinrich Schenker and nusic theory's white racial
14 Q So you didn't bring up the lack of 14 franme, well, there is none. That's 1935 and now
15 neaning of that termthat you've kind of testified 15 it's 2024. So one nust make connections; right?
16 to today with her? 16 And the reason -- | often will say not
17 A No. 17 just Heinrich Schenker, but the |egacy of Heinrich
18 Q Ckay. 18 Schenker. That's really the main point of -- of ny
19 MR ALLEN Ckay. Ben, | have no 19 crit- -- ny criticismof Heinrich Schenker.
20 further questions for this wtness. 20 It's really not so nuch about the person,
21 M WALTCN Al right. Can we go 21 it's very much about the legacy that he left via
22 off the record and take a brief break? 22 these enigres to -- first to the east coast and
23 MR ALLEN Yes. And I've been 23 (hicago -- there was one person there. That mght
24 instructed to change chairs. 24 have been Gswald Jonas. And -- and then what
25 THE VIDEOGRAPHER W are going off | 25 happened in the ensuing 90 years after Heinrich
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1 Schenker died. 1 those of us who aren't either sociologists, race
2 Soif -- if one studies race schol arship 2 scholars, or nusic theory schol ars, how woul d you
3 as virtually no nusic theorists do, it need be said, 3 describe your -- your thesis, as it were, ina
4 right, it's not a common thing, then it actually 4 nutshell?
5 becones pretty clear to see how and why a figure 5 A Lh-huh.  Yeah, well, the thesis is that
6 like Heinrich Schenker coul d becone so extrenely 6 the -- the historic white suprenmacy -- and
7 popul ar, especially in the 1930s and ' 40s where 7 patriarchy, by the way, it's sonething | always
8 racial segregation and the JimQowracismwere just | 8 hasten to add -- of the United States of America
9 onfireinour country. 9 have nmanifested thenselves in the field of nusic
10 So when the -- the -- the witings, the 10 theory. Coviously they' ve nanifested thensel ves
11 pseudoscientific witings of Schenker, the 11 fromtop to bottomin any acadenmc field, in any
12 anti-black racist witings, the anti-Asian racist 12 walk of life.
13 witings, the anti-lslamwitings -- he -- he nocked | 13 And that's sonething that nost peopl e
14 the Arabic language in one very interesting, 14 woul d concede, they woul d acknow edge that -- that
15 poignant footnote, for exanple -- then we can begin |15 historically the country does have a white
16 to see howin the 1930s in the Lnited States and the | 16 supremacist and patriarchal past; right? That's not
17 1940s, well, that just fit perfectly -- it fit 17 an open question.
18 perfectly with the Averican nmind; right? It wasn't |18 The question for me as an American
19 just nusic theory, it -- it was Anerica. 19 citizen and as a Ph.D. holder in nusic theory is --
20 V¢ were living in the 1930s and ' 40s 20 who hap -- who happens to be a bl ack person, is how
21 through a virulently racist -- and now | wll just 21 those things have come together to create a
22 say that word, a word | generally don't say -- a 22 situation inwhich, as | put inthat article that we
23 wvirulently racist period of our country, thousands 23 talked about earlier, out of about 1200 peopl e,
24 upon thousands of African Anrericans slaughtered in 24 there were two associate professors who were bl ack.
25 lynchings and mass race occurs -- sorry, nass -- 25 | was one of them MNow l'ma full professor.
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1 nmass nassacres, race massacres; right. 1 That's an unacceptabl e percentage. It's
2 So when | start -- you' re asking about 2 an unaccept abl e percentage to have two bl ack
3 the connections of Heinrich Schenker and how |'m 3 associate professors, out of -- associate out of
4 putting these things together now 4 1200 -- 200 people, maybe, let's say, that would be
5 V@I I, one nust really tell the story in 5 one percent; right?
6 great detail going through the years and one cannot 6 Bl ack Anericans are roughly 14 percent of
7 distill and say, How does Heinrich Schenker, the 7 the country. 1'd like to see 14 percent associate
8 person, connect to today's nusic theory's white 8 professors inny field That would be a fair
9 racial frame? 9 system
10 The short answer to that questionis, 10 But apparently there are peopl e who don't
11 well, in alnmost no way, actually, if you are going 11 want that.
12 to ask ne that specifically. 12 V¢ all knowthat what we are living
13 But that's not how | answered a question |13 through in the Uhited States of America, we wll get
14 that was very simlar put to me by M. Allen because | 14 through it and we will get through it together.
15 | have to relate this history of how these things 15 Together. W will fight through these racial
16 actual |y happened. 16 problens, our racial past.
17 [t's very conmon anmong race scholars to 17 If | can go down one snall rabbit hole, |
18 dothat and | think | didit pretty effectively in 18 spent sone tinme in Norway this summer and | gave a
19 nusic theory. 19 talk -- a couple of talks: (ne at the University of
20 | don't knowif | answered that 20 Gslo, the other at the Misic Acadeny in Gslo.
21 question -- did | answer that question, M. Vélton? |21 And you all probably know, |'msure
22 Q | -- | think so. And, you know, ny 22 you've all been to Europe, you probably know that
23 question was not comng froma request to clarify a |23 Europeans are really good at pointing the fingers at
24 specific thing fromearlier today. 24 Americans when it comes to racism right.
25 It was just nore of a broad question for |25 And | tell ny colleagues in Norway and |
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1 tell anyone else who will listen, you knowwhat, I'm| 1 nusic theory's devel opnent?
2 ablack Aerican. Vé're fine. Leave me and | eave 2 A Not at all. That's -- that -- that --
3 us out of this. 3 | -- | was about to say, that's a silly question. |
4 Look at yourselves in the nmirror, ny 4 don't nean to say that. |'msorry, M. Wlton. |
5 Norwegi an col | eagues. You | ook at yourselves inthe | 5 don't want to say that.
6 mrror and you ask yoursel ves about your own views 6 But no, of course not. | believe that
7 about black people, for exanple, or about your 7 white nen shoul d have absolutely a seat at the table
8 Somali immigrants, about your own anti- bl ackness; 8 right here, whether we are ina-- inatablein--
9 right. 9 in New Haven.
10 So I'mgoing to clinb back out of ny 10 But for ny purposes, a table of
11 rabbit hole and sinply say that these -- these 11 discussions of nusic theory moving forward. |'m
12 anti-black el enents, these anti-wonan el enents, 12 honored and hunbl ed that hundreds -- hundreds of
13 these anti-Jew sh el ements, these anti-Islam 13 white nmen have reached out to me fromhi gh school
14 elenents, anti-Asian elenents are in fact part of 14 students who are literally 14 years ol d who are
15 contenporary nusic theory. 15 Zoonming with ne for an interviewor -- or just
16 In part, why? Because they are part of 16 asking for sone -- some questions, you know to ny
17 our Anmerican society. It's not all about our 17 col |l eague John Snyder, who finished ny book a few
18 country. Qur country has many beautiful, great 18 weeks ago and just wote me -- he's at the
19 things about it and | do, in fact, highlight those 19 Uiversity of Houston as a professor of nusicol ogy.
20 things. 20 And he's certainly in his seventies, a
21 | don't get credit for that and I'mfine |21 white man. He just said, Thank you for your
22 withthat. People don't want to talk about Phil 22 thought -provoki ng book. It was very, well,
23 Bwell actually praising the United Sates, which | 23 thought ful.
24 do. |'mokay with that. 24 To which | said, Thank you for reading
25 And if people want to criticize me 25 it, John. | look forward to seeing you at the next
Page 251 Page 253
1 because -- and they call nme a racist and a sexi st 1 conference; right.
2 and an anti-Senite because of something | -- fine. 2 | wel cone white nen with open arns and
3 You know, I'm-- I'ma big boy. | can handle the 3 I'mreally honored and hunbl ed that so many have
4 pressure. 4 taken nme up on these calls.
5 But | do-- | dothinkit's extrenely 5 Q ['m-- I"mgoing to junp around just a
6 inportant to make the connections to show how sone 6 little bit and these questions wll appear
7 of the structural anti-black, structural white 7 disjointed just because |'mtrying to save tine.
8 suprenacist elenents, and structural patriarchal 8 Do you -- you were asked at sone point
9 elenents in nusic theory have nanifested thensel ves 9 during the day about the idea of censorshinp.
10 inthe Lhited Sates. 10 Do you have any personal reason to
11 And let me just end by that very sane 11 believe that UNT censored any material that was
12 statistic. You are asking, how? 12 presented for publication in any of its academc
13 I'mlike, well, I've explained howin 13 journal s?
14 lots of witings. (e result would be two bl ack 14 A | have no reason to believe that
15 associate professors. The nunbers don't lie. The 15 happened, no.
16 nunbers do not lie. 16 Q (kay. Mving to Levi Wlls, do you have
17 There are 94 percent white peopl e who 17 any personal know edge as to why he appeared to
18 have power in nusic theory. Tenure. That's the 18 change hi s opinions regarding your presentation?
19 result of the racial segregationism the 19 A Personal know edge, no.
20 anti-blackness, etc., of -- of Heinrich Schenker's 20 Q And did you ever talk with Dr. Benjamn
21 Anerican legacy, anong other problens that we have 21 Qaf about any pressures he nmay or may not have been
22 innusic theory. Heinrich Schenker was obviously 22 feeling in his position?
23 not al one. 23 A No.
24 Q Do you -- just to clarify, do you believe |24 Q And did you ever talk with Dr. Gaf about
25 that white males today shoul d not have a say in 25 why he said or wote any of the specific things that
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1 vyou've -- you' ve | ooked at earlier today? 1
2 A No. 2 CORCBS- EXAM NATI CN
3 MR VWALTON Al right. Wll, | 3
4 hope that was |ess than 15 mnutes. 4 BY MR PAINTER
5 I"ll pass the witness. 5 Q | think we are going to clarify one issue
6 Thank you for your tinme, Dr. BEwell. 6 on-- and | guess | would ask the question as your
7 THE WTNESS: M pleasure. Thank 7 counsel -- about the peer review
8 you. 8 There was some confusion wth your
9 9 plenary talk.
10 REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON 10 A Lh- huh.
11 11 Q And the plenary talk you were invited to
12 BY MR ALLEN 12 give and | believe there was testinony about how
13 Q Let me just ask two brief questions. 13 that process worked.
14 Do you consi der Tinothy Jackson to be a 14 But then you gave the plenary talk and
15 white man? 15 then they republished your plenary talk.
16 A |'ve never net Tinothy Jackson and |'ve 16 Did they republish that word for word?
17 only seen a profile picture in The New York Ti nes 17 A Yes, nore or |ess.
18 because Mchael Powel | published something. And he |18 There mght have -- you know, when you
19 certainly looked |ike he presented as white. 19 give a plenary, maybe there's sonething on a slide
20 Q D d you enbrace Tinothy Jackson's 20 that doesn't make it into the text, naybe there's a
21 viewpoints because he expressed criticismof you? 21 comma that you want to add.
22 A | don't understand that question. 22 So | can't say verbatimexactly what | --
23 Q Let me strike it. 23 what | spoke. But, you know, 98, 99 percent
24 You just testified in response to 24 verbatimand nore or |ess no change in the content
25 Attorney VWl ton's questions that you enbraced white |25 of the talk itself.

Page 255 Page 257
1 nen who had contacted you, sonmething to that effect. | 1 Q Did they do that froma tape recording
2 Dd | msrepresent that testinony? 2 or -- or fromthe -- a piece of paper that you --
3 A Sightly. 1've -- |'ve wel coned white 3 because you read the talk that you give thema copy
4 men who contact me to have discussions, adult 4 of the paper?
5 conversations, about race and nusic theory, 5 A A piece of paper. And, in fact, Mrianne
6 patriarchy, etc. 6 Weeldon, the editor at the journal at the tine, had
7 Q Have you wel comed Ti not hy Jackson' s 7 asked us to reproduce the -- the PDF word text of
8 criticismof your work? 8 those talks.
9 A No. 9 Soit -- it wasn't up to them W
10 Q In fact, you've said it's dehunanizing; 10 basically went -- | had put ina comma if | needed
11 right? 11 one and | essentially handed over the PDF of what |
12 A ['mthinking about the chapter that I 12 had read in front of the -- in front of the plenary.
13 responded to Tinmothy Jackson. | do not believe I 13 And | should al so say that sonetines
14 used the word "dehunani zing" in that chapter. And 14 people extenporize a little bit in addition to
15 that's the nost rigorous unpacking of his particular |15 speaking fromscript.
16 response, SO no. 16 M particular talk, since | knewit would
17 Q You did say it was dehunanizing to the 17 be, well, let's say, controversial -- speaking about
18 journalist of the Denton Record Chronicle, however; |18 whiteness as a black person is al nost al ways
19 correct? 19 controversial in a white supremaci st system right?
20 A Yeah. 20 | literally had scripted every word that
21 Q Soisn't it true that you only wel come 21 | read that day. So the plenary talk was in fact
22 white peopl e who agree with you? 22 the PDF that | had sent for publication.
23 A That's not true, no. 23 Q And you sent it after you gave the tal k?
24 MR ALLEN [I'Il pass the witness. 24 A Correct. Yeah.
25 MR WALTCN  W'|l reserve. 25 Q And is this common with plenary talks
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1 that when -- if they are published, they are 1 CERTI FI CATE
2 published word for word what was said, wth that 2 | hereby certify that | ama Notary Public,
3 exception that sone peopl e give sone extenporaneous | 3 in and for the State of Connecticut, duly
4 comments, but that it's a set talk and thenit's 4 conmissioned and qualified to adninister oaths.
5 published. 5 | further certify that the deponent naned in
6 And have you ever heard of any type of 6 the foregoing deposition was by nme duly sworn, and
7 peer review process ever be used really for 7 thereupon testified as appears in the foregoing
8 republication of plenary talks? 8 deposition; that said deposition was taken by me
9 A No. Penary talks are not peer reviewed 9 stenographically in the presence of counsel and
10 generally in -- in -- in nusic acadenia. 10 reduced to typewiting under ny direction, and the
11 MR PAINTER Ckay. Mo further 11 foregoing is a true and accurate transcript of the
12 questi ons. 12 testinony.
13 MR ALLEN | have no further 13 | further certify that | amneither of
14 questi ons. 14 counsel nor attorney to any of the parties to said
15 MR WALTCN Nothing further here 15 suit, nor am| an enployee of any party to said
16 either. 16 suit, nor of any counsel in said suit, nor am|
17 THE VI DEQRAPHER Q(ay. This is 17 interested in the outcone of said cause.
18 the end on the video deposition of Philip |18 Wtness ny hand and seal as Notary Public
19 BEnell. The time is 4:04. 19 this 3rd day of Cctober, 2024.
20 M WALTON Dr. Bwell, thank you 20 ﬂfﬂ@;\_ﬁ
21 for your tine. 21
22 THE WTNESS:  Thank you. 22 difford Edwards
23 (Wer eupon, there was a di scussion 23 Connecticut Notary Public No. SNPC. 0129714
24 off the record.) 24 MW commission expires: 9/30/2026
25 M WALTON diff, we will take an |25
Page 259 Page 261
1 electronic only copy of the transcript. 1 JURAT
2 Noneed to order a paper copy but | woul d 2
3 like a PDF. 3 | have read the foregoing 260 pages and hereby
4 CORT REPCRTER  kay.  Thank you. 4 acknow edge the sanme to be a true and correct record
5 (Thereupon, the deposition was 5 of the testinony.
6 concl uded at 4:04 p.m EDIT.) 6
7 7
8 8
9 9
10 10 PHI LI P ADRI AN EVELL
11 11
12 12 Subscribed and sworn to
13 13
14 14 Before nme this __ day of ,
15 15 2024.
16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
20 20
21 21 Notary Public
22 22 My Conmission Expires:
23 23
24 24
25 25

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Page 262
1 DEPCSI TI ON ERRATA SHEET
2
3 Page No.____ _Line No._____ Change to:
4
5 Reason for change:
6 Page No.___ Line No.____ Change to:
7
8 Reason for change:
9 Page No.____ Line No.____ Change to:
10
11 Reason for change:
12 Page No._____Line No._____Change to:
13
14 Reason for change:
15 Page No._____Line No._____ Change to:
16
17 Reason for change:
18 Page No._____Line No._____Change to:
19
20 Reason for change:
21
22
23 S| GNATURE: DATE:
24 NAME:  PHI LI P ADRI AN EWVELL
25

Page 263
1 DEPCOSI TI ON ERRATA SHEET
2 Page No.____ _Line No._____ Change to:
3
4 Reason for change:
5 Page No.____ _Line No.____ Change to:
6
7 Reason for change:
8 Page No.___ Line No._____ Change to:
9
10 Reason for change:
11 Page No._____Line No._____Change to:
12
13 Reason for change:
14 Page No.__ Line No._____ Change to:
15
16 Reason for change:
17 Page No.___ Line No.___ _ Change to:
18
19 Reason for change:
20
21
22
23 S| GNATURE: DATE:
24 NAME: PHI LI P ADRI AN EVELL
25

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: -002645..14th

Exhi bits

Ewel | P 1
3:11 6: 21,
24 7:1
12: 10

Ewel | P 2
3:13
117: 6, 18,
22

Ewel | P 3
3:14
130: 8, 18

Ewel | P 4
3:18
158: 24
159: 4

Ewel | P 5
3: 20
164: 10, 17

Ewel P 6 4:6
178: 24
179: 9, 10
180: 6
199: 16, 17
207: 23

Ewel | P 7
4:10
191: 20, 24
239: 8

Ewel | P 8
4:12
205: 18, 20
207: 3

Ewel | P 9
4:13
226: 21, 23

Ewel | P 10
4:15
237:17, 25
239: 11

192: 12
05 134:17
06 226:22
07 159:8
08 206:9
09 117:25

- 002645
180: 17

-02757 219:4
-235 207:2
-2657 202:1
-2663 185:11

- 2697

223: 23, 24
-2705 208:8
-berg 116:3

- ber ger
116: 3

-stood 54:10

1

0

00 72:24

011UNT2645
180: 9

012 164:13
023 130: 20
0234 206:9
O3UNT0441

1 6:21,24
7:1 12: 10
136: 24

10 237:17,
25 239:11

100 56: 19
210: 9

10: 09 5:7
10:29 26:7,9

10: 31 26: 9,
11

10: 54
17

11 131: 6
11209 6:11

11:18 75: 9,
16, 18

75: 18,

219: 2,

11: 31
20

12 104: 20
105: 12
107: 22
137: 1, 10,

17 139:2

140:
158:
162:
182:
183:
195:
221:
224:
235:
240:
242:

44: 13

12-

2

13
8,22
23
11, 22
19
14
10
17

1

1

45: 13
120 65:18

1200 28: 20,
24 248: 23

249:

12: 10
114

12: 12

115:

12: 27
7

4

23, 25

114: 25
2

130: 5,

13 144:1

217:

13th
16

12

219: 1,

14 249:6,7

252:

14

14,000 44:13
45: 13

14t h

224:

62: 20

6

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: 15..2020
15 25:2 245 14 200 92: 15 177: 7
235?’13 19405 246:17 2494 12; ;j
: ) 2000 136: 9 :
254: 4 1%;2 2;3-21 > e 200: 24
, 2001 : .
15th 208: 12 201: 17, 24,
650 92: 16 1960s 2002 19:24 25 203: 22
: 170:21,23  ,004 134: 17 208: 12
1787 58:18  ,9g 234: 6 209: 9
1700 61 1 ' 2007 19: 24 211: 25
63:24 65:1 o0 1> 18 2000 20:8 213:11, 18
168: 14,16 1992 17114 5414 g0: 21 212125
329:1%8: ;g 1994 17:8, 2016 20: 15, 599: 2
et 12 22 80: 21 230: 15
. 19th 73:23 124: 10 232: 25
17th 92: 16 87: 10 97:8 2017 28:9 2020 31'6
1830 234: 6 ;1?: é5 43: 23 32:2 337
1842 65:16 '130 . 2018 28:9 111:16, 17
1: 28 7, ) 117: 3, 19
. 43: 23 1
1860 68:23 15 P 118 1
1868 87:13 16 6:10 116: 21, 23 1;213
. 122: 8 :
18th 67:8 .
_ 1241 146: 15
97: 10 2 147: 22
108: 12 2018i sh 148 1
113: 19 2 117:6, 18, 116: 1 150 6
211: 25 i§5?24'21 2019 24: 4, 157: 23
19 5:6 : 22 25:10 164: 6, 22
1900 92 17 20 136: 14, 26: 17 165: 5
15, 20 31: 11 172: 6
1922 66:7 155: 23 38: 25 39: 9 175: 12
1930s 246: 7, 169: 20 79: 10 176: 15
16, 20 172: 6 137: 24 178:5, 8
_ 225:13 138:1, 5,13 188: 22
1935 87:13 233: 2 142: 22 190: 10
88: 10 _ .
106- 23 0. 172- 4 145: 22 192:1. 9
146: 4 194: 22

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: 2021..900

204: 20
206: 17
209: 8, 10
224: 6
230: 22
232: 17
233:1
236: 14
240: 10

2021 21:1
66: 18
111: 15
194: 22

2022
139:17, 19

2023 139:12
2024 5:6
86: 9
169: 14
245: 15

20th 74:4
87:11

21 139:17
219 38:25

22 29:14, 17
30: 20
31: 17
183: 17
239: 17

24 22:18
125:11

24- page
125: 15

240 59:7

25 192:1
236: 14

250- year
92: 15

25th 147: 22
192: 9
229: 2

26 117:19
118: 1

2657 200: 19
27 204: 20

27th 206: 17
209: 8
240: 10

2:41 200: 4,

6

2: 48
8

2nd 203: 22

200: 6,

3

3 130: 8,18

30 96:21
126: 22, 23
129: 22

31st  138:5
181: 24
324 6:10
330 96:21
3:16 217:6

3:28
237: 14, 16

3: 32
237:16, 22

3:39 244:1,

3
3: 47
5

244: 3,

6

4

4 158: 24
159: 4

4,000 44:19
46: 12, 13

4.4 131:5
40 126: 23
400 125:7

40s 246:7,
20

4:04 258:19
259: 6

4:21-cv- 00033
5:5

6 178:24
179: 9, 10
180: 6
199: 17
207: 23

6,000 99:17
101: 17

61 119: 20

7

7 191: 20, 24
239: 8

77th 6:10
7:30 240:11

8

5

5 164:10, 17

500 56:10
125: 2

55 58: 20, 24
62: 12 65:8

57 99:25
100: 3
101: 16, 22
102: 9

8 205:18, 20
207: 3

80 66:8

85 78:4
107: 1

9

9 226:21, 23

90 107:1,5,
18 245: 25

900 158:9
210: 8
236: 19

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: 91..ad
91 17:16 abstract 249: 20 achi eve
185 1,6, 20 168: 8 accept 49:5 20: 11
1905 ac- 140:5 50: 8, 16, 24  acknow edge
92 18:5,14 acadeni a 65: 23 66:8 62: 18
94 251 17 144- 9 80: 16 96: 18 98:5
98 256 23 187:9 accept abl e 248: 14
258: 10 129: 6,9, 13 acknow edgnent
%9 25623 academ c accept ed 54: 20
9:14 203:23 23:3 35:6 15:20 53:1 acoustics
36: 15 65: 18 66: 3 94: 14
A 495 15 access [71:4 act 168: 14,
Agm 781 3 >2: 10, 16, 128: 9 16 169: 10,
19 93: 6 160: 20 22
am 5.7 110: 12 _
26:9 75:18 117: 3 account acti ons
203: 23 126: 19 11: 25 30:1 76: 17
219: 2, 17 127: 8, 24 140: 15 active 90:6,
abbrevi ati on 128:6, 21 189:25 8,19
181: 9 129:7,9, accurate actual 34:4
. _ 17, 22 8:17 10:7 93 15
abi de  9:12 140: 5 101: 18 141 1
ability 145: 7 112: 21 157: 12
10: 19 151: 8, 15, 118: 3 174- 15
abl ei st 18 152:13 172: 20 210: 3
36 21 153: 16 201: 19, 20, 22224
155: 22 22 241 8
absol ut e 160: 4. 25 .
91 3 161- 4: 8 19 ac;;rzétze(;y 242:5
absol utely 162: 13 168; 19 ad 147:6,
9:24 60:16  177:21 107+ 22 16, 20
68: 10 209: 18, 20 529 17 1;2:f,2 "
: 248: 11 -1, 0,
1;3 i9 253: 12 accused 179:12, 24
170: 24 academ ci an 76: 22 181: 14
199: 21 16: 5 accusi ng 188:6, 10
210: 9 135:2,8,21 1913
252: 7 Acadeny 204: 16

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: Adam..Allen

211: 20
218: 7
226: 24
227:12, 19
231: 23
237: 4

Adam 48:1

add 52:6
73: 22
100: 9
248: 8
256: 21

added 150: 14
adding 89: 22

addi ti on
224 24
257: 14

addi ti onal
224: 22
226: 15

addr ess
33: 25 36:8
39:1,2,9
43:9 52:15
144:6, 12
146: 8
165: 12

addr essed
146: 17
148: 4

addr esses
146: 9

addr essi ng
203: 14

208: 16

adm ssi on
76:1, 6

adm tted
72:12
74: 8,9

ADRIAN 6:9
255: 4
68: 6

adul t

advance
113: 25

advanci ng
62: 14 88:4
198: 5

advant age
56: 12

advice 10:8
12: 18 13:5
15:5 174: 8

advi sors
188: 11, 17
194: 10
195: 23
231: 25

advi sory
193: 19
224: 1

af f ect
66: 12
170: 22

af fected
80: 13

affiliate
21: 19

10: 25

affiliations
21:10

afraid
234: 19

African
246: 24

afterward
146: 11

aggr essi ve
30: 22

agree 38: 23
39: 25 65:3
78: 23
79:23 97: 4
104: 3
108: 19
110: 15, 22
160: 24
203: 25
211:10
217: 8
255: 22

agreed 33:17
44 12
71: 24
82: 24
154: 8
207: 11
209: 3,5

agr eei ng
204:5

agr eenent
133: 4
213:12, 15

agrees 113:1

213:10

ahead 88:6
93: 20
94: 13
157: 1
166: 4, 8
211: 12
241: 7

air 19:1
68:24 70:9

aired 145:22

al bum 44:2
45: 4

Al egant
51:4,8

Al ej andro
5:8

align 86:13

alive 65:20
73: 25

al | ege
141: 23

al | egedl y
150: 11, 15

Allen 5:15,
16 6: 14
7:5,13
12: 8, 13
25: 25
26: 2,12
39:19, 21
40: 5, 10,
14, 17, 20
41:5 43: 4,

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: alliance..anonymous

6 46:6
53:9,12
62:3,7,9
63:12

64: 15

65: 20

69: 16 70:4
75: 3,7, 14,
21 94:1
111: 10, 13,
17, 23

112: 2,5, 8,
11, 15, 18
113:2,5,8
114: 20
115: 3
117: 9, 16,
21 118:2
130: 3, 16
151: 16, 24
152: 2,9, 11
155: 12, 16,
22 156: 1,
4,10, 13
159: 3, 15,
19, 22
164: 8, 23
166: 18, 23
167: 1, 6,
12, 15, 20
170: 14
175: 6
178: 1, 22
179:5, 16
180: 3, 4, 7,
11, 12
185: 9

191: 19, 23

192: 4, 10,
17 194:1
199: 19, 21,
23 200:1,9
205: 17, 23
206:6, 7,12
211:1,3,7
222:7,15
226:6,12,
19 227:2,3
237:11, 23
243: 19, 23
245: 8

247: 14
254:12
255: 24
258: 13

all'i ance
240: 20

al | owed
144: 15
170: 5

al | owi ng
153: 16

al ma
238: 11, 12

131: 9

al phabet
89:18

alteration
181: 5

Am  171:2

Anmadeus
92: 13

al oud

ambi ti ous
234: 25

anbi val ent
208: 19

amendment
61: 13, 15,
23 62: 11,
20 63: 4,5,
6, 16
150: 24
151: 13, 20
152: 4

amendnent s
62: 25

Anerica
69: 2,4, 9,
11 90: 11
96:. 8
106: 24
107: 21
171: 3
246: 19
248: 8
249: 13

Aneri can
23: 6,12
54: 21
55:12
68: 11
76: 11, 13
78: 4 80: 1,
3 85:8
86:8 88:12
97:19 98:4
168: 23
246: 18

248:18
250: 2, 17
251: 21

Aneri cans
55:5,11, 21
64: 20
70: 24
71:1, 4, 18,
21, 22
72:1,8, 20
246: 24
249: 6, 24

anal ysi s
208: 20
213: 4

anal ysi s."'
207:9

anal yti cal
168: 10

angl e
168: 11, 22

announced
138: 3,12
201: 8

announcenent
183: 18
185: 1,6

announcenent s
182: 16

39: 10

anonynmous
46: 20
124: 22
141: 20, 25

annual

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: anonymousdly..argue

146: 25
148: 11, 16,
24 149:9
177:3
235:18
242: 2

anonynously
141: 21

answeri ng
8:5 11:11
26: 16
73: 17
75: 24

answers
205: 25

anti-asi an
246: 12
250: 14

anti - bl ack
60: 23 80: 6
83: 6, 22
84:1, 3, 18,
19 102: 14,
18 103: 10,
21 246: 12
250: 12
251:7

anti - bl ackness
80:7,9, 18
81:1,7,11
82:6
83:12, 15
84:4,7
86: 20
102: 16
103: 7, 15,

23 106: 14
107:6, 12
114: 10
250: 8
251: 20

anti-islam
246: 13
250: 13

anti-jew sh
250: 13

anti-nusic

85:12

anti-racism
85: 15
86: 14, 19
158: 6, 16

anti-raci st
85:9, 13, 19
86:8, 11, 17
236:19

anti -
schenkeri an

220: 13

anti-semte
251: 2

anti - wonan

250: 12

anti - wonanness

107: 7,12

anti ci pated
137: 8

antisentic
212: 22

anynor e

68: 20

Apar t ment
6: 10

apol ogi a
209: 24

apol ogi es
242: 20

apol ogi ze
26: 13
91: 22
94: 10
113: 24
180: 8
198: 13
223: 11
229:10

apol ogy
204: 21

240: 11
241: 9, 22
242: 6

apparently
209: 13
249: 10

appear ed
8:17 139:2
148: 1
222: 3
253: 17

appears
35: 13
125: 4
202: 10
203: 11
216: 17

238: 2

appl i ed
78: 17

appl i es
102: 19

appl yi ng
16:1

appr oached
122: 4,5

approval
133:2,7,8

approve
109: 18
149: 16, 19,
25

approved
177:11

Approvi ngly
109: 11

approxi mately
28:18
29: 11
46: 10
99: 12, 17

April 139:12

Ar abi c
95: 15, 16
246: 14

Ar cangel o
92:17

Ar chi ve
99: 15

argue 70:21

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: argued..attend

88:1 43:
102: 13, 15 46:
114: 9, 11 50:
149: 3 51:
argued 85:7 2.
103: 10 53
104: 6, 8 o4:
108: 1 09!
110: 7 [4s
146: 21 79:
80:

argues 86:16 81:
ar gui ng 88:
83: 19 108:
110: 14, 15 109:
114: 4 111:
ar gunent 113:
61: 24 114:
62: 12 119:
68: 15 120:
_ _ 124:
70:19 72:6 1oe.
argument s 126:
86: 19 24
arms 253:2 128
array 55:4, ;jo
10, 20 57:5 ,
64: 19 133:
134
arriving 136:
96: 23 157:
article 164
27:19, 21 165:
28:2 32:23 13,
33:1,15 171
34: 2,11 172
36:5 37: 2, 177
10 42: 17 178

2,5

1 47:3
13, 17
23

25

25

4,6

7 68:6
20
9,17
14

20 85:7
1,2
2,23
5

8, 14
24

11
15, 20
24

12
4,10
15, 17,
127: 14
112,21
9, 21,
131:5
17
15, 19
23, 24
12
14, 18
2,10,
21, 25
' 6

- 16

1 23

12

235:21
248: 22

articles
44:1 78:16
119: 8,12
120: 4, 23
121: 22
122: 2,10
123: 12
124: 2, 16
126: 4, 10,
18 127:8,
24 128:3
134: 18, 24,
25 139:1
176: 25
223:1

artists
71: 23

Arts 16: 11
as- 112:13

asks 39:6
222: 6

aspect 68:10
161: 13
176: 18

aspects
149: 14
234: 1

assets
11, 21
64: 20

assign
180: 21

55: 5,

assi st ant

associ at e

Associ ati on

assune 11:16

assum ng

atroci ous

att achnent

attack

attacked

attend

19: 24
20: 19

20: 19, 24
77:12
123: 23
142: 11
248: 24
249: 3,7
251: 15

23: 9

87:1,5
111: 22
121: 16
150: 18
181: 19

149: 24
152: 14

65: 3

228: 4

210: 20
211:12
222: 4
223: 15

209: 17, 20,
25 222:17

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: attended..Bakulina

215: 16 author 36 4 207: 22
. B .
112:17, 20 21420

215:20 22 114:3  Bach 92112 221: 15

238:20 128: 22 95:19 237: 21
attention 129: 21 I7: 22 243: 2

102: 23 146: 25 104:16 244: 4, 6, 21

1$gii% 148: 13,17  back 17:24 245 11

: . 18: 7, 13 250: 10

181:11,21  author's 19:8 20: 6

201: 2 109: 8 26 10 back-and-forth

211: 15 110: 11 S8 8 o1 48: 22

148: 24 ’

216: 1 ' 35 20 backbone

218: 3 authorities 47:12, 13 231: 21
attor ney 162: 24 49:4 53:1, backgr ound

5: 16, 19, authors 44:9 13,15 15: 13

22,25 6: 3, 116: 11 56: 2, 22 54: 25 87: 2

6 9:8 139:9 ©9:16 67:8 4 103:4

13: 11 163: 25 69: 17

14: 16 224 1 73: 23 badge 115: 21

254: 25 aut hor shi p ;?513 Bak-  200: 22
attorneys 149: 9 : _ Bakul i na

13 21 81:11 89:8 _

- avat ar 93:7 97:5 77:5,15

502 192: 21 107: 17 ot

B aware 109: 2 113:7 14 21
attri but ed 137 9 12 115 1 ' .

213: 22 16 138: 2, 122: 13, 19 14212 22
audibly 9:18 13 149: 20 1235;4 143 4.8
August 153:5 Z 144: 19

157: 19, 24 140: 7

164: 21 164:5 ' 158 1 154: 10

16555 g 174- 15 17653,5

172: 3 78 15 176 15 200:22
Austri a 188: 24 199: 16 202: o

87: 15, 19 231 10 200: 7 203: 7
Austrian awful 63:6 201fl7 223222’18

37- 9 205: 13

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: ballpark..bit

229: 13
230: 6
232: 3,11

bal | par k
32:1

Barry
225:14, 19,
23

basebal |
105: 21

based 30:9
32: 23
43:7, 10
64: 24 86:6
107: 19
141: 2, 3

basic 15:13
105: 23
133:5
160: 14

basical ly
18: 25 52:9
125: 7
136: 11
175:10
180: 1
181:1
218: 12
257:10

basi ng
147: 12

Bates 180: 19
192: 13
208: 8

Bat es- st anped

238: 3

bat hroom
75: 13
199: 20

batti ng
123: 11

battle 51:10
80: 21 81: 4

Beach 174:1,
4,5,6, 14

Beaudoi n
177: 13
220: 6, 7, 8,
24 221:1

beauti f ul
62: 19
250: 18

Beet hoven
92:12
95: 20
104: 16
105: 11

began 20:9
43: 22, 25
51:1
221: 21

begin 88:14
228:. 17
246: 15

begi nni ng
5.2 24:23
57:1 89: 22
193: 10, 16
208: 11

begi ns
171: 12
207:5
208: 16
212:19

behal f
240: 15

behi nd-t he-
scenes 51:10

123: 5

bel abori ng
48: 6

belief 84:12
133: 11

beliefs
107: 3, 4
131: 19
132: 11, 18,
19 210: 12,
15

bel i eved
163: 12, 15

belong 23:3

Ben 5:21
180: 4, 11
188: 1, 3,
13, 14, 20,
21 189:7
190: 13, 16
191:5
196: 1
199: 2
225: 14, 22
234: 16
243: 19

benefi t
150: 24

benefited
59:2,8
198: 3

benefits
84:21
198: 7

Benj am n
187: 22, 25
188: 24
190: 5, 14
192: 24
196: 12, 24
198: 3
202: 15
203: 22
204: 4
219: 21
223: 25
225: 2
226: 4,9
253: 20

Betsy 25:19
26: 23 27:4
35: 8

big 190: 20
207: 23
233: 23

251: 3
bi gger 67: 22

Bi ngham
62: 21

bit 15:9
16: 3 27:19

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: black..bubble

126:
127:
173:
187:
223:
228:
234
253:
257:

bl ack
65:
66:
67:
70:
71:

72:
73:
74
76:
80:
15

14

25

101:
102:
103:
174:
192:
248:
249:
250:
251:
257:

43: 14
47: 11
73:18
77: 25

21
12
12
23

13
14

14
60: 5,8

19

17

23, 24
24

1,4, 18,
21, 22
1,7,20
1,5,12
22
5,11, 13
2 82: 3,
83: 10,
84: 20,
85:1,5

14
22

20
15, 16
20, 24
2,6
2,7
14
18

bl ackness
73:3,8
173:7, 24
174: 11, 12,
14

bl acks 73: 21

blane 59: 3,
7,11

Bl anchar d
66: 19

blind 36:21

block 111:25
112: 6, 14
131:12, 22

194: 10

bl ow ng
172: 3
195: 15

blown 189: 15

board 53: 3,
5,16
145: 16
193: 19
224: 1
229: 4
232: 22

Bob 182:6
185: 25

body 95:6
240: 19
241: 1, 12

114: 14
66: 19

bl og

bogus

Bones

book 81:3
85: 14
86: 13, 15,
16 106: 15
127: 2
137: 21
139: 8, 11
140: 5
142: 5
149: 5, 11
252:17, 22

books 54: 16
78: 8

129: 24
69: 12
born 87:10

bottom 171:9
180: 13
182: 2
202: 2, 18,
19 208:1,
11 211: 24
218: 25
219: 3
224: 3, 17
248: 11

boy 251:3
Brahns 97: 22
67:21

break 75:1,
3,6,8,23
112: 3
113: 3
126: 14
199: 20

bor der

br ai ns

243: 22
244: 7

Br eedi ng
164: 21
165: 4, 16
168: 1
171:5

Brent 72:25
73: 24

Brian 51:3, 8

briefly
15:14 16:8
19: 19
80: 24
91: 25 98:8
114: 21
118: 11
122: 13
206: 2

bring 7:
81:11
176: 22, 24
243: 14

21: 2

247: 25

23

brings
br oad

br oadl y
107: 22

Br ookl yn
6:10

brought 7.6
1447

bubbl e
195: 25

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: build..centuries

build 78:23

bur ni ng
35:19

Butterfly
44:. 3 45: 6,
23

C

call 22:17
23: 21
36: 20, 23
44: 24 51:8
69:9 92:6,
15, 16
93: 14
97: 23
102: 18
107: 8
125:9
126: 24
138: 3, 11,
12 144: 24
162: 11
167: 21
176: 21
181: 11
182: 24
183: 5, 18
186: 8, 22
187: 11
203: 1, 10,
18 204:5
225: 23
228: 25
229:5
231: 9

233:18
242: 15
251:1

138: 18

called 36:18
45: 6, 22
47:4 54:16
94: 17 98:7
99: 14
104: 22
124: 21
133: 19
147: 6

calls 138:18
253: 4

canpai gned
82:12

Canada

call -

69: 10

cancel
195: 11
199: 11

cancel | ed
195: 10
199: 9

candi dat es
217: 15

canoni ¢

97: 23

capacity
232: 6

caption
182: 22

car 218:11,
14

car eer
15: 13, 15
19: 20
21: 13
77:22 80:2
198: 5
223: 17

Cari 6:2
Carl 73:9

Car nel
233: 22

case b5:5
47:9 51:9
52:3 58: 15
66: 13
83:12 87:1
106: 8, 10
152: 3
180: 24
206: 16

cat chi ng
229: 11

cat egory
178: 25

caught
196: 19

caused 96:16
208: 19

causi ng
211: 17

cease 150:4
151: 9
161: 5

cellist

15: 19
16: 2,4
18: 4

cello 15:24
18: 2, 3,8
23: 9
192: 22

censor
217: 25

censor -

161: 2

censor ed
149: 4
253: 11

censorship
149: 16
160: 24
161: 3
218: 19
253: 9

censure
149: 7

center 21:20
22: 8,11, 24
25: 22
87: 15
123: 16
233: 10

Central 20:3

centrality
108: 9
113: 16

centuries
56:2,9

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: century..claims

95: 18
170: 12

century 67:8
73:23 74: 4
87:10, 11
92: 16
97: 9, 10
100: 22
108: 12
113:19

certainty
234: 15

certificate
16: 19, 21,
24 17: 4

chair 14: 22
51:2 80: 22
82:10, 11
120: 8

chaired
123: 17

chairs
243: 24

chal | enged
164: 19
165: 2

chal | engi ng
173:7

chance
109: 7
144: 6
159: 23

change 49:8
51:14, 16

80: 9

197: 17
223: 6

243: 24
253: 18
256: 24

changed
50: 24 53:4
80: 15
209: 15, 16
210: 13, 15,
17,19
222: 4,19

changi ng
221: 23

channel
30: 14

chapter
139: 24
255:12, 14

chapters
127: 2

characteristic
s 96:3

characterize
212: 12

char m ng
192: 22

check 101:10

108: 15
Cheers 225:9

Cher okee
58: 23

cherry
101: 22

Chi cago
234: 3
245: 23

children
81: 15

chords
96: 2

Chris 116:12
120: 19
123: 12
177:13

Chri st ensen
233: 22
234: 2

Chri st nas
19: 2

Chri st opher
121: 21
123: 17
125: 22

Chronicl e
164: 14
255: 18

CIEE 17: 22

Ci nci nnati
116: 13

Cindy 165:16
171:5

circle
167: 11

circles

92: 7

93: 6

circul at ed
236: 12

Ci rcunst ances
240: 1

ci sgender
85: 2

cite 95:13
127: 25
128: 3, 10,
20

cited 103:18

citizen 61:2
168: 17

248: 19

citizens
29: 9

citizenship
168: 14

Gty 15:21
20: 7

21: 20, 21
22: 14, 16

23:1 65:21

civil 62:22
236: 22, 24

claim 162:1
212: 25

cl ai ned
193: 18

cl aimng
81:5
206: 23

222:18
240: 14

cl ai ns
164: 19

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/202¢ndex: clarification..commented

165: 3
217: 23

clarification
11: 16
39:14 46:5
52: 22, 24
63:11
109: 20
110: 1
111: 6
137: 12
154: 24
155: 6
156: 24
173: 21
177: 25
180: 8

clarified
50: 2

clarify
35:12 43: 2
50: 8 70: 25
109: 7
135: 25
185:5
232: 15, 20
234: 17
244 17
247: 23
251: 24
256: 5

Clark 220:6,
24, 25

cl assi cal
16: 14
67: 15

70: 22

cl assroom
17: 3 55: 15

60: 20
113: 24

clear 9: 20,
21 11:13,
18 13: 6
41:1 94: 4
110: 17
114: 1
124: 12
140: 4
177: 15
202: 17
246: 5

cl eared

Cl ause

cl ean

94: 9

client 32:17
76: 10, 17
115: 7
211: 22

aiff 5:10
258: 25

climb 250:10

cli pped
31:16

close 123:13
228: 8
237: 2

co- aut hori ng
86:7

coast 245: 22

coer ced

218:12

coffee 196: 3

col | apse
18: 17

coll ated
221: 20

col | eague
25:21
200: 21
201:5
226: 16
252 17

col | eagues
28: 11
123: 13
175: 23
202: 9
249: 25
250: 5

col l ected
224 22

col |l ection
179: 11, 23

Col | ege
14: 23
15: 21
20:3,7,12
22: 4,11,
12,13
39: 18
40: 19
41: 24, 25
80: 21 83: 4
84:8 221:1

col | eges

21: 25
22: 21, 22

collegiality
175: 23

col I oqui es
144 8
187: 8

col | oquy
145: 14
148: 18
162: 12
175: 22

col oni al
93: 4

colonializatio
n 93:5

color 100: 23
169: 1

confortabl e
235: 13

comma 202:9
256: 21
257: 10

conment
150: 22
163: 1
181: 18
186: 23, 24
187:1
197:1, 6, 11

comment ary
198: 23

coment ed
121: 4

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/20241 ndex: commenting..conflation

150: 23

conment i ng
144: 11

coment s
37:17, 20
46: 22, 25
103: 17
171: 21, 23
174: 1
258: 4

commtted
76: 17
87: 17

commttee
25: 14, 18
26: 23
27: 1,15
28:16 51:3
53:17, 19
123: 17, 20
233: 8

common 97: 24
129: 11
213: 22
246: 4
247: 17
257: 25

comruni cati on
39:7 218:6

comruni cati ons
214: 10
215: 9

conpar abl e
124: 20

conpl ain

174: 13

conpl ai ni ng
174:3,9

conpl ai nt
176: 24

conpl aints
427

conpl etely
44: 18
45: 13, 17
162: 19

conplicit
225: 4

complicity
198: 13, 19
199: 3,6

conpl i ment
129: 23

conport
201: 13

conpor t ment
199: 11

conposer
66: 17, 20

conposers
92: 10, 16
97: 23, 24
98: 2
104: 20
105: 13
107: 24

composi tion
98: 15
106: 7, 8

108: 4
113: 11

Conpr om se
60: 2, 22

concede
248: 14

concei ved
106: 12

concei vi ng
92: 22

concept
54:17 56:8
68: 22

concepti ons
69: 21
100: 22

concept s
56:5
107: 22

concern
230: 23

concer ns
235:16

concl uded
259: 6

condemati on
149: 6, 12

condemmed
230: 14
236: 9, 10,
11

condenmni ng
153: 16

157: 21
158: 6
163: 4
210: 5
236:13

conduct
38:12
160: 14

conducti ng
156: 10

27:13
40: 1,

conf -

confer
3,6,7

conf erence

27: 14
115: 18, 24
116: 21
117:1
119: 25
124: 19
127: 3
190: 17
253:1

conf erences
24: 25
115: 20

confirm
113: 23
130: 23

confirns
232: 18

confl ating
175:18

confl ati on

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 |ndex: confront..contributed

221: 9

confront
81: 14

conf usi on
256: 8

Congr essman
63:1

connect
65: 12
247: 8

connect ed
65:7,8
173: 23, 25

connection
102: 17
103: 6
213: 3
218: 19
245: 12

connecti ons
133: 15
245: 15
247: 3
251: 6

conservative
108: 6
113: 13

conservatories
73: 6

Conservatory
15: 25
16: 18
18: 14

consi der ed

28: 17
58:10 69:9
202: 23

consi st ent
108: 5
113: 12
158: 1, 19
160: 25
161: 8, 20,
25 162: 16
163: 5
171: 24
204:
213:
221
225:

consi stently
108: 8
113: 15

consortium
22: 17

constituting
39: 7

Constitution
59:1, 14
60: 21, 23
61: 10, 14,
15, 17
62: 6,19
63: 18, 23
64: 2, 13,
17,25 65:9
66: 11 67:7

N O1©O N

Consti tuti onal

58: 19

consul t
40: 12
155: 10

consul ted
14: 5, 12

consul ting
12: 9

cont act
141: 24
142: 4,6
143: 19
145: 3,7
146: 20
189: 2
214: 21
230: 9, 12,
20 232:19
233:12
238: 15
255: 4

contact @
philipewel|.
com 12:2

cont act ed
30: 11, 17
447
140: 21
142: 6, 17
143: 19, 21
144: 18
148: 25
255:1

contacting
141: 19
199:5
230: 15

240: 22

cont enpor aneou
s 200:12

cont enpor ary
70:17, 21
250: 15

cont ent
128: 21
198: 11, 22
206: 24
217: 21
224: 22
256: 24

contents
119: 3, 15
147: 15

cont ext
136: 1

conti nent
69:11

conti nue
13: 23
17: 21
26: 20
48: 15 76: 3
81: 13
89: 25

cont i nuous
180: 23

contribute
88: 8
90: 10, 17

contri but ed
90: 2,6

48: 4

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: control..correct

control
41: 23, 25
206: 23
217: 21

controversi al
257:17, 19

controver sy
126: 2,5

convened
58:19
147: 7
179: 13, 25
211: 20
227:13

conventi on
58: 19

conversation
9:13, 14
14: 25 15:1
62:17
167: 16
191: 17
201: 4

conver sati ons
35:1 255:5

conversely
42: 21

converted
82: 2

copies 35:19
219: 24

copy 7.6
8:11 28:5
35: 14

113: 24
159: 10
164: 15
167: 4
181: 23
189: 8
257: 3
259:1, 2

cor- 23:19

Corel li
92:17

cor ner
192: 14

57: 20

correct 11:3
21: 3 22:1,
5 24:3,6,7
29: 21, 24
32: 25
33: 3,4
34: 9
37:18, 21,
24 38: 3
39: 3,10
41: 24 42:5
43: 18
47:6, 7
52:1, 13, 16
53:4, 14
54: 2 60: 6,
9 62: 24
64.7 78:24
79: 17, 20
81: 25
82:7,13,
23, 25

cor pus

83:2,10
84:2,9,19
85: 23 86:5
87:12, 19,
20 89:12,
23 94:8
99: 6, 10
100: 16, 25
101: 19
102: 14
103: 12
108: 23
112: 8, 22
114: 7, 19
115: 8,9
117: 4
118: 22
119:1,5, 19
121: 19
122: 16
123: 13
124: 13, 17
125:12, 14,
17, 18
127: 19
130: 25
131: 3, 10,
11, 17
132: 6, 7,
13, 14
134: 6
138: 21
139: 22
140: 6
142: 21, 23
144: 19, 25
146: 23
147: 1

148:5, 6
150: 25
153:1, 4
160: 9, 11,
12, 15, 16,
18, 23
165: 18
168: 3
171: 19
172: 18
174: 18, 24
175: 2, 13
177:7
178: 16
180: 18
182: 4, 21
183: 1
184: 9, 12,
24 185: 20
186: 15
192: 7, 23
194: 14, 25
196: 5
197: 15
206: 17
212: 10, 15
214: 24
216: 11, 24
219: 23
220: 21
221: 16
228:1
229: 18
230: 4
235: 14, 24
236:1
240: 8, 9, 13
241: 20

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: corrected..CUNY

242: 15
243: 1
244: 18, 19
255: 19
257: 24

corrected
70: 14

Correction
64: 10
69: 25

correctly
113: 21
119: 18
132: 20
161: 15
165: 6
169: 6
171: 18
173: 11
181: 25
188: 7
198: 15
201: 11
207: 14
208: 23
212: 12
224 25
226: 1
230: 17

correspondence
38:1 98:19

Counci
17: 23

counsel 5:12
10: 9
12: 18, 22

13:2 14:1
40:1, 3,12
155: 11
159: 11
164: 16
240: 17
256: 7

count- 66:12

Count er poi nt
98: 16

countries
16: 16

country
56: 23
58: 3,21
65: 13
66: 12
73:13
96: 20
168: 15
170: 17
171: 2
246: 9, 23
248: 15
249: 7
250: 18

country's
54: 22
168: 13

117: 4

couple 77:4
249: 19

cour age
197: 9
236: 22, 24

counts

court 5:9,13
6:25 7:7
8:25 9:11
26:1 46:4
63: 10 91:2
109: 7
117: 6, 8,
14, 17
157: 7
177: 24
191: 21
192: 3
211: 6
259: 4

cover 179:18
242: 18

covib 117:1

cowardly
234: 23, 24
235:1

create 107:1
248: 21

created
56:1, 10
68: 24
90: 11
107: 19

creating
9:17
credit
250: 21
245: 19

critical
225: 19, 21,
22

crit-

criticism
126: 9
140: 10
145: 21, 25
146: 2, 8
245: 19
254: 21
255: 8

criticisms
212: 23
240: 5

criticize
173: 23
250: 25

criticized
142: 2
174: 20

CRCSS-

EXAM NATI ON
244: 12
256: 2

Crow 246: 8
crucial 68:1

Cubero
202: 15

cul tural
110: 19

culture
108: 6, 10,
11 113:13,
17,18
114:5

CUNY 21:23
22:2 25:22
28: 12

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: curricula..Dekalb

123: 16

curricul a
55: 14

cut 63:14
cv 50:17

D

D-R-A-B-K-1-N
111: 3

damage
173:9, 18

Daniel 26:24
Danny 25: 20

Dar t nout h
221: 1

date b5:6
24: 20, 21
25: 2
129: 24
138: 12
206: 17

dated 164:21

165: 5

181: 23
192:1,9
206: 17
208: 12
216: 15
219: 16

dating 67:8

David 53:7
174: 1, 5, 6,
14

day 27:.4
29: 22
117: 16
176: 8
244: 22
253: 9
257: 21

168: 18
31: 1
162: 25

deal i ng
97: 22

dealt 44:5
112: 13
123: 5

dean 228:4
230: 7
232: 14
237: 3

Dear 202:8
212: 14
216: 19
217: 8
219: 24
228: 4,6
231:5

decades
54: 18
170: 12

Decenber
19: 2
138: 5, 13
181: 24
200: 24
203: 22

day.'
days

deal

230: 15

deci ded
51: 22
207: 7

deci si on
49: 9, 10
81: 18, 19
124: 24

deci si ons
80: 15
128: 23

decl i ne
108: 10
113: 17

56:7

17:5

deened

deeply
54: 21, 22
108: 5
113:12
209: 14

def aul t
56:13

def endant
187: 22
200: 22
238: 2

def endant s
5:22, 25

defi ne
76: 19, 20,
24 93:9
135: 6

defi ned
170: 20

89: 8

defi ni ng
79: 4

definition
93: 8
156: 14

def unct
11: 25

degr ee
15: 16, 19
16: 15, 17

degrees 23:2

105: 20

dehunani zat i on
172: 25
174: 23
175:5
176: 14

dehunani ze
155: 15,17
156: 4, 15,
18 177:18
186: 22

dehunani zed
154: 20, 23
155: 4,9
156: 8, 21
157: 8
187: 4,6

dehumani zi ng
156: 25
157: 5, 15,
18 193:7
255: 10, 14,
17

Dekalb 17: 24

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: deleted..directly

18:1 19: 14

del et ed
140: 15
189: 25

del i vered
122: 7

deneaned
153: 24
154: 22
156: 20

deneani ng
156: 25
157: 17
174: 25

deni al
235: 10

denied 76:6

82:12

denies 71:4

Dent on
164: 13
255: 18

deny 83:9
204 22

depart ment
14: 23
80: 22
82:11

departnent's
242 22

depends
128: 12, 13

deponent

5: 20
111: 14

deponent s
40: 11

depos- 11:22

deposati on
10: 10

deposed
9:5

deposition
5:3 6:18
7:2,7,16
8: 15, 25
9:7 10:11
11: 23
14: 16
15: 3, 11
39: 23
40: 24
107: 16
111:19
155: 19
156: 11
164: 12
258: 18
259: 5

depositions
9:9 41:13

86: 24

descri be
15: 14
19: 20
36: 14
43: 20 87: 3
91:1, 25

6:12

dept h

98: 8

104: 10
118: 11
120: 3
248: 3

descri bi ng
48: 15

description
118: 4
218: 10

descri ptions
48: 11

det ai |
218: 17
247: 6

devel oped
79:2 95:12
245: 3, 6

devel opi ng
78: 16

devel opnent
252:1

di aries
08: 18

died 73:10
87: 25
88: 10
106: 22
246: 1

202: 15

di fference
27:. 20
127: 21
154: 25

Di ego

156: 25

difficult
80: 20
108: 7
113: 14
187: 2
196: 1, 11,
22

difficulties
26: 14

di gged
205:6,7

dili gent
38: 6, 12

196: 7
7:11

di nner

di rect
12: 3
169: 14
179: 17
181: 21
184: 1,5
189: 12
201: 2
205:5,7
211: 15
214: 8, 12,
15, 19
218: 3
245: 12

di recti ons
23:8 67:18

directly
88: 11
169: 22
170: 22

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: director..documents

228: 25

di rector
186: 3

di sagree
82: 21
90: 19
129: 20
184: 25
185:1
209: 19

di sagr eed
82: 20

di sagr eei ng
220: 13

di sagr ees
223: 2

di scl ose
181: 14

di scl osed
181: 13
204: 15

di scovery
180: 22

di scri m nat ed
73: 21
76: 10

di scri m nat es
70: 23
71:1, 18
727

di scrim nating
71: 21

di scrim nation
66: 23

74: 3, 16
75: 25

di scuss

14: 15
39:19
165: 9
204: 4
214: 4,6
217: 15
237:5
239: 25
240: 4
241: 24

di scussed

12: 22 13:1
14: 22

38: 24

41: 21
122: 11
127: 21
130: 22, 24
132: 24
133: 17
171: 25
186: 12
187: 23
229: 6
237: 8

di scusses

39:8

di scussi ng

9:8 37:22
81: 20 90: 3
133: 18

di scussi on

64: 25

118: 8
143: 25
165: 11
193: 14
216: 9
258: 23

di scussi ons
252: 11
255: 4

di sj oi nted
2537

Di spar agi ng
101: 14

di spute

di sputing
110: 8

di ssent
105: 20

di ssertation
123: 17, 20
233: 8

di st ance
198: 11

distill
247: 7

distilled
28: 7

di stinction
27: 22

di ver se
161: 12
162: 1,4, 8

Di vi si on

82: 8

241: 15

DVA 16: 2, 6,
9

Doctor 16:11

doct or al
22: 25
72:16
74: 12

doctri nes
58: 7

docunent
7:14, 19
8: 14, 22
12:7 14:7
38: 23
39: 24
111:7
147: 24
164: 9
166: 11
180: 5
181: 5,7
191: 25
192: 6
206: 5
226: 7, 24
227:6, 8,11
238: 4,6

docunent s
6:19
12: 11, 18
14: 5,11
38: 13, 15
41:7, 13,19
42:4,12,17
68: 8 98: 7,

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: dominant..editor ship

22, 23
99: 14
100: 1
101: 6, 12
102: 5
179: 11, 23
180: 22
181: 13
200: 12
210: 13
211:19
229: 21

dom nant
105: 19

dots 65:12

doubl e-
anonynous

124: 21
126: 11

doubl e-bl i nd
36: 18
37:12

doubl y-
anonynous

36: 23 37: 4
123: 1

Dr abki n
108: 14
110: 25
131: 13
132: 25

drafted
65: 9 158: 8

drafting
63: 23

draw 88:12
169: 14

driven 81:1,

6
drugs 10: 22
Dubkin 114:3
dug 205:6,7
duly 6:11

E

51: 2

e-mail 31:25
38:1 143: 4
179: 22
181: 23
182: 11, 14,
17, 20
185: 19
200: 21
202: 10, 19
203: 6, 17
208: 1, 2, 6,
11, 15, 16
211: 24
212: 19
215: 8, 10
216: 6, 14
218: 22
219: 6, 14
223: 25
227: 25
229: 2,5
231:1
237: 18
238:1, 22,
24 239:12

240: 7
242: 19

e-nmuail ed
49: 8
238: 21, 22

e-mails
11: 24
40: 16
228:17, 23,
25 240: 10

e-r 116:5

earlier
122: 12
126: 17
127: 4
130: 22, 24
131: 10
132: 25
133:1
150: 23
157: 17
160: 3
231: 13
247: 24
248: 23
254: 1

early 87:11
139: 17
217: 16

earn 16:20

21:7
easily 25:3

east 95:15
245: 22

easy 18:9

31: 20
65:10, 11
editing
198: 4
edi t or
36: 11
37: 23
47: 14
48: 18
118: 15, 19,
22 128: 13,
24 129:6
188: 3
189: 3
190: 12
198: 7
257: 6

editorial
53: 3, 5, 15,
16 128: 24
145: 16
178: 16, 20
188: 11
224: 13
229: 4
231: 25
232: 22

editors
142: 15
145: 11
154: 16
185: 23
188: 8, 12
229:6, 8

editorship
224 21

34: 15

53: 6

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: EDT..episode

230: 13
EDT 259:6

educati on
57.3 59:5
67.:25 68:2
69: 15 72:2
73. 6

educat i onal
15: 15
17: 23
73: 22

educati ons
55: 19

Edwards 5: 10

ef f ect
255: 1

effectively
24718

effectual ly
143: 24

egalitarian
58: 13

el aborat e
126: 21
127: 12

el aborati ng
79: 4

el ect ed
240: 18

el ectronic
229: 21
259: 1

el enent s

218: 1

102:
103:
133:
250:

15
14
5
12, 13,

14 251:8,9

el evat ed
55:16

105:

13

El i zabet h
26: 24 27:5

El |l en

77:5,

15 116: 8,
11 120:7

121:
122:
123:
125:
142:
143:
144
154:
176:
200:
201:
202:
203:
226:
227:
229:
230:
232:
233:

Ell en'
123:

emai |

11, 21
4,5
12, 20
22

8

4,8
18

10
2,5
22

20
4,8

4

16

23

13

6
2,11
25

s
20

241:18

enbedded

67:7 68:7

enbr ace
254: 20

enbr aced
254: 25

energed 51:9

emgre 88:14

em gres
245: 22

encapsul at es
21: 13

encour aged
242 22

end 8:25
12: 15
24: 24
38:16
87:18
89: 22
116:5
147: 25
180: 6
212: 16
251: 11
258: 18

ended 17: 24
87:14, 16
245: 5

ends 213:5

engage
175: 25

engagenent
171: 21
199: 8, 11

engagi ng
242: 14

Engl i sh
98: 25
100: 23

enjoy 84:21
85: 2
194: 6, 10

enj oyed
225: 24

enl i ght ennent
97: 8, 10

enor Nous
196: 18

enroll 17:5

ensui ng
107:1
245: 25

167:7

entire 30:12
31: 23 62:6
104: 12
106: 4
165: 10
210: 4,7
212: 25
213: 20
224: 10

entitled
25:15 49: 1
130: 9

epi sode
188: 22

enter

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: equivalent..executive

equi val ent
181: 2

equi vocat e
175:7

equi vocati on
10: 5,6

Ernst 88:19
essay 127:2
98: 19

essentially
9:2 36:7
54: 20
73:11 81:5
92: 21
118: 16
158: 15
207: 11
221: 23
238: 23
239: 12
245: 11
257: 11

establ i sh
119: 23

et hi ca
160: 14

et hi cs
158: 20, 22
160: 10
161: 9
163: 6, 13,
23 164: 3,6

Et hnonusi col og
y 241:16

essays

eugeni ci st
73: 11

Europe 68:25
69: 3,6
108: 11
113:18
249: 22

Eur opean
108: 10
113: 17

Eur opeans
69: 6
249: 23

eval uat e
2716

19: 3

eveni ng
217: 17
240: 11

eventual |y
32:24 47: 3
53: 21, 25
79:12, 16
81: 23
82: 24

evi dence
83:17 84:6

Ewell 5:3,20
6:9,14 7:3
48: 7 75:22
115:5
118: 3
119: 16
130: 11, 17
152: 12

Eve

155: 3
159: 24
164: 24
168: 9, 24
171: 14
174: 2, 8
180: 14
184:1, 2
185: 13
191: 9
200: 10
216: 21
225: 25
230: 9, 12
237:18, 24
244: 6
250: 23
254: 6
258: 19, 20

Ewel l's
159: 11
164: 16
201: 6
207:6, 11
213:5
224: 23
228: 24

exact 24: 20,
21 189: 21

EXAM NATI ON
7:11
254: 10
examne 6:19

7:17, 24
165: 8

examned 8:5

98: 6

exanpl es
71:2 81:17

excel | ent
224: 19

excepting
61: 18, 23

exception
127:10
258: 3

exchange
17: 23
191: 25
192: 7
198: 10
228:18, 23
229: 5
237:18
238:1, 25

exclude 73:5

excl uded
72:21 73:2
74: 21
144: 11

excl udes
72: 14, 15

excuse 11:22
38:10, 25
110: 14
188: 19
202: 9

excuses
242: 21

executive

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: exhibit..fact

186: 3

exhi bi t
6: 16, 21, 24
7:1,25 8:6
12: 10
104: 24
105: 16, 17
111:19
117:6, 12,
18, 22, 24
118: 6
130: 8, 18
158: 24
159: 4, 8, 13
164: 10, 17
166: 19, 24
178: 23, 24
179: 9, 10
180: 6
191: 20, 24
192: 12
199: 16
205: 18, 20
207: 3, 23
226: 21, 22,
23 237: 17,
25 239:7,
8,11 242:6

exhibits 9:1

exist 41:7,
20, 22

exi sted
42:18
204: 22

exi st ence
15: 2

expect 42:21
186: 20

expect ati ons
127:.7

expedi ent
175: 20

experience
46: 14
145: 7
151: 17
152: 13
155: 23
197:7

expert 78:11

expl ain
11:21 47:8
54:9 71: 20
107: 15
115: 13
145: 5
155: 16
157:7
169: 18
179: 2
182: 13
194: 2

expl ai ned
251:13

expl ai ni ng
176: 14
189: 13

expl anat i on
222: 2, 16

explicit
133: 13

explicitly
59: 23
67:21 73.7
74 24

expressed
103: 23
108: 8
113: 15
223:. 16
230: 23
254 21

expresses
114: 9

expressly
83: 8
174: 20

ext enpor aneous
258: 3

ext enpori ze
257: 14

ext ensi on
213: 1
237 4

ext ensi ve
167: 25

extent 14:25
55:2 67:16
183: 8
189: 16

extrenely
104: 13
105: 24
245: 5
246: 6
251: 5

fabric
fac- 77:1

Facebook

f aci al

faci ng

f act

81: 12

12: 3

140: 14, 16
171: 23
191: 25
192: 7, 19
204: 21
205: 3, 7,
11, 19, 21
209: 8, 11,
24 214: 12,
15 225:3
238: 25

90: 13

164: 20
165: 3

13:1
28:1 34:4
41: 12

51: 22
56:1, 6, 17,
20 57:19,
24 60:5
67: 19

69: 10

73: 21
74:25 78:5
79:19

80: 14 90: 8
96: 7

128: 22, 25

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: factor..fine

132: 15
137: 7
139: 25
148: 17
151: 21, 25
182: 19
183: 23
184: 15, 18
188: 7
197: 16, 23
220: 23
230: 14
235: 12
236:5,6
242: 18
250: 14, 19
255: 10
257:5, 21

factor
151: 22

factum
175: 24

faculty

21:19
76:23 77:2
188: 12, 17,
25 196: 19
197: 13, 16,
19, 23, 24
229: 3

236: 12
242: 23

fail ed

failure
143: 18
154: 11, 17

213: 6

235: 19, 20
242: 3

fair 47:11,
24 49: 20,
21 57: 17
58:13
79:6,7
84:3 88:5
95: 4
106:1, 3
116: 25
123: 14
132: 24
133: 8
139: 21
143: 20
163: 21
169: 8
211: 12
249: 8

fairly 75:1

fall 17:21
18:1, 6, 20
20: 8
107: 17
128: 23
137: 22, 24
139: 17
174: 10
194: 21, 22
232: 17, 25
239: 17

fal se

fam i ar
87:6
115: 10

184: 24

133: 21
134: 11

f ashi on
175: 20

f ashi oned
35: 14

49: 24
91: 22

favor 217:25
220: 18
225: 20

f avor abl e
220: 19

favorite
62: 20

Feagin 54:14
78: 2, 8,15
90: 12

223: 16

February
219:1, 16
221: 17
230: 22

f eedback
67: 14

feel 148:25
153: 24
154: 20
157: 10
166: 9
235:12

feeling
253: 22

f ast

faul t

f ear

feelings
210: 3

Felix 88:18

fell ow
192: 22

felt 154:15
156: 20, 21
193: 9, 15

field 75:25
129: 10
158: 17
170: 19, 20
173:18, 19
195: 6
221: 4
248: 9, 11
249: 8

249: 15
85: 21

fight

figure
246: 5

46: 10
25: 2

final

find
99:1
101: 24
104: 21
131:5
142: 18
187: 10
193: 21
222: 21

fine 13:16
25:5 41:9
66: 20 75:8
86: 22
159: 19

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: fingers..framing

198: 2
242: 18
250: 2, 21
251: 2

fingers
249: 23

finish 151:6

170: 6
fini shed
17: 8
224: 13
252: 17

fire 66:19
246: 9

fired 80:23

fit 178:24
246: 17

flexible
56: 9

Fl ori da
215: 4,12

238: 18
focus 207:19

f ocused
57: 11
176: 16

focusi ng
47:. 8

f ol der
226: 22

folks 73:25
96: 23

follow 41:9

81: 24 96:4
160: 7

fooling
169: 3

f oot not e
246: 15

forced
218: 11

f or cef ul
234: 25

foreign
16: 24

fork 16:3

form 34:7
43:8 46:10
146: 7
168: 8

formal 9:11,
13 21: 9

form ng
63: 23 64: 2

fornms 56:24

formul ati on
229: 5,6

forthcom ng
217: 11

forward
49: 24
67: 17
158: 18
171: 8
202: 7
203:1, 18

204: 5
215: 14
216: 7
239: 13
252: 11, 25

f orwar ded
185: 10, 18
186: 9

f or war ds
98: 20

found 20:7
104: 13
147: 2
188: 6
205: 6, 10

f oundat i on
96:7,9, 12

f ounded
65: 16
66: 16

f ounder s
65: 8

f ounder s’
63: 23

f oundi ng
62: 15
66: 12 68:8

f oundi ngs
65: 13

four-year
22: 21

fourth
119: 15

fragile
234: 13, 17

frame 24:9,
18 27: 25
28:6 33:2
44: 22 47.5
48: 17
54:12, 13,
20, 24
55:4,9
64:7,12, 19
65:7 67:5
68: 16
70: 16, 17,
22 71:18
72:7, 22
77:19, 21,
25 78:13,
17 79:5, 19
80:1 88: 4,
9 90: 2, 10,
13, 18
107:9
127: 15
130: 10
131: 2
168: 3
169: 11, 23
245: 10, 14
2479

franme,'
168: 24

framed 92:22

fram ng
54:17 65:6
78. 7,11

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: Frank..goal

Fr ank
115: 11, 13,
16 116: 3
118: 15, 23,
24 120: 4,
18 121:8
122: 1,5
123: 4

frankly 48:1
51: 20 56:2
69:7 129:3
149: 18
171:1

free 61:5,
16 62: 11
98: 15
166: 9

freedom
160: 19
162: 13

98: 15
95: 5

frequenci es
93: 13 95:6

frequency
93: 15, 21
94 3, 5, 17,
25

friend
230: 16

friends
233: 5

front 6:
95: 25

Frei e

freqg-

22

111: 20
257:12

Fugitive
60: 20

full 20:24
71:14
123: 25
177: 23
178: 2
248: 25

62: 18

functi onal
95: 22, 24
96: 2,6

Functional i sm
119: 16

f undanent a
104: 25
105: 1, 17
106: 11

future
85: 16, 20

fully

G

Gain 237:19
238: 2, 8,
21, 23
239:11, 19,
24 241:11
243: 10

gal lery
216: 3

gat her ed
223:1

gave 244
27:3 82:9
145: 12, 22
146: 3
215: 4
238:17,18
239:16
249: 18
256: 14
25723

gener al
54:10
166: 3
183: 17
205: 2

general ly
16: 13
22:2,6,24
23: 21
24:. 25
34:23 35:1
36: 17
151: 15
246: 22
258: 10

gener at ed
42: 12 69: 2

generations
68: 9

genere
126: 24

Ger man
89: 15,17
98:24 99: 4
100: 11, 24
101: 1,4

31:5

102: 2
108: 9
110: 20
113: 16
114:5

give 8:18
10: 6, 15
15:5 25:12
26:17
48: 10 56: 6
71: 14
92:19
102: 5
124: 19
164: 25
179: 6
199: 14
222:10
243: 5
244: 23
256:12, 19
257: 3
258: 3

gi vi ng
215:5,12
216: 6
239: 14

gl asses
7. 20, 22

dobal 5:11

Gmil 11:25
12:1

go- bet ween
120: 12

goal 51: 14,
16 73:12

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: God..handing

God 137:23
Gol dner 66: 7
5:8
good 7:23
17: 22
67: 24
109: 6
120: 2
134: 8
137:18
173: 21

224: 20
249: 23

Googl e
168: 13

CGor- 18:25

Gor bachev
18: 25

33: 22
189: 1

graduat e
16: 25
21: 20
22:7, 8,9,
10, 24
25: 22
71:12
76:2,7,23
123: 16
188: 12, 15
190: 11
196: 13, 14,
15, 17
197: 13, 22
206: 20

Gomez

gosh
grad

213:10
233: 10
238: 9

240: 12, 15,
20, 24
241: 1, 12,
23

gr aduat ed
15: 18
19: 16

G af
187: 22, 24,
25 188: 1,
4,13, 14,
20, 21, 24
189: 7
190: 5, 13,
14, 16
191: 5
192: 24
196: 12, 24
198: 3
202: 15
203: 22
204: 4
217: 14
219: 21
220: 4, 14
223: 25
225: 2, 14,
22 226: 4,
14 234:16
253: 21, 24

gramat i cal
96: 11

grandchi | dren
81:16

granted 83:1

granting
22: 25

grants 23:1

gr aphi c
218: 10

gravitas
129:1

gray 195:25

great 44:19
55: 4,10, 20
56:12, 15
60: 13 63:5
64:19 91:8
104: 16, 23
105: 3, 12
224 23
247: 6
250: 18

Geek 94:18

grew 43:16
79:9
116: 15

group 66:5
88: 21
116: 11, 17
119: 8
120: 8
190: 20

guar ant ees
62: 11

guess 42:21
61: 25
76: 19

106: 1
119: 14
139: 12, 16
143: 18
154: 23
189: 20
192: 21
199: 9
203: 9
228: 11
256: 6

guessti nmate
102: 6

gui del i nes
127:5

guys 174: 3,

9

H

hal f 58: 21,
25 62: 13
65: 8

Hall 30: 12,
17, 18
31: 25 32: 3

hal | mar ks
235: 16, 23

hand 117:7
181: 4

handed 118:4
124: 25
257: 11

handi ng
117:6

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: handle..hierarchal

159: 10
164: 15

handl e
244 24
251: 3

handl ed
134: 19

224: 20
Hans 88: 15
hap 248: 20

happen 6:17
21:1 56:6
80:8 187:8
189: 20

happened
14: 24
34:24 35:1
41:18 50:1
68:23 74:3
80: 10, 12,
19 116: 24
152: 23
170: 23
171:1
189: 14
190: 17
194: 20
207: 17
214: 20
242: 20
245: 25
247: 16
253: 15

happeni ng
74: 14,17

hands

138: 15
176: 16
195: 20
214: 23
230: 11

happi | y
51: 21

happy 20:4
49: 2 196: 3

hard 35:14
73:16 80:5
91:19
135: 24
163: 9
169: 20
170: 22

har moni ¢
105: 18
119: 16

Har noni el ehr e
98: 14

har moni es
92: 7
harpist 66:7
Har var d
220: 25
hasten 248: 8
hate 30:9,
22 31: 24
32: 11, 14,
20
Haven 252:9
he'll 159:17

head 9: 20
28: 20 44:5

header
22717

hear 13:11
135: 21
136: 2

heard 83:8
94: 5

137: 21
138: 16
140: 9
183: 17
208: 17
233: 14

258: 6

heari ng
189: 12
216: 7

hegenony
92: 21, 24

Hei dl berg
116: 3

Hei dl ber ger
115: 11, 14,
16 116:4,5
118: 15, 23,
24 121:8
122: 1,6
123:5

Hei dl berger's
120: 5

Hei nri ch
86: 24
87:2,3,6

88:3 90: 1,
6,9, 16
97:5, 18
98: 3, 13
101: 25
104: 1,6
105: 13
106: 18, 22
107: 2, 20
114: 12
133: 12
143: 25
144: 2, 3
245: 1, 9,
13,17, 19,
25 246: 6
247: 3,7
251: 20, 22
held 21:15,
16 55:5,
11, 21
64: 20
107: 23

hel pf ul
112: 9

48: 3

hesi t ant
236:7, 8

hesitate
187:5

hesi t at ed
89: 6

Hey 44: 19

hi er ar cha
104: 7

hel ps

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: hierarchical..Hunter

107: 11
114: 13
132: 18

hi erarchi ca
104: 8, 13
132: 19

hi erarchi es
104: 14, 23
106: 20
131: 19
132: 11
133: 10

hi er ar chy
105: 24
106: 19
108: 3
110: 18
113: 10
114: 3, 4, 15
133: 10, 11
208: 21

high 61:16
252: 13

hi gher
107: 23

hi ghl i ght
77: 24
250: 19

highly 128:8
hip 57:16
his- 66:1

hi stori an
87: 23

historic

54: 22
248: 6

hi stori cal
54: 25
88: 13

hi storically
54: 21
56: 21 58:3
81:12
248: 15

hi stori es
57:2

history 56:1

57:16

72: 24

73: 14, 20
107: 18

168: 12
169: 4

228: 13

241: 15

247: 15

hit 147:11

hoc 147:7,
16, 21
148: 3, 8
153:1, 7,10
179: 12, 24
181: 14
188: 6, 10
191: 3
204: 16
211: 20
218: 7
226: 24
227:12, 19

231: 23
237: 4

Hold 243:8

hol der
248: 19

hole 157:4
249: 17
250: 11

honet own
17: 25

honest 52:9
59: 3
136: 10
178: 9
191: 15
232: 2

honor 51:13,
22 52:12
145: 20

honor abl e
52: 19

honor ed
252:12
253: 3

honori ng
51: 25 52:7
160: 5

hope 81:14
239: 14
254: 4

Hopi  58: 23

horrific
73: 22

hostil e

103: 9

housed 98: 10
118: 13

Houst on
252: 19

Hugo 97:15

98: 2

human 59: 9
100: 6, 11,
14, 21
157: 9, 11

humans 56: 10

hunbl ed
252: 12
253: 3

hundr ed
28: 24
65: 22
239: 22

hundr eds
56: 22
252: 12

Hunter 14:23
20: 7,11
22: 4,11,
12, 13, 20
39: 17
40: 18
41: 24, 25
80: 21 83:3
84:.7
215: 8,9
238: 22

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: Huseby..incensed

Huseby 5:10
202: 8

hypot heti cal
163: 18, 20

hyphen

78: 4

idea 46:15

49: 13

78: 17 86:4
99: 16

134: 21
143: 11
144: 13
153: 14, 18,
21, 22
156: 2

173: 15
253: 9

i deas b5b:25
78:21 79:1
83: 18
90: 14
102: 19
106: 16
125: 2
157: 6
170: 13
245: 2

identification
7:4 117: 20
130: 13
159: 2
164: 22
179: 15

i con

192: 2
205: 22
2271
237: 20

identified
60: 8 99: 25
107: 24
143: 18
146: 24
148: 23

identify
41: 6, 13, 17
56:12 60:5

I dentifying
79: 4

identities
37:5,6

identity
37:1,6,8
212: 21
213: 4

i deol ogi cal
108: 8
113: 15
114: 4

i deol ogi es
58:5,6
110: 19

i deol ogy
64:18
102: 18

i gnor ance
212: 20

ignore 69:1,

3

[11inois
17:25 18:3
19: 12, 14
20: 2

illness
10: 24

illum nate
76: 25

i magi ne
129: 3
152: 21
191: 3
198: 6, 20

i mredi ately
31:1,12
154: 8
245: 9

i mm grants
89: 2 250:8
i nm nent
108: 14

i npede 80: 2

i npeded
77:21

i npet us
116:7

i mpl ement s
39:7

inmplicitly
74: 25

212: 22
220: 12

i mpl yi ng
103: 3

I nport ant
28: 15
51:25 52:7
55:19 88:3
97:13, 16
98: 3
105: 25
169: 2
176: 12
220: 15
245: 6
251: 6

I npossi bl e
89: 17
163: 17

i mpr oper
141: 12, 15,
18 146: 14,
17 147: 3
148: 9
177: 20
199:5
235: 17

i mpugn 41:16
in- 213:15

I n- person
239: 16

i naccur at e
99: 18
169: 24

i ncensed
173: 7
174: 11

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: incident..interesting

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

i nci dent
76: 9

incidentally
14: 18
84: 20
157:19

i nci dents
75: 24

i nclined
56: 14

i ncl uded
109: 4
162: 2
229: 3

i ncl udes
61: 13

i ncl udi ng
68: 11

i ncl usi on
148: 11

i nconpet ent
81: 6
82: 18, 22
83: 19

i nconveni ent
219: 11

i ncorrect
85: 11

i ndependent
23.15

| ndi an
| ndi ana

i ndi cati on

95: 13
44: 8

32: 10, 19

ndi genous
96: 23

ndi vi dual
234: 13, 18

ndi vi dual ' s
200: 15

ndi vi dual | y
242: 4

ndi vi dual s
84:7
187: 21

ndustry
1447
146: 21
148: 25
149: 14
153: 15
176: 19
183: 14, 24

nfelicities
229: 20

nferior
128: 6

nferiority
73:12
170: 16

nfl uence
68: 9

nf |l uenced
68: 10

nfl uences
68: 13

inform 67:5,
6 192:10
230: 10

i nformation
39:2,8
150: 7,9
152: 18, 20,
24 153: 3,4
160: 20

i nfornmed
129: 17

i nherently
208: 21
209: 5

initial
229: 2

initiated
229: 1
240: 8

i nquiry
160: 19
162: 13

i nsi de
105: 21
207: 17

i nsi sted
131: 17
132: 9

I nst ance
91:5
129: 10
174:1
235:5

i nst ances

14:7
101: 24

nsti gat ed
216: 5

nstitution
22:. 25
67:. 20
151: 3, 8,
21, 25
161: 19

nstitutional
21:10
169: 5
170: 3, 12

nstitutions
21:16
22:18

66: 25
67:10
170: 25

nstruct ed
152: 15
217: 24
243: 24

ntell ectual's
100: 4

nt er est
11: 11
116: 17
120: 8

nt er est ed
21:7 79:1
154: 9
175: 21

nteresting

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: interfere.Jackson

28: 15
48: 21
62: 16
67: 16
96: 19, 25
246: 14

interfere
10: 18

interject
66: 21

i nt er nal
181: 15
218: 6

i nternationa
17: 23
28: 25
29: 2, 3, 6,
10

interpretation
151: 20

i nterpreted
70: 12

interpreting
151: 13

i nterrupt
12: 20 16:8
88: 20
234: 8
239: 5

i nterrupting
94: 12

i nterruption
26: 13

i ntervi ew

252: 15

nt ervi enwed
165: 16

nti nate
213: 3

nt r oduce
5:12 6:16
117:5
159: 3
164: 8

nt r oduced
115: 23
118: 6
132: 5, 15

nt r oduci ng
117: 21
131: 15
226: 20

nt roducti on
44: 11, 12,
14, 17
45:1, 2, 10,
20 46: 3, 8,
16 80: 24
127: 3

nt r oducti ons
98: 19

nvent
117: 16

nvent ed
70: 8

nvesti gate
180: 1
211: 22

227:13

i nvestigating

237: 4

invitation
146: 1
183: 9, 19,
25 184: 1,
5,8, 22
185: 2
186: 14
232: 11

invite
143: 12
145: 13, 19
149: 10
154: 11, 18
231: 19
235: 19

invited
154: 2, 4
162: 10, 12
176: 10
230: 24
234: 3
235: 4
256: 11

inviting
143: 9, 15
176: 20
178: 13

i nvol ved

36:7 67:12

125: 6
209: 14
232: 5,12,
16 234:9

lowa 73:10

I rrespective
233: 20

issue 26:5
51:1

136: 25
143: 23
147: 8
149: 15
152: 2
153: 15
154: 14
175: 21
176: 9
185: 24
188: 3
189: 5,7
195: 24
217: 11, 12
221: 8, 20,
21 222:24
256: 5

i ssues

191: 2
items 12:17

144: 6

J

Jackson b5: 4,
16 32: 11,
17 76:10
104: 4
115: 7
134: 20
136: 18
137: 6
142: 16

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: Jackson's..journal

153: 5 26: 24 120: 5 180: 2
178:12, 19 Jewish 879 125: 4 181: 15
179: 12, 24 39: 2 126: 19 182: 23
180: 1 219- 20 128:5, 13 183: 10, 21
181: 14 213 4 129: 7 184: 22
188: 9 T 133: 19, 21, 185: 3,7, 24
202: 11, 14, Jim 246:8 22 134:7, 186: 15
16 206:9 job 19:21 16, 19, 23 188: 3
207:2, 7 20:2.6,7 135: 3, 9, 189: 3,7
208: 3, 17 48:8 241:5 17, 18, 22 190: 10, 12,
212: 11, 14 Joe 25 21 136: 2, 7, 21 191: 14
216: 15, 18 26 22 11, 22, 25 193: 4
217: 8, 24 28 12 35 8 137:7, 11 195: 18, 24
219: 21, 24 ca 14 140: 2, 3 196: 21
227: 14 78.2 8 15 141: 13, 18 198: 4, 8
231: 24 90- 15 | 142: 2 199: 6
236: 9, 11, e 143:9, 18 200: 12
13 237:5 jogged 137:5 146: 16 203: 15
240 5 Johann 92 12 147: 3, 8 206 21, 24
254: 14, 16 John 62: 21 148: 4 207: 8, 13,
255: 13 ‘222_17'25 149: 4, 17, 17 209: 12,
Jackson' s Ch 20 150:3,5 17, 20, 24
136 7 Johnson 18:4 151: 9 210: 5, 20
I 21 157: 10, 217: 21
255: 7 245 24 ' :
: 160: 25 219: 25
Jacoby 6:2 Jordan 95:15  161: 8, 18, 221: 19
January i our nal 19 162:7, 222: 4,18
18: 5, 14 33:11. 15 16, 22 223: 1,7, 16
19:7,8 19 34-8 163: 4, 24 224: 20
. 171: 15, 22 227:12, 15
: 35: 13, 14 , , 19,
Jetf 4714 . 173: 8, 17, 19 228: 14
48:18 49:7 46: 13
. . 23, 25 229: 14
53: 7 49: 15
| 116: 9 174: 19 231: 21
Jenki ns . 175: 11, 20, 232:6, 13,
_ 118: 7, 8,
25: 20 12 13 24 178:6 16 233: 20

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: journal's.Lamar's

237:5
241: 25
257: 6

journal's
178: 16
232: 21

journali st
165: 4
166: 5
168: 1
172: 10
173: 4
175: 8
176: 10, 13,
22 255:18

journal s
35:5,6
253: 13

JSS 192: 25
193: 4
194: 10
195: 22
202: 24
203: 17
217:9
224: 1,21
229: 4
230: 11, 13
231: 3,8
240: 2

j udgnent
150: 2
152: 19

July 172:3
178: 8
190: 10

192: 1,9
204: 20
206: 17
209: 8

221: 12
236: 14
240: 10

junp 211:17
214: 25
219: 6
253: 5

j unpi ng
243: 2

June 33:6
178:5

j uni or
123: 21, 22

jury 47:23
54:11 91:1
92: 11
125: 6

justifies
55: 22

justify
55:4, 10, 20
64: 19

K

keeper 9:2

keepi ng
72:8,11
199: 4

Kendri ck
44: 2,15, 25

45: 3, 23

key 92:5,8
105: 8,9
120: 7
131: 19
132: 11

keynot e
215: 25
228 24

kind 18: 10,
19 32: 20
78: 6 91:18
137:5
149: 5
172: 3
175: 17
189: 13
206: 25
209: 14
218:10
233: 25
240: 23
243: 15

knew 18:7
77: 4
140: 20, 22
191: 3,6
206: 16, 20
257: 16

know edge
14: 14 25:8
91:4 101:5
124: 6
126: 10
129: 11
145: 23

153: 12
158: 4
176: 11
177:1, 2
178: 8
183: 6, 7
188: 2
253:17, 19

Knoxvil |l e
19: 22

Kont r apunkt
98: 14

Kosovsky
182: 7
185: 25

L

| abel i ng
180: 6

69: 1

lack 64:18
145: 25
148: 13, 16,
23 176: 18
230: 11
236: 17
243: 14

| acked
231: 18

| acki ng
197: 9

44: 15,

| abor

Lamar
25

Lamar's 44: 2

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on OBAt#20Rhguage..L eviwalls@myunt.edu.

45: 3, 23

| anguage
17:18, 20,
21 36:21
50: 15 99:4
246: 14

23:10

large 55:2
66: 13
67: 15
189: 16

| argely
107: 20

176: 16

late 74:4
92:15 97:8
108: 11
113: 18
138: 12, 13
188: 22
217: 13

5:4
law 60: 25

61: 6 63: 24
65: 1

laws 67:8
5:23

| apsed

| aser

Laur a

| awsui t
6:1
lay 125:6

| ayers
104: 22, 24
105: 17

I ayi ng

73:14, 17

| ayper son
92:2 99:1,
3 104: 11
105:1

lead 118:16
145: 11

| eader s
240: 17

| eadi ng
83:18
139: 20

74: 2
67:20

| eap
| earn

| ear ned
67:13

| eave 10:8
69: 21 93:7
250: 2

| ecture
243: 10, 12

led 84:7
181: 15
228: 24
229:5

left 20:1
140: 14
245: 21

| egacy
245: 17, 21
251: 21

legal 13:5
40: 9

151: 12, 22
152: 2,7, 10

| egi bl e
192: 15

length 91:18
177: 23
178: 2

| engt hy
168: 5

Leni ngrad
17:18
18: 20

Lett
220: 11, 24
221: 3

letter 94:18
157: 20, 21,
25 158: 3,
6, 10
159: 12, 14,
18 163: 3
164: 1
210: 5
230: 6
236: 20
237:1
241: 16, 22
243: 3

letters

98: 18
letting 15:8
| evel 53:17

| evel s
104: 14

197: 19
208: 21

Levi
185: 15, 19,
22 186:9
187: 24
188: 3, 13
189: 6
190: 7, 10
196: 18
202: 14
204: 21
205:19, 21
206: 19
208: 2
209: 13, 23
210: 2,11
212:5, 11,
16 214: 21
215:5, 11
216: 5, 15,
19 217: 4,
23 218: 23
219: 14
221:11, 20
223: 2,16
224:19
229: 1
238: 22, 25
239:13
253: 16

Leviwal | s@
myunt . edu

185: 16

Leviwal | s@
myunt . edu.

185: 19

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: liberty..made

liberty
130: 17

lie 226:4
251: 15, 16

life 68:11
82:9

87: 14, 16,
18 108: 6
113: 13
131: 19
132: 11

248: 12

lifetine
100: 5

Li kewi se

11: 15
[imted

212: 23

25: 4
243: 7
57:12

limts
i nes

l'i nk
69:5
132: 17
133:6,9
169: 9

linked 69:8

list 50:17
104: 20
138: 20
186: 9
235:18

listed
12: 15, 17
118: 18

119: 14
125: 23
198: 7

241: 18

250: 1

l'i stening
215: 14

Li st serv
138: 17, 20
182: 15
183: 6, 12,
17 184:12

Li st servs
184: 19

literally
56: 19
58:16 60:1
168: 25
172: 14
252: 14
257: 20

Litigation
5:11

lived 18:16
87:11

65: 20

|isten

lives
l'iving
246: 20
249: 12

| ocat ed
48: 12

| ogi cal

29: 8

92: 8

long 16:20
27:18

28:2,7
29: 11
44:7, 13
45: 11
91: 10
107: 15
153: 19
171: 1
190: 17
214: 2
217: 1

[ ong-tine
230: 16
233:5

| onger
33: 23
34: 10
35:16
68: 25 69:3
77:9 85:18
89: 18, 21
149: 21
190: 2
221: 3
228: 2

| ooked 12:17
38:17, 21
85: 17
214: 16
254:1,19

loop 67:14
69: 20

lot 17:3
40: 15 44: 4
64: 10
65: 25

32: 23

| ost

88: 12
96: 16, 17
102: 11
176: 15
214: 9
244: 21

251: 14

Loui si ana
47: 15

213: 25
192: 14

| ots

| ove
| ower

Luci nda
164: 21
165: 4, 17

92: 12

lunch 126: 14
190: 19, 22
191:1
196: 8, 9
197: 10

lying 209:8

| ynchi ngs
246: 25

Ludwi g

M

made 31:17
61: 24
62: 12
63:17
103: 17
144: 10
147: 12
178: 19
184: 23

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: mail..Mcgill

199: 12

mai | 30: 9,
22 32: 11,
15, 20

main 31:15
35:6
98: 14, 16

245:18

mai ntai n
42: 22
101: 16

mai nt ai ns
92: 25

92:5

majority
100: 12

make 39:22
72:6 81:15
111:18
115: 4
134: 4
150:1, 21
152: 18
157: 14
165: 24
169: 20
182: 16
229: 7
245: 15
251: 6
256: 20

makes 87:16
91: 19
127: 16
224: 23

maj or

making 9:10
49: 1 60: 11
67:16
89: 21
133: 15
166: 21
177: 17
183: 18

male 56:14
57.8

59: 15, 19,
21, 23, 24

107: 25

mal eness
56:5,6
57:9, 13
107: 23

mal es 251: 25

man 63: 2
80: 3
84: 21, 25
85:1,2
212: 24
252: 21
254: 15

Manabe 44:7

managi ng
142: 15

mani f est ed
55: 13
65: 13
66: 25
170: 16
248: 9, 10
251:9

magam 95: 14

magans
95: 15, 16

18: 3

March 224:6
225: 13

Mar i anne
34:16 35:9
36: 10
257:5

mark 14:23
117: 11
166: 19, 24
167: 3
178: 22
191: 19
205: 17
212: 21
226: 19

marked 6:21,
23 7:3
117: 19
130: 12, 20
159:1, 8
164: 9, 22
179: 14
192:1, 11
205: 22
206: 9
226: 21, 25
237: 19

mar ket 20:7

Mar c

mar ki ng
130: 18
179: 8

180: 15
237: 24

marks ©61:17
111: 22

Marvin 25: 20
26: 24
27: 4,5

35: 8

Mary  5: 24

mass 246: 25
247: 1

massacr es
247: 1

massi ve
222: 3

mast er
104: 15

master's
23: 2

nast ers
15: 20
72:16
74:12

mast er wor k
105: 12

mat er
238:11,12

mat eri al
253: 11

matter 5:3

78: 4
Megill  77:13
120: 16

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: meaning..MHTE

meaning 11:2 neeting 255:1,4 ment i ons
37:6 39: 10 centee 2336  39:8 99:25
100: 20 115: 16 _ 100: 3
131: 16, 18 197: 7 ment i on 101: 11, 17,
132: 9, 10 217: 16 ggfgj 22
17507 mel odi ¢ 88: 18 ment or
208: 3 105: 19 ' 230: 16
219: 20 ) 100: 10, 17 )
243: 11, 12, menber 23: 8, 174: 12, 14 message
15 11,12, 13 235: 15, 25 185: 11, 18
36 15 27: 11 66:6 242: 12 186: 8, 10
neans i . .
o 17 138: 23 ent i oned 189:12
50: 3, 6 menber s 23: 17 192: 18
77-10, 15 27:8, 9 26: 23 202: 23
80- 11 96:2  28:19 29:8  27:7,24 205:5
135: 7, 25 71: 6 29: 18 214: 8’ 19
le6 & 242: 23 43:22 67:9 2223, 13
: _ 76: 1 80: 14 227:18
157:5 menber shi p : : 232: 14
175: 6 23: 10 81:2 82:10 |
203: 8, 9 210 10 88: 23 messages
_ 90: 24 12:3 205: 8
mﬁ2t1950-11’ '“??fzﬁdum 93: 3, 4 214: 12, 15
135: 4, 23 | | 101:25 met 13:16
137+ 10 menory 10: 25 116: 12, 22 115: 15
175;3 25:? 54: 6 120515 116: 2, 25
120: 2 127: 4 186 6
184: 19 . ) :
o4 o 124: 12, 15 142: 5 190: 14. 19
: ; 148: 10 o
201:15 §§Z;f4 158: 12, 14 196: 24
232:24 204: 2 166: 12 239: 24
dia 52 o4 25 167: 25 254: 16
nedl a i . i
128: 11 '“?7_i8'5521 188: 5, 10 met hods
141: 2. 4 58 16 25 191: 14 199:5
222: 3, 17 62; 131 194: 11 I\/btropol i tan
230: 14 107- 29 233: 7 66516
meet 196: 2, 252: 7,13 ment i oni ng 67:11
6 244:15 253: 2 78: 15 VHTE 241:1,
118: 7 11, 13, 19,

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: Michael..multi-volume

23

M chael 5:15
254: 18

M chi gan
32: 9

m d- decenber
217: 12

mddle 26:15
87: 10
91: 10, 18
95: 15
171: 11
193: 22
198: 10
229: 24
mllion
96: 21
mnd 46:21
59: 25
60: 10
61: 11
63: 20 76: 4
127: 11
128: 6
167: 2
217: 14
222:5,19
223: 7
234: 20
246: 18

230: 16
m ni ma
187: 14

mnor 92:5
105: 5, 8, 10

m ne

m nus 28: 23,
24 212: 3,9

m nut e
155: 10
174: 7

m nut es
29: 14, 17
30: 20
31:17
64: 14
143: 25
144: 1,4
254: 4

mrror
250: 4, 6

187: 13

m scharacteri z
es 62:2

m squot ati on
213: 22

m squot e
165: 21
173: 12

m squot ed
166: 6
171:5
173: 16
187: 13

m sr eadi ng
213: 20

m srepresent
255: 2

m srepresentin
g 210:3,12

m s-

m sspeaki ng
229: 10

m sspoke
232: 24

m st ake
134: 5

m st aken
17: 22
138: 4
235:7

m sunder st and
135: 20

m sunder st ood
209: 5

mocked
246: 13

56:18

noder at ed
27:5

Mbdest

nmodel

234: 4

moment 6. 25
27:10
117: 8, 14
191: 21

222: 3

Monday
211: 25
money 59:5
69: 1
monitor 5.7
nonogr aph
48: 23 49:1
68: 21

80: 25
135:12
139: 21
140: 4

month 24: 23,

24

nont hs
221: 25
233: 19

nor ni ng
203: 22

noti on
105: 18

57:18

move 14:19
15: 12
43: 14 72: 4
92:7
226: 12

noved 15:22
120: 15
239: 19

noves 92:6

novi ng
158: 17
252: 11
253: 16

Mozart 92:13
MIO 122: 17

mul ti - person
25: 24

mul ti-vol une
233: 23

nout hs

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: music..musics

music 14: 23

15: 19
16:1, 4
17:9

19: 17, 25
23:5,12,
13, 16, 21,
24, 25

24: 2,5, 9,
17 25:9, 16
26:18

27: 24 28:6
29: 7

30: 19, 25
31: 15
32:5,7
33:1, 9, 16,
19, 21
34:5,6,18
35: 2,10
36: 15
39:1, 10
42: 11, 16,
22 43: 18,
21 44:1,5,
8,21 45: 25
47: 3, 4, 10,
15 48: 16,
17 49:1, 2,
7 50: 14
51: 6, 24
53: 6, 10, 20
54:12, 19,
21, 25
55:10, 12,
14, 15, 19
56:1, 15,
18, 19

57: 2, 3, 20,
25 58:1, 10
63: 19, 22,
25 64:7,12
65: 6, 8, 13
66: 13

67: 4,13,
15, 20, 24,
25 68:1, 6,
9,11, 16
69: 15

70: 18, 22
71: 10, 12,
16 72: 2,8,
20, 22
73:6,9, 21
74: 19, 23
75:25 76:7
77: 3,13,
19, 21

78: 13,18
79:5,17
80: 1, 22
81: 21
85:8, 9, 13,
15, 17, 19,
23 86:1, 9,
11, 14, 17,
18,21 87:9
88:2,4,9,
12, 25
89:6, 7,11
90: 11, 14,
24 91:4,7
92:1, 4,5,
6,9, 10, 14,
20, 23

93: 8,12, 13

94:5 95: 2,
3 96:1,5,
7,19, 24
97:2,6,13
98: 4
102: 13, 16,
19, 20, 22
103: 7,9, 24
104: 12, 23
105: 3, 21,
23 106: 2,
18 107: 2,
3,8 108: 2
111: 13
115: 18
116: 13, 17
119: 11, 16
120: 8

122: 17, 22
124: 12, 20
127: 15, 18
130: 9, 11,
21 131:1,
20 132:12,
18 138: 24
142: 12
146: 11
157: 21
158: 7, 8,
17, 25
159: 5
160: 5, 11
161: 14
164: 19, 20
165: 3, 4
168: 3, 9,
10, 23
169: 3, 11,

musi cs

23 170: 19
178: 2

182: 15
186: 3

190: 25
195: 2

201: 10, 24
210: 4,7
232: 15
233: 24
234:1, 2, 4,
5 241: 15
245: 2,6, 13
246: 3, 19
247: 8, 19
248: 2,9, 19
249: 20
250: 15
251: 9, 18,
22 252:1,
11 255:5
258: 10

nmusi cal

16: 11
73: 11
90: 15
106: 5

musi ci ans

73: 12

Musi col ogi cal

23:6 29:3

nmusi col ogy

89: 13, 16
252:19

93: 12
95: 5

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/202#ex: musikwissenschaft..number

musi kwi ssensch
aft 89:10

N

nai ve 208: 22

named 115:11
182: 6
187: 22, 24
238: 2

nanes 26: 25
92:11

Naperville
20: 2

nati ona
131: 18
132: 11
133: 10

natural i zati on
60: 25
168: 13, 16
169: 10, 22

naturalized
61: 2

nature 9:8
59: 9 60: 24
107: 11
128: 9
129: 8
163: 20

necessari es

15:10

necessarily
13: 2 63: 14
100: 11

necessit - 16 110: 12 239: 10
15: 10 155: 18 notes 117: 25
needed 18:9 North 6:4,7 165: 23
27: 10 20: 3 69: 9, 166: 21
69:5,6 11 76:7, 24 167: 7
154: 6 77:2 115:6 notice 7-7
235: 4 116: 10
257: 10 118: 14 notion 108:3
) 113: 10
147: 22 Novenber
Neu”?yer 149: 22 24: 22
53:8 151: 3 25:1, 2
nice 168:18 152: 14, 15, 26: 17
176: 8 25 153: 13, 31: 11
191: 1 25 161: 20 147: 22
217: 10 162: 25 201: 25
244: 15 179: 13 208:12
. 180: 1 209: 9
N t
'223?2’ 181: 8 211: 25
187: 21 213: 11, 18
Ni net eent h 188: 25 216: 15
100: 22 191: 5 217:5
nod 9:15 194: 16 221: 15
nods 9:19 195513 229:2
196: 15 Nu 94 17
non-white 199: 10 '
65: 17 233: 21 nunber 5:2,5
81:10 Nor t h 6: 21, 24
170: 16 renern 28: 20
18: 2 .
non- whi t eness 38: 17
56 25 Nor way 130: 18
' 249: 18, 25 161: 1, 9,
nonsensi cal . 11. 21
] Nor wegi an '
169: 21 250" 5 122513120
Nori ko 44:7 note  95° 24 199217
normal  9: 14, 225: 24 207" 3

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: numbered..order

208: 8
216: 22
226: 21
229: 23, 24
237: 25
243:5

nunber ed
160: 17

nunber s
180: 19, 21
181: 2
251: 15, 16

nuner al
224: 16

nuner ous
131: 16
132: 8

nur si ng
22: 22

nut shel
248: 4

O

11: 3
51: 6
13: 11

oat h
Ooerlin

obj ect
166: 5
236: 3

obj ection
151: 11
165: 24
187: 15

obj ecti onabl e
187: 10, 11

obj ecti ons
241: 25

obl i gat ed
11:5

Cccasional ly
234: 21

occurred
216: 19

occurs
246: 25

Cct ober
18: 23

oct opus
117: 17

offer 242:19

of fered
16: 16

offers 16:6

of ficial
33:12

of t enness
94: 6

Chio 63:1

ol dest 65: 15

one- page
191: 25
192: 6

online 30: 2,
4,7, 13
31: 8,10, 12
33:16, 19,
21 35:23
43: 18, 21

44: 2,19
45: 25

47: 4,11
48: 17 49:7
50: 14 53:6
68:7 79:17
81: 21 85:8
88:2 98:7,
22 99:1,
13, 14
100: 1

101: 7,12
102: 5
108: 3

111: 13, 24
117: 24
124: 12
127: 18
130: 12, 21
159: 7
178: 3

192: 11

open 30:13
128: 9
129: 8
157: 20, 25
158:3,6,9
163: 3
164: 1
210: 5
248:. 17
253: 2

openly
223:16

opera 66: 16,
17 67: 11

opi ni on
85: 21
129: 15, 17
140: 25
151: 13, 14
152: 7,10
221: 24

opi ni ons
141:5, 8
209: 15, 16
228: 23
242:16
253: 18

opportunity
10: 16 41:3
195: 22

oppose 84:8

opposi ng
204: 10

opposite
235:1

oral 43:8

orchestra
65: 16, 18,
23 66:6,9
71:7

orchestras
67:1 71:5,
24

order 16:23
27:11 57: 4
108: 11
113: 18
151: 9
168: 16

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: ordered..paper

231: 5
259: 2

ordered
150: 3

ordering
108: 4
113: 11
161: 4

ordi nary
46: 13
149: 9, 13

or gani zati on
23: 15

or gani zati ons
23: 4
240: 21

or gani zed
32:14,16

organi zi ng
32: 20

origin
121:18

ori gi nal
44 20, 24
45: 10
60: 21, 22
69: 17
99: 8, 13
101: 7
136: 18
161: 6

originally
19: 12

145: 12
164: 12

originals
101: 10

Cslo 249: 20
Oster 88:19

Cswald 88:18
245: 24

other's
121: 4, 10,
22

outline
48: 23

outl i ned
50: 22

outli nes
154: 6

out | ook
108: 6
113: 13

out war d-f aci ng
196: 20

58: 25
62:13

owned

owner s
65: 9

44: 13 97: 7

130: 7
200: 6
217:6
237: 16
244: 3

259: 6

pack 117:24
159: 8
192: 12

package
34: 23

packet
164: 13
199: 17
207: 23

pages 8.7

46: 13

99: 12, 18,
21, 23
100: 4
101: 17, 23
125: 11
228: 3

Pai nt er
5:18, 19
7:9 39:13
40: 8, 11,
15, 18, 21
43:1 62:1,
5 64:10
69: 25
75:1, 4, 6,
12 111:5,
12, 18
112: 4,6, 9,
12, 16, 24
113: 4
151: 11, 19
152: 1,6
155: 14, 20,

24 156: 3,6

159: 12, 16,
21 166: 22
167: 3,9,
13, 18
170:5, 8
185: 5
193: 22
210: 22
222: 6,10
256: 4
258: 11

Panama-
col onbi a

69: 12

pandem c
172: 8

panel 27:16
119: 11
147:7, 16,
21 148:4
153: 1,7, 10
179:12, 25
181: 14
188: 6, 11
191: 4
204: 16
211: 20
218: 8
226: 25
227:. 13, 20
237: 4

panel's
148: 8

96: 16

paper 28:.7
33:21 34:1

pani c

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: paper's..Peabody

38: 24 212: 19 201: 6 past 42:23
43: 16, 20 213:5 230: 12, 13 44: 6 56:16
44: 16, 20 228: 11 231: 21 74:1 85: 17
47: 8 230: 1 245: 4 86: 14
124: 19 243: 6, 7 250: 14, 16 156: 8
125115, 22 par agr aphs partial 9:19 224:16
145: 21 125- 9 o 248: 16
146: 2 ' paa'?)c'gpaig 249: 16
165: 25 paral l el s 1 9, _
166- 6 88: 13 172: 24 l“%g{ifChm
208: 18 paren 228:9 174:23 24é'16
209: 1, 4 . 178:13 2E1 8
217 25 part. 10: 6 183 10 51:
257:2. 4,5 17:4 184: 8, 22 patri archy
2£9: 22:11,13, 185: 2 57: 13, 15
' 14 23:16, 186: 14 58: 6, 8
paper's 20 25: 23 61: 11
papers 33:18 b o ' 84: 22 85:3
38: 4.7 66:5 67:25 participation 248 7
44- 11’ 15 68:1 74:8 141: 16 255 6
45 3 78:9 80:5, 228: 14 o
125 22 19 81: 121 ) Patricia
. _ particul ars 30: 12, 17,
138: 3, 11 13 92: 20 152: 22 18 31 25
140: 12 105: 22 32:3
144: 24 112: 10 partly )
162 12 136: 18 230: 15 Paul  72: 25
182: 24 140: 21 parts 62:19 73: 24
183: 5, 18 144:21 95:11 pay 21:8
186: 8, 22 122;12 igiiii 216: 1
187: 11 : : _
591 7 154: 9 145: 20 PDF 12:19
923 4 157 14 party : 13:24 14:7
' 168: 24 254: 5 189: 7
par agr aph 169: 4 255: 24 257:7, 11,
171: 13 175: 22 136: 15 Peabody 73:1
' 195: 16

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: peace..personal

peace 19:1 96:17, 21, peopl es 157: 11
pedagogy 22 98:24 93: 11 246: 23
190: 16, 25 igéfé4 per- 16:13  Perry 47: 14,
peer 36:1, 110;20 per cent ig_§85597
5,15, 17 113: 16 56:19 ) '
37:12, 23 114: 5 210: 9 person 41:14
38: 13, 18, 117: 10 249:5,6, 7 56: 13 60:1
21, 24 129: 20 251: 17 61:5
42: 8, 13, 130: 19 256: 23 65:17, 23
17, 23 132: 19 per cent age 76: 13
46: 16 53:1 145- 13 249: 1, 2 81:5,9,10
122: 11, 20, 159: 7 83: 13
23 123:1 164 11 perfect 115: 16
124: 13, 15, 168 25 10:17 144: 5
21 125: 16 169- 1 52:21 145: 12
126: ll, 19 176: 20 perfect | y 149: 10
127:9, 13 177:5 9:16 162: 3
148: 14, 16, 184: 13, 18 110: 12 172: 10
23 176: 25 189 6 155: 18 178: 15
235: 21 190: 20 156: 22 183: 19
242: 3 191: 8 246: 17,18 190: 19
256: 7 192: 11 er f or mance 196: 24, 25
258:7, 9 197 10 P 6 14 197: 4, 8
pen 166: 17 217: 25 233: 22
219: 25 per f or mance- 235: 20
people 16:14 236 6. 19 ori ented 244- 16
18: 17 239 23 1r:1 245: 20, 23
25:18 248;13 23 per f or mances 247: 8
ggfg’;l 249: 4. 10 55: 17 248: 20
47 2;5 250: 7, 22, per f or med 257:18
49 13 25 251:17 66: 18 per sonal
56:6, 11, 13 ;gg:ii per f or m ng %%5248
57: 24 : 67:10 e
58: 9, 20 2°8: 3 71: 23 o s
o7 12,23 | 6rol period = 92115 242: 20
73:6 83: 19 | 978 1241 253:10,17,

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: personally..plenary

19

personal |y
63: 6 69: 13
17:22
153: 24
175: 15
230: 24
231: 19

per spective
56: 4

pertaini ng
12: 4

Pet er sburg
15: 25
16: 18
17:11, 14
18: 15, 21
19: 9

petition
236: 13

Ph.d. 16:1,7
17:9 19: 17
248: 19

phase 49:24
224: 13

phenonenon
97:19

Phil 196:3
231:5
250: 22

Phi | adel phi a
58: 20

phi | har noni c
65: 14

66: 4, 15, 25
67:10
71:5, 23

Philip 5:3,
19 6:9 7:2
119: 15
130: 11
174: 2,4, 8
184:1, 2
191: 9
207: 6
237:18
258: 18

phone 14:25
51:8

176: 21

phr ase
198: 18

phr aseol ogy
78: 1

phrenol ogi sts
67: 22

phr enol ogy
114: 14

physi cal
189: 10

physical ly
239: 24

physi cs
94: 15, 17
pi cki ng
101: 22

pi cture
254 17

pi ece 105: 3,
4,10 106:5
116: 8
257:2,5

pieces 55:17
177: 12

Pinp 44:2
45: 6, 23

pi t ches
93: 14

120: 19
15: 3

pi vot

pl ace
25:6
145: 19
154: 15
195: 7

pl aces 41:20
214: 21

plaintiff
5: 17

Plaintiff's
7:1 117:18
130: 8
158: 24
164: 17
179:10
191: 24
205: 20
226: 23
237: 17

plan 171:16
172: 17

pl anet 57:25

93:12

96: 22

pl anned
194:12, 19,
20, 23
203: 2,18

pl anni ng
194: 15

pl at f or m
242: 22

pl ausi bl e
222:21, 23

play 65:17
66: 3

pl ayed
232: 21

66: 4
71: 6

pl ayer

pl ayi ng
192: 22

pl easure
254: 7

pl enary
24:5,8
25:12, 24
26: 17
27:5,18
29: 16
33: 18, 20,
23 34: 3, 4,
21 35: 2,
10, 25 36: 8
38: 25
39:2,9
42:7 43: 3,
8,17 79:9

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: poignant..preliminary

84: 15

122: 14, 22
137: 2

139: 16
142: 20
144: 3, 12
145: 22
146: 3, 8, 9,
18 174: 8
177: 7
187:17, 18
201:5,9, 25
224: 23
256: 9, 11,
14, 15, 19
257:12, 21,
25 258:8,9

poi gnant
246: 15

point 19:19
25:19, 23
28: 23
30: 8,11
35:24 48:.6
54:18 63:2
66: 2 81:2
122: 19
134: 6
136: 22
142: 24
156: 23
162: 20
177: 6
198: 23
213:19
214: 1
215: 6

231: 10
245: 18
253: 8

poi nti ng
83:11
156: 19
249: 23

poi nt's

147: 11
155: 6
158: 15
161: 12
162:1,5,9
165: 12
177: 16
221: 22
235: 24

pol icies
160: 5
163: 5

pol i cy
160: 10
161: 1,9
163: 13, 23
164: 3,5

political
108: 11
113:18

popul ar
246: 7

portion
29:16

portions
179: 2

position

20: 9
196: 2,12
240: 17
253: 22

posi tions
21:15
71: 23

positive
47:13 49: 4
67:17

positively
108: 19

possessi on
39: 16, 17,
24 40: 16

possi bly
67:23
149: 7

post 175:24
194: 10
198: 10
205: 3, 19,
21 209:8

post - sovi et
18: 11

post ed
204: 21
205: 2

posti ng
209: 24

posti ngs
198: 21

posts 51: 14,
16 205:11

pot enti al
95: 9
161: 13

potentially
96: 20
129: 6
188: 16

Powel |
254: 18

power 69:1
92:25 93:1
197: 25
231:19
251:18

practice
97: 24
190: 17

prai si ng
250: 23

pre- 121:9

pre- tenure
235: 7
236: 5,6

precisely
9:12

pref aced
151: 16

prefer 84.4
157: 16
187:7

preferred
183: 13, 15

prelimnary
15: 10

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: preparation..process

preparation
14: 2 40: 23

prepare
11: 22
13: 15

presence 9:9

pr esent
15:16 21:3
27: 13
57:21
86: 17
125: 3
226: 7

presentation
43: 17
120: 24
142:19
207:7
253: 18

present ati ons
201: 9

present ed
28: 15
38: 25 43: 8
49: 13
226: 24
227:12
253:12
254: 19

presenting
204: 18

presents
56: 13

presi dent
32: 4

241: 2, 10,
11

presi dents
241: 10

press 118:14
149: 22
152: 16
224: 11
225:10

Press' 154:1

pressure
193: 19
196: 19
251: 4

pressured
204: 8,9
221:6

pressures
253: 21

pr esume
145: 10
191: 7
199: 2
205: 10
221:19
231: 20
236: 20

presumnmed
188: 15

presum ng
197: 21

pretty 21:12
25:3
65: 10, 11

75: 4
116: 23
123: 6
197: 24
246: 5
247: 18

prevail ed
53: 21

prevent
143: 8
236: 17

prevent ed
143: 14

previ ous
203: 6
205: 25
219:1

191: 10
primary 97:6

pried

Priner
119: 17

principle
161: 8, 21
162: 17

principl es
160: 14

print 34:.7
35: 14, 15,
19 43:7

printed 34:2
192: 15

pri nt out
158: 25
159: 4

192: 6

prior 131:15
196: 16

priori
105: 11

private
97:1,3

privil ege
59: 15, 17

privileged
12: 24 13:3
14: 18

privil eges
55:4, 10, 21
57:6 64:19
84:21 85:3

privy 34:25
152: 24

pro- ewel |
221:6

pro-white
90: 13
107: 8

149: 11

probl emati c
212: 25
213: 2

probl ens
249: 16
251: 21

process
34: 13
42: 13 47:9

pr ob-

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: processes..provision

48: 15
58:13
120: 4
125: 21, 24
126: 3
139: 24
154: 3
157: 14
256: 13
258: 7

processes
122: 11

produce 95:.7

pr oduced
14: 6, 12
39:18
40: 22
180: 22
181: 8

producti on
224: 14
232: 13, 16

pr of essi on
160: 15

pr of essi onal
12:1 16: 4
19: 20 20: 4
23:4 31:18
52:15
151: 8, 18
152: 13
177: 21
199: 11
215: 9

pr of essor

6:14 19: 25
20: 3,19, 24
32:6,7

34: 18 44:8
47: 15 48:7
50:6 51:7
53:10

75: 22
77:12
115:5, 8,10
116: 12
118: 3

123: 25
130: 17
142: 11
144: 18
152: 12
153: 19
155: 3

159: 11, 24
164: 16, 18,
24 165: 2
180: 14
185: 12
200: 10
237: 24
248: 25
252: 19

prof essors
83:3
123: 23
142:5
147:. 7
248: 24
249: 3, 8
251: 15

pr of essorshi p

20:5 21:6

profile
254: 17

program
15: 21, 23
17: 20, 22
25: 14, 18
26: 23, 25
28:16
72: 21
74:11 76:7

progr ans
16:2,6,7
71:12
72:2,9
74: 22,23

pr ogr essi on
92: 8

progr essi ons
96: 3

pr oj ect
233: 19

prolific
98: 11

prom nent
216: 22

prom se
226: 9

pr onot ed
20: 16, 20,
23

pr onot es
160: 13

pronoti ng
92: 21

pronoti on
20: 19

promul gat ed
163: 6

pronounce
121: 12

pr onounced
22: 3
225: 14

pr oper
145: 24
146: 6, 7

properly
41: 23

propertied
58: 25

proposal
124: 19

pr opped
57: 21

prospective
203: 8

pr ot ect
207: 8

73: 12
67: 22

prove
proved

provi ded
152: 7
211:19

provi si on
62: 6

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: pseudoscientific..put

pseudosci enti f 242: 2, 23 134: 13, 18 68: 17
ic 246:11 253: 12 135: 10, 22 70: 18
oub-  150: 4 257: 22 136: 8, 13 200: 13
public 151:3 publ i cati ons 137:10, 17 pur poses
' 33:13 42: 7 139:2 9:17 39: 23
111:23 53: 16, 19 147: 21 237: 25
publ i cati on 126: 23 128;216 252: 10
34:6 36:2 129: 22 F 9
37- 13 | 153: 10, 17, pushb?Ck
28 14 rﬂ?h{?% 25 157: 22 198: 24
195. 7 134: 15 201: 10, 15, 245: 11
- 141: 13, 19 ;
- 218: 12, 13 . put c.
139: 21 220: 23 12: 19
: 220: 15 : :
141: 25 223:1 13: 24
' 221:6 - '
146: 15, 24 242: 21 31: 21 48: 3
147: 4 publ i shed 254:18 55: 14, 25
148 24 28:4 32:24 258:1,2,5 56- 20
149: 15 33:8,18,20  pypiishing 57: 18 58: 2
150: 4, 10, 34:5,8 34: 13 85: 10
12,13 35:3,10 48: 16 90: 16
151: 9, 10 36:1 43:5, 118: 7 95: 24
161: 4,5, 7 17,21 119: 7 128: 25
162: 15 45: 7,8, 19, 120: 4 138: 18
175: 20 24 47:3 125: 21 139: 13
177:3, 11 49: 19 134: 24 142: 7
181: 16 50: 13, 17 142: 3 143: 6
195: 18 53: 25 150: 4 144: 4
203: 8, 11 57: 20 152: 16 147: 8
204: 11 79:16 198: 25 155: 4
209: 12 iiéfé5 220: 19 156: 5
S 10511 16  Pulled 44:17 ;ngig
235: 17, 19 126: 15,18 45013 242: 10, 11
236: 14 127:9, 17 pur pose 247 14
240- 1 130: 11 10: 10 41:6 248 22

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: putting..quotes

257:10

putting
38: 21
86: 19
120: 20
233: 23
247: 4

Q

Qas 146: 11

qual i fy
128: 6
215: 3

qgual s
213: 17

Quartet 18:4

Queens 15:21

guestion
8:13, 21
9: 20, 22, 24
10: 4,11
11: 9, 10,
12, 15, 17
26: 16
38:10 40:9
42: 14
52:11, 22
56: 22
57:10
59:12
60: 18 62: 8
63: 16
64: 22 65:5
66: 10, 23
67:3,4

68: 3 69:18
70: 15
71:11, 14
72:4 73:17
74: 16, 20
78:13
80: 4, 15
88: 20 90:5
91: 8, 23
102: 25
103: 2,5
106: 18, 22
109: 6, 12,
13, 16
113: 6
114: 17
127: 23
132: 22, 23
135: 5, 16,
20, 24
137: 9, 15,
18 146:5
149: 6
151: 17
153: 22
155: 13, 18
156: 11
158: 2
161: 6
162: 14
163: 18
168: 11
170: 8
185: 12
190: 6
199: 23
205: 24
209: 22

210: 23, 24
211: 2, 4, 8,
10 218:5
222: 14
242: 11
247:10, 13,
21, 23, 25
248:17, 18
252: 3

254: 22
256: 6

guesti oni ng
76: 4

guesti ons
6:20 8:5,9
10: 19 12: 4
13:9 15:13
4423 54: 4
75: 24
77:18
126: 14
133: 16
143: 5,7
151: 22
166: 3
176:6,7
200: 11
205: 25
226:10, 16
227:9
231:6, 14
234: 16
243: 20
244: 8
252: 16
253: 6
254: 13, 25

258: 12,14
quick 138:6
Quinby 5:24

quot at i on
111: 22
112:1,7,14
113: 9
131: 22

quot at i ons
140: 17
165: 25
167: 25

quote 55:6
57:5
108: 2, 17,
19 110: 25
112: 21
116: 23
129: 10
131:9, 12,
15 132:5
153:1
168: 2,5, 21
171:12
179: 24
193: 18
222: 4,19

quot ed
108: 16
109: 8
110: 11
112: 21
172: 23

guot es
139: 14
165: 13

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: quoting..read

166: 14

quoti ng
108: 18
132: 25

R

R& 50: 3

rabbi t
249: 17
250: 11

race 44:6
57:14
65: 11
100: 1, 6,
10, 11, 12,
14, 19, 21,
23 101: 2,
11, 25
135: 11
246: 2, 25
247: 1, 17
248: 1
255:5

races b56:24
114: 15

Rachel
237:19
238: 2, 8,
21, 23
239: 11, 19,
24 241: 11
243: 10

racial 24:9,
17 27: 25
28: 6 33:2

157: 4

44:22 A47:5
48: 16

54: 11, 13,
17, 20, 24
55:3,9
64:7,11, 18
65: 6,7

66: 23
67:5,7,22
68: 7, 16
70: 16, 17,
22 71:18
72:7,22
74: 16
77:19, 21,
25 78:7,
11, 13,17
79:5, 19
80: 1 88: 4,
9 90: 2, 10,
18 107:9
127: 15
130: 10
131: 2, 18
132: 10
133: 10
168: 3, 24
169: 11, 23
245: 10, 13
246: 8
247:9

249: 15, 16
251: 19

raci ali zed
56:3 57:2

racially
92: 22

racism 77:11
84: 3 85:17
135: 11
164: 19
165: 3
243: 3, 11,
13 246: 8
249: 24

raci st

76: 17, 20,
21 77:16
83:18, 21
85: 16
134: 24, 25
135: 3, 6,
10, 11, 15,
17, 19, 23,
25 136:3
208: 21
209: 6, 25
213: 2,21
222:18
246: 12, 21,
23 251:1

raci st,'
168: 9

Radi cal
62: 21 63:1

95:13

raise 154:14
164: 2, 4
176: 2,9, 13
187: 15

rai sed
158: 15
164: 1

ragas

221: 22

raises 21:8

rai sing
163: 22

ran 115:19

rank 21:4
197: 19

rare 83:13

rarely
205: 11

Rasse 100: 10
Raz 233:22

re-notice
7:2,15
8: 15, 19

reach
145: 11, 15
157: 13
235:13
242: 3

reached
175: 15, 19
177:9
252: 13

read 36:8
55:16 99:5
106: 15
110: 5
113: 21
119: 18
121: 4, 10,
22 131:9
132: 20
133: 1

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/20241ndex: reading..r econstruction

13 140: 8,
12 141:1,
14 147: 6,
9, 13, 16
148: 7
152: 25
157: 12
161: 15, 22
165: 6
166:1, 8,9
168: 19
169: 6
171: 16, 18
172: 16, 24
173:1, 11,
13 174: 16
175: 11
177: 10
179: 1
181: 25
185: 20
194: 13
198: 15
201: 11
203: 12

206: 13
207: 14
208: 23
211: 3,6
216: 25
217:18
219: 22
220: 16
221: 21
224: 25
226: 1

139:1,5, 7,

205:1, 3,11

230: 17
232:18
2427
257: 3,12,
21

r eadi ng
78: 10
101:5,6
194:. 7,10
205: 13
206: 2
225: 24
252: 24

realize
57: 15

realizing
56: 21

reason
42: 10, 15,
19 73: 14
80: 9, 19
89: 6
99: 20, 22
102: 22
125: 20
141: 17
149: 6
165: 20
171: 4
178: 11, 14,
18 186: 7
197: 8
226: 3
231: 18
235: 3
236: 2
245: 16

56: 4

253:10, 14

reasonabl e
101: 5
156: 22
221:18
223: 12

rebuttal s
171: 16
172: 16

rec- 163:8

recal |
37:16, 19,
22 38:18
101: 13, 15
115: 15
120: 6, 22
122:5, 22
126: 3, 8, 12
127: 12
135: 8
136: 20
148: 2
163: 10
164: 4
165: 23
172: 2,9
191: 13
204: 23
214: 17, 22
215: 7,11
218:1
242:5

receive
182: 20
183: 9
184: 6

recei ved
8:12 16:17
25: 9,11
30:1 46: 22
84:16
144: 24
182: 17
184: 7, 11,
14, 21
185: 2
186: 11

recess 26:8
75: 17

114: 24
130: 6
200: 5

237: 15

244 2

recogni ze
8: 14
182: 11
238: 4

recol | -
159: 16

recol | ection
37:11
113: 20
125: 17
158: 5
188: 2, 20
194: 4
236: 15
240: 25

reconmmendati on
49: 16

reconstruction

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: record..remember

62: 24

record
11, 18
11: 21 12:9
13:8 16: 9
21: 21
26:3,7,11
35:12
36: 14
39: 6, 15,
20,22 40:7
41:2 49:12
63: 3 75:7,
11, 20 87:5
91: 2, 13,
17, 25
104: 11
111: 2
112: 19
114: 20, 23
115: 2, 13,
25 117:5,
9,22 125:6
130: 3, 5,
15, 18, 23
131: 10
133: 1
134: 5
145: 5
147: 20
155:5, 13
156: 5
159: 4
164: 9, 13
165: 1
167: 8, 16
178: 23
179: 8

9: 2,

180: 23
181:12, 20
182: 13
191: 20
198: 16
200: 2,4, 8
205: 18
226: 20
237:12, 14,
22, 25
239:5
241: 14
243: 22
244:1,5, 17
255:18
258: 24

recorded
165: 22

recordi ng
257:1

records
38:7,13
39:16, 17
41: 22, 23
42: 23
204: 15

recoupl e
132: 17

recoupling
133: 5

REDI RECT
254:10

refer 46:.7
72: 24, 25
105: 4
199: 16

ref erence
163: 23

referenced
209: 11

referred
21: 22
118: 9

referred-to
211:5

referring
24: 2 60: 4,
15 111:7
118: 25
119: 12
121: 11, 24
155: 21, 25
171: 20
181:1
194: 18
196: 23
208: 18, 25
239: 7

reflect 12:9

r ef or med
85: 8
Ref ram ng
25:16

refuse 70:13

regard 104: 4
107: 23
213: 6

regi ona
23:. 22

regret 230:8

regrets
232:19

regul ar
233:12, 14

rel ate
247: 15

rel ated
42: 17
106: 13, 16
161: 14
169: 23
228: 25

rel ati onship
103: 22
104: 1
107: 10
110: 18
114: 2,12
136:7, 21
245: 1

rel ati onshi ps
200: 15

rel axati on
50: 4

rel evant
12: 17 48:7

165: 10
relied 107:2

relying
101: 7,9

remar kabl e
224: 24

renenber
24: 19

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: remembered..residing

25:19

26: 25
36:12

42: 4,6
44: 6 46: 24
64: 22
115: 16
122: 10
123: 11
138: 16
147: 19, 25
148: 20
159: 17
163: 5, 8, 22
165: 15
187: 12
188: 7
189: 11, 21
191: 16
192: 18
204: 20
206: 2
214: 11
218: 7, 14,
16 238:6

renmenber ed
120: 1
235: 24

remenbers
112: 20

rem nd

renot e
130: 19
215: 4

remotely
244 16

178: 4

remove 30: 20

renoved
30: 6,8

Renaldo 6:5
repeat 38:10
42:14 49: 3
55:8 69: 17
77:14
78:12
103: 13
222: 14

repeat edl y
184: 23

repertoire
55: 18, 23,
24

rephr ase
61:21 83:7
91: 23
135: 20

replication
43: 13

replied
153: 6

reply 153:6

repl yi ng
189: 17

report
147: 17
148: 8
153:1, 7,
10, 16
174: 15
218: 8

231: 24

reporter
5:9, 13
6:25 7:8
9:1 26:1
46: 4 63:10
117: 6, 8,
14, 17
177: 24
191: 21
192: 3
211: 6
259: 4

reports
174:. 17

repository
98: 22, 23

represent
7:15 96: 19
165: 1
179: 21
224: 8

representative
100: 4

repr esent ed
92: 14
2277

representing
229: 17
237:3

represents
107: 7
183: 25

repr oduce
257: 7

Republ i can
62: 21 63:2

republication
258: 8

republ i sh
256: 16

republ i shed
256: 15

reputation
41:16

request
38:17 39: 6
247: 23

request ed
12: 12, 18
38: 16

requests
46: 5 63:11
177: 25
217:16

requires
10: 5

reread
110: 23
112: 25
113: 9
201: 20

research
43: 16

reserve
255: 25

resi di ng
6: 10

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: respect..reviewing

respect
12: 11
104: 1
161: 12
162: 4, 8
175: 23
234: 18

respond
139: 9
143: 24
144: 15
154: 11
162: 11
184: 15, 18

responded
143: 7
154: 5
176: 4
184: 19
231: 13
255: 13

r espondent
145: 8
225: 22

respondi ng
36: 12
37:19
46: 24
144: 6
145: 13
162: 3
176: 20

response
8:18 14: 6,
13 32:12
43: 25

44: 20, 25
153: 9, 17
162: 3
174:7
175: 25
192: 25
194: 11
195: 23, 25
217: 4,9, 12
225: 24
230: 10
254: 24
255:16

responses
137: 2
139: 13, 14,
15 140: 8
141: 1
143: 6
144: 4,7, 11
176: 6
183: 21
198: 12
203: 10
216: 21
220: 12, 15,
19, 22
221: 19
229: 1
230: 10
231: 3, 8

responsibility
207: 8

responsi bl e
58: 8,11
178: 12, 19
216: 21

responsi ve
39:5, 25
40: 9, 13

rest 50:4
97:19

resubmt
49: 10
50: 3, 20, 25
53:4 80:17
82:2

resul t
198: 12
251: 14, 19

resul ted
27: 17

retired 51:4
53: 10 78: 2

retrievabl e
190: 2

retrospect
230: 3, 8

return 17:10

63: 19

returning
65: 5

review 36:2,
5,15, 17,
24, 25
37:4,12, 15
38: 13, 18,
21, 24
41: 4,18
42: 13, 17
122: 21

123: 2

124: 21
126: 3, 11,
19 127: 2,3
148: 14, 16,
23 159: 23
183: 2
208: 6

226: 24
227:12, 19
235: 21
242: 3
256: 7
258: 7

revi ewed
42: 8
46: 16, 22
53:1
122: 11, 23
124: 13, 24
125: 16
127: 9, 13
176: 25
258: 9

revi ewer

123: 6,7

revi ewer's

37:17, 20

revi ewers
36: 12
37:1,8
46: 18

revi ewers
46: 22, 25

revi ewi ng
192:5

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: reviews..Schenker's

revi ews
37:23
42: 23
47:12 49:4
80: 16
124: 16

revise 49:10
50: 20, 25
53:4 80: 17
82:2 83:25

revi se- and-
resubm t

49: 16

revised 50:2

revision
80: 16

revisions
49:5, 18
50: 9, 16, 24
54:1 80:17

rew ot e
45: 16

Rezvoi 234:5

96: 19

Richard 5:18
7:5 156: 10
166: 21
177: 12
179: 7
221:1

Ri chnmond
228: 5,6
230: 7

rid 85:5

rich

97:3

R emann
97:15 98:2

ri ght - hand
192: 14

ri gorous
255: 15

road 9:12

16: 3

role 63:22,
25 180: 2
187: 20
190: 9
229: 14
232: 20, 22

room 8:4

rooted 54:22

58: 4

roughly
22:18
56: 10
68: 23
92: 14,18
144: 3
194: 21
249: 6

routine 73:5

rubric
174: 10

rul ebook
59:1, 8

rules 9:12
51: 14, 23,
25 52: 7,13

53: 23
58: 17
81: 24
160: 7
176: 20

runni ng
100: 19

Russia 15:24
18: 7,8
36: 24

Russi an
18: 16
116: 16
119: 11, 16
120: 8
121: 16, 17
195: 2
234:1,5

Russi ani st
77:7 195: 3
232: 3

S

125: 5
88: 18

sake
Sal zer

Sanford
65: 20

98: 15
253: 7
105: 20
139: 14

scenes 58:14
80:7 96:17

Sat z
save
scal e

scare

152: 23

Schenker
86: 25
87:2,4,7,
23 88:3
90: 2, 6, 9,
16 97:5, 18
98: 3, 7, 13,
21 99: 14,
25 101: 6,
12, 25
102: 4
104: 2,6
105: 13
106: 22
108: 5, 14
113: 12
131: 17
132: 9
133: 13
143: 25
144: 2, 3
208: 18
212: 24
245: 9, 13,
17,18, 19
246: 1, 6, 11
247: 3,7
251: 22

Schenker's
99:4, 13
101: 12
102: 7, 13,
17 106: 18
107: 3, 20
114: 2, 13
131: 18

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: Schenkerian..sense

132: 10, 17
133: 11
212: 20
245: 2
251: 20

Schenkeri an
133: 20, 25
134:7, 16,
23 135: 9,
19 136:7
137: 11
140: 3
141: 13, 18
142: 2
143: 10
146: 16
147: 3
148: 4
149: 4, 17,
21 150: 6
152: 16
154:1, 17,
21 157: 23
158: 13
162: 7, 16,
23 163: 4,
24 171: 22
173: 8, 9,
10, 17, 19
175: 11
178: 7
180: 2
182: 23
183: 10, 22
184: 23
185: 3,7
188: 16
189: 3

190: 12, 22
191: 14
193: 4
195: 18
198: 4
199: 6
207:9
209: 12
210: 6, 20
211: 11
213: 4
227: 15
231: 21
233: 20
2421

Schenkeri ans
216: 22
217: 14

Schi cht e
104: 22

schol ar
108: 15
128: 7
129: 18

schol ars
65:11
78: 23
88: 21
160: 21
247: 17
248: 2

schol arshi p
78: 24
110: 13
161: 13
196: 20

234: 10
246: 2

school 22:22
67:13 77:3
82: 23
111:12
199: 12
232: 15
252: 13

schools 76:2

sci ence

89:11

scope 28:25

29: 7

Scots 58:22

script
257: 15

scripted
257: 20

scrutiny
183: 20
186: 19

search 38: 6,
12 168:13
214: 14

sear ched
102: 1,4
214: 12

Seashore
73: 9

seat 252:7

Sebasti an
92: 12

section
131:5
234: 4

Seegal
177: 13

Segal
116: 12
120: 20
121: 21
125: 23

Segall's
123: 17

segregation
246: 8

segregati oni sm
251:19

select 58:2

sel ect ed
25:12
26: 16

sel ecting
27:16
58:9,12

sel ection
58: 13

sel ective
179: 2

sendi ng
30: 21
238: 6

sense 29:2,9
52:19
55: 22
90: 11

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Index: sentence..single

125:1, 15
127: 16
154: 2
157: 13
161: 25
162: 18, 19
177:8
245: 12

sent ence
132: 3, 16
193: 12
194: 6
201: 3
203: 7
207:5
208: 16
228:17, 21
231:1

sent ences
194: 5

separate
34: 3 47: 2

Separately
142: 17

Sept enber
5:6

sequentially
29: 21

series
119: 12
180: 23

servi ce

66: 4

serving
123: 19

sessi on
25: 15, 24
27.6
29: 16, 23
30:12
31: 23 43: 3
84: 15
116: 15
122: 6
144: 3
187: 17, 19
201:5

sessi ons

42: 8
set 258:4
127:5

settings
73: 22

sevens
223: 22

seventi es
252: 20

sever ed
132: 17
133: 6

sexi st

shift

sets

251:1
96: 11

short 29:1
63: 14
75: 23
91:10
116: 10
126: 20
247: 10

shortly
147: 18

show 251:6

showed
210: 13

showmn 28: 11
47: 23
231: 23

shows 112:19
Shut 66:19

sic 57:18
133: 19
201: 21
242: 22

side 8:24
99:7,8,9

sided 82:24
128: 5

signatories
158: 9, 10
210: 8

si gned
202: 10
218: 23
236: 19, 25

signi ficant
100: 7
101: 18, 20,
21 193:19
234:6,9

si gni ng
236:18

sil ence

sign

198: 13, 19
199: 3,4
225: 5

si | ent
117: 15

silly 252:3
simlar
83:4,6

169: 9
247: 14

sinple 96:11
102: 22
105: 18
151: 25
168: 13

si npl er
222: 2

si npl est
222:16

sinmply 10:15
14: 24 15:2
66: 2
107: 18
143: 5
151: 14
157: 14
176: 5
181: 15
230: 10
250: 11

sincerely
198: 13
242: 23

single 36:23
209: 18, 19

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024ndex: singly-anonymous..solely

si ngl y-
anonynous

36: 25

singly-blind
36: 18

191: 22

sit 42:3
148: 22
204: 25

situation
149: 12
193: 10
248: 22

ski mred
207: 1

100: 22

skip 161:11
171:8
194: 5
202: 1
207: 2
216:12
217: 3
223: 20
224: 16
228: 3
229:19

sl aught er ed
246: 24

slave 60: 20
62: 13 65:9
69: 1

sl aves

sir

skin

59:1

slide 256:19

sl i des
142: 19, 24

slightly
85:18
97: 16
205: 14
212: 24
255: 3

28: 17

Sl ott ow
142: 9, 18
144: 18
188: 10
202: 15
220: 2
231: 24

229: 24

small  116: 10
198: 6
249: 17

sSMr 24:1, 25
27:8 28:19
30: 16
81:17
84: 15
119: 11, 25
138: 17, 20,
24 142: 20
144: 24
158: 20
159: 8
160: 10
161: 9
162: 21
163: 3, 12,
22 183:5

s| ot

snmack

186: 2
201: 5
207: 6
208: 18
209: 1, 18
222: 17
224: 23
236: 20

SMT- ANNOUNCE
186: 9

Smt - announce@
soci etymnusi ct h
eory. org.

182: 10

Snyder
252: 17

so-cal |l ed
56: 15
105: 3
153: 6
193: 15
204: 16
211: 20
218: 7
227: 12
237:. 4

social 22:23
128: 11
141: 2, 4
222: 3,17
230: 14

soci eties
23.4 29:2
52:12, 15
160: 4

soci ety
23: 5,6, 12,
13, 16, 20,
22,24
24: 2,5
25:9 26:18
29: 4,7
30: 19, 25
31:15 32:5
33:8 34:6
35:2 39:1,
9 42:11,
16, 22
51:24 52:6
53: 20 56:7
66: 13
115:18
124: 19
138: 24
157: 21
158: 7,17,
25 159:5
160: 4, 11
186: 3
210: 4,7
250: 17

soci ol ogi cal
54:18

soci ol ogi st
54:14 78:3

soci ol ogi sts
248: 1

sole 181:4
224: 21

solely
178: 12

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: solicit..standards

227:.13 spans 125:11 specifically spoke 43:13
solicit speak 11:10 385 20 5?’: 7 1095 25
122: 1 91:20 99:3 2723 59113 1442
216: 21 154: 10 74:6 172:9
wiis oaee  dmi e
solicitation 234: 20 195: 17’ '
) 236:7, 8 : spoken
250- 8 240: 14 247'12 163: 13
Sonal i : : )
speaker 23514
son 172:14 216" 1 Spect rum 236: 3
sort 202:4 speaker s gg iiSi%A' 244:18
: : . ' spread 213:2
225:4 27:16 36:1 37:13 "
sorts 175:25 speaki ng 38: 13 spring 32:1
sought 25:19 57:9 41:18 42:8 st 15:25
214: 3,6 257: 15, 17 43:5 81:19 16: 18
sound 93: 16, spearheading 122: 17 17:11,14
_ 126: 16 18: 15, 21
17, 18, 21 233: 25 _
) 127: 22 19: 9
169:21 speci al 201: 10, 15
209: 3 16 23 ’ ! staff
: : 24 203:8 _
217: 20 137 9 178: 16, 20
soundi ng 204: 13 spfzgl.agl ng stanp 192:13
95:5 224:9, 10 't st ances
sounds 18:17 specialty spg;EJ7a ZISS 6 108: 9
53:3 58:12 89: 9 ' ' 113: 16
73:15 specific Spgg??_l 61:16 stand 70: 14
?;élg 71: 19 - 148: 8
: 75:24 76:9 spell 111:1
169: 21 83 18 st andard
220: 18 Loe:1r t 249:18 146:22
: : spen : -
128: 19 > 149: 1, 14
source 156: 7 Spicer 14:23 153: 15
108: 15 1835 19 spills 176: 19
Sovi et gjg;;j 202: 12 199: 10
18: 10, 17 253; - 219: 7 st andar ds

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: stands..struck

183: 14, 24

stands 46: 21
193: 4

241: 13

St anford
15: 17

start 17:12
71:2,8
155: 3
187: 24
247: 2

start- 224:2

started 9:7
96: 23
119: 20

221: 11

starting
15: 15
17: 13
172:9

state 10:15
16:9 23:14
47: 15
85: 25
87: 15
129: 11
135: 12
151: 5, 8,
21, 24
161: 19
209: 22

st at ed
230: 25

st at ement
10: 7 52:8

97:4 98:5
109: 19
110: 16, 17
112: 25
114: 1
158: 20, 22
159: 9
184: 21
201: 19, 22

stat enent s
63: 17

states 16:15
19: 6 29:8
55:1 56:23
57:21, 22
58:4,9
61: 14
62:19 64:3
66: 2, 24
69: 2, 4, 6,
10 70: 18,
23 72:22
78:18 79:6
81: 13
83:13 89:3
90: 4 96:8
106: 24
107: 21
150: 25
168: 12, 17
170: 21
171: 2,3
219: 1
245: 3,7
246: 16
248: 8
249: 13

250: 23
251: 10

stations
169: 19

statistic
251: 12

status 82:2

st eady
108: 10
113: 17

Steffy 66:6
step 183:16

St ephen
142:9, 17
188: 10
202: 15

221: 3
steps 67:17

St even
231: 24

28: 20
208: 19

stop 94:12
121: 9
150: 13
152: 16
174: 3,9

st opped
150: 10, 11

story 247:.5
6: 5,

sticks

stir

St ower s
6

strains
107: 6

strange
138: 8
140: 18, 22
141: 9, 22
184: 2

strangel y
43: 25

St raus
26: 22
28:12 35:8

street 6:10
115: 20

strict 108:3
113: 10

strike
125: 19
158: 1
232:10
254: 23

strikes
208: 22

string
228: 24
229:1

strong
103: 14

strongly
160: 4

struck
140: 21
141: 21

25: 21

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: struct-..subpoena

struct -
105: 2

structura
105: 17
169: 4
170: 2,11
243: 3
251:7, 8

structure
61:8
105: 2, 18
106: 4
232: 21

structures
69: 14
104: 25
106: 12
170: 25

struggl es
83:4,6

st udent
67:19 73:1
74: 12,13
185: 23
188:1, 2,8
189: 1
190: 11
196: 14, 15,
18 197: 13,
22 206: 20
213: 10
238: 9
240: 17, 19,
20, 24
241: 1,12

student s

16: 24
55:18

56: 17
71:10, 12
72:16

74: 21
76:5, 23
88: 15 90: 3
188: 13, 15
196: 13
240: 12, 15,
21 241:23
252: 14

st udi ed
18: 2, 3
86: 24

st udi es
133: 20, 25
134: 7, 16,
23 135: 9,
19 136:8
137: 11
140: 3
141: 13, 18
142: 2
143: 10
146: 16
147: 4
148: 5
149: 4, 17,
21 150: 6
152: 17
154:1, 17,
21 157:23
158: 13
162: 8, 16,
23 163: 4,

24 171: 22
173: 8, 9,
10, 17, 19,
20 175: 11
178: 7
180: 2
182: 23
183: 10, 22
184: 23
185: 3, 8
188: 16
189: 4
190: 12, 22
191: 15
193: 5
195: 18
198: 4
199: 6
209: 12
210: 6, 20
211: 11
227: 15
231: 22
233: 21
242: 1
246: 2

studio 45:4

study 15:24
17: 18, 21
18: 7, 14
55:16
56: 20
57:14
72:13, 20
73: 1

stuff 18:2
89: 22

141: 11
138: 9

subcont i nent
95: 14

subframe
90: 13
107: 8

subheadi ng
228: 8

subj ect
161: 14
231: 2

subj ect ed
125: 23
126: 11, 18

subm ssi on
141: 20
220: 5

subm ssi ons
141: 21

27:15

sub-

subm t
138: 9
177: 10

subm tted
14:1 36:7
47:10
121: 3
179: 11, 24

subor di nat e
106: 4

subpoena
8:11, 14, 19
12: 4,16
14: 6, 13, 21

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: subscribe..symposium

15:2 38:16 suggestion supports surmse 82:5
39: 25 134: 22 61: 18 84: 10, 11,
subscri be 174:2 suppose 12,14
184: 12 suggesti ons 127: 10 surprise
subscri ber 229: 7 2255 23 122: 23
138: 19 sui ci de 34211 ;g sur pri sed
subsect i on 87:17 ' 51: 21, 22
131: 8 sum 168:15  Supposed 136: 19
. 227: 14
subst ance 214: 22 Suzannah
13:5 54: 4 sunmari ze supposedl y 220: 25
. 199: 5 :
subst ant i ve 49: .17 | swear 5:13
191: 17 ;ji . SUPTESSING swirling
202 | 162: 15 444
229: 7 su5m7rar1y7 . _ sworn 6:11
: : suppr essi on
substituted 161- 18 synphony
183: 19 sunnmer 17: 15 65 15
: 32:2 supr enaci st '
succi nct | .
PO 249: 18 61:7 65:12 Synposia
244: 25 187- 8
.« sup- 61:24 66: 11 '
sudden 223:6 P . 170: 25 synposi um
suf feri ng super|.or 248: 16 45: 23
10: 24 106: 9 251: 8 137: 2, 10,
suggest superi.ori ty 257:19 17, ?2
41 10 170: 13 Supr emacy 139: 2,10
175: 14 support 54: 23 140: 9, 11,
209: 7 36: 22 57: 16, 22 iii?% ”
59: 15, 21 58: 6, 8 L 14,
t ed » s !
P r b 23 61: 25 59: 19, 22, 19, 25
25: 22 24 25 142 3
26: 22 support ed ’ 143 10
28: 16 177: 6 61:11,19 1aa. 11 23
' supporting 68:8, 17 145: 14
suggesting 60: 19 70: 19 146: 2, 3, 15
78: _16 supportive 110: 19 1475 4
108: 21 177 16 248" 6 150: 5
227:5 151: 10

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: symposiums..ten

153: 25
154: 7,12
157: 22
175:11
177: 6
178: 7
181: 16
204: 13
224: 10

Synposi umns
144: 8

synonym
100: 18

system 6:4,7
90: 11
92: 24
104: 12
107:1, 19
249: 9
257:19

syst ens
95:12, 14

T

102: 3

table 28:5
93: 23
119: 3, 15
191: 1
197: 11
252:7, 8,10

takes 168:12
224: 21

taking 11:3
143: 23

t-o0-n

165: 23

talk 24:5,
8,20 25:09,
13 26: 17
27:18, 21
29:12, 13,
25 30: 10,
21 31:2,8
32: 23
33:20 34:7
35: 25
43: 3, 17
63:15 79:9
86:23 96:1
115:5
129: 4
137: 2
142: 20
145: 13, 22
146: 3, 18
154: 16
174: 8
177:7
187: 20
190: 21, 24
191: 8
199: 14
200: 14
201: 6, 25
207: 11
209: 10
212: 3,8
213: 6, 10,
13, 18
215: 4,5,
12, 18, 21
216: 6,7
227:19

228: 24
229: 13
238:17,18
239: 14, 16,
20 244: 21
249: 19
250: 22
253: 20, 24
256: 9, 11,
14, 15, 25
257: 3, 16,
21, 23
258: 4

tal ked 38:22

54: 17
122: 14
126: 16, 17
148: 14
191: 2
248: 23

talking 43:4

64: 4, 13, 16
69: 14

75: 23

79: 22
94: 4, 14
98:1 100: 6
111:10
119: 7, 24
122: 20
158: 21
168: 2, 10
199: 2
203: 6
216: 4

220: 25
226:13

talks 27:3
29: 18
33:18
34: 4,21
35: 2,10
122: 22
201: 9
239: 14
249: 19
257:8, 25
258: 8,9

257:1
93: 22

targeted
24410

taught 70: 23
78:18 79:5

71: 13

t ape

t aps

t each
72:3

t eachi ng
22:7,9
120: 12

team 49:8
128: 24

t echni cal
26: 4, 14
Ted 129:4
teeth 242:11

telling
109: 24
225: 3

tells 56:17
ten 55:24

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: ten-minute..theorists

92:3 139: 9
169: 19

ten-m nute
176: 21

Tennessee
19: 22

tenure
11, 18
80: 21 81:3
82:8,12
83:1,5,9,
20 84:8
123: 23
124: 8, 10
197: 25
235:10
236: 17
251:18

t enur ed
20: 20 66: 6
124: 5
197: 24
198: 1

Ter ence
66: 19

term 69:5,
6,7 70:5
84:5 89:7
93:4,5
214: 14
243: 15

term na
23: 2

ternms 21:4,9
31:5 54:10

20: 1,

72: 25

80: 13 91:3
100: 6

104: 10
198: 5
234: 7

testified
6:12 43:15
111: 15
138: 22
152: 5
160: 3
169: 9
182: 19
183: 8
197: 12
206: 20
230: 19
243: 15
254: 24

testify
156: 1

testifying
155: 2
223:10

testi nony
8.18
118: 25
145: 2
189: 24
197:. 17
255: 2
256: 12

Texas 6:4,7
76: 7, 24
77:2 78:3

10: 1

115: 6
116: 10
118: 14
120: 13
142: 6, 14
147: 22
149: 22
151: 3,5
152: 15
153: 1, 25
161: 20
162: 25
179: 14
180: 1
181: 8
187: 21
188: 25
191:5
194: 16
195: 13
196: 15
199: 10
233: 21

Texas'
153: 13

Texas-austin
34:19
53: 11

text 99:8
211:5
256: 20
2577

t ext book
85: 22
86:1, 7,18,
21

t ext books
86: 14

Thad 5:15

t hen- presi dent
30: 19

t heoreti cal
107: 4
213: 1, 20

Theori a
116: 9
117: 19, 25
118: 10, 12
119: 8
120: 5
125: 13, 16
128: 2

t heori es
90: 16 98:2
102: 16
103: 15
106: 18
107: 20
114: 13, 15

t heori st
73:9 87:10
234: 2, 3, 4,
5

t heorists
55: 15, 25
56: 16, 20
58:10
88: 25 89:7
96:1 97:6,
13 98: 4
158: 8
182: 15

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: theorized..things

246: 3

t heori zed
57: 25

theory 17:9
19: 17, 25
23: 5, 13,
16, 21, 24,
25 24: 2,5,
9 25:10, 16
26: 18
27:24 29:7
30: 19, 25
31:15
32:5,7
33:1, 9, 16,
19, 21
34:5,6, 18
35:2,10
36:16 39:1
42:11, 16,
22 43: 18,
21 44: 2,5,
8,21 45: 25
47: 4,11, 15
48:16, 17
49:1,7
50: 14
51: 6, 24
53: 6, 10, 20
54:12, 19,
21, 25
55:10, 12,
13, 15
56: 2,18
57: 3, 20
63: 19, 22,
25 64:7,12

65:
66:
67:
68:
11,
70:
71:
72:
23

76:
77:
21

18

80:
85:
15,
23

11,
18,
88:
12

91:
95:
96:
97:

6, 8

14
4,13
1,7,9,
16

18, 22
13, 17
2,8, 20,
75: 25
7

13, 19,
78: 14,
79:5,17
1 81:21
8,9, 13,
17, 19,
86:1,9,
14, 17,
21
2,4,9,
90: 12
4 92:6
2,3
57,19
2

102: 13, 19
103: 7, 24
104: 7,9, 12
105: 21, 23
106: 2, 3
107: 2, 3, 11
108: 2, 7
110: 19
111: 13
113: 14
114: 2, 4, 13
115: 18
116: 13, 17

119: 11, 17
120: 8
122: 17, 22
124: 12, 20
127: 15, 18
130: 9, 12,
21 131:1
138: 24
142: 12
146: 11
157: 21
158: 7,17,
25 159: 6
160: 5, 11
161: 14
164: 20
165: 3
168: 3, 9, 23
169: 3, 11
170: 20
178: 2
186: 3
190: 25
195: 3
201: 10, 24
210: 4,7
229: 3
233: 24
234:1
241: 15
245: 2, 6
246: 19
247: 19
248: 2, 10,
19 250: 15
251: 9, 18,
22 252:11
255: 5

theory's
24: 17 28:6
39:10
92: 20
107:9
169: 23
245: 13
247: 8
252:1

t hesi s
248: 3,5

thick 199:17
233: 23

68: 24

thing 6:15
34:3 44: 19
52:4 59:5
119: 24
136: 19, 23
166: 9
176: 17
182: 9
184: 2
187: 3
207: 20
210: 19
230: 25
239: 12
246: 4
247: 24

things 9:14
44: 4 49: 3
51:19
60: 11
63: 15
68: 13

thin

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: thinking..timeline

81: 15

98: 20
107: 6
140: 23
146: 14
147: 2
148: 7, 15,
19 155:1
169: 15
176: 15
189: 20
195: 20
200: 11, 13,
15 202: 23
207: 18
223: 13
227: 7
235: 25
237: 2
238: 17
242: 13
247: 4, 15
248: 21
250: 19, 20
253: 25

t hi nki ng
96: 6, 24
255: 12

Thomas
233: 21
234: 2

t hought
28: 14
51:20 52:3
102: 21
134: 2
136: 11

140: 18
141: 17
146: 14
150: 23
183: 14, 16
189: 1
190: 11, 13
196: 13, 17
197: 13
207: 11
227:15
240: 16

t hought -
pr ovoki ng

252: 22

t hought f ul
252: 23

t hought s
220: 5

t housands
99: 21, 23
100: 3
184: 13, 17
246: 23, 24

t hr eat ened
235: 9

t hr ee-
125: 2,7

three-fifths
60:1, 2,21

t hr ee- week
138: 8

t hr own
145: 20

tied 57:15

Tim 202:19
203: 25

time 5:7
6:17 7:23,
24 9: 25
13: 12 16:1
17:4 25:6
26: 7,11
29: 20 31:8
32:5 33:6
34: 15
47: 11, 14
48: 18
50: 11, 15
51:3 54:6
60: 7 62: 14
68: 18
73: 16
75: 15, 20
80: 22
114: 23
115: 2, 15
116: 2
120: 9, 13
124:1, 8
130: 5, 15
134: 22
135: 3, 9, 22
136: 8, 10
137: 4, 23
138: 23
139: 19, 20
140: 8, 11
156: 7
157: 11
159: 20

163: 13, 18,
23 164: 25
169: 1
172: 21
174: 16, 19
175: 4,8
176: 13
184: 24
188: 25
190: 15, 19
192: 25
194: 16, 17
196: 2
197: 21
200: 4, 8
206: 3, 14,
16 207: 16
214: 2
217: 2
218: 4
222: 25
224: 9
230: 23
235: 8, 16
236: 4
237: 14, 22
239: 23
240: 16
244: 1,5
249: 18
253: 7
254: 6
257: 6
258:19, 21

timefranme
230: 20

timeline

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: timely..translated

175: 18
221: 9

tinmely
230: 12

times 33:23
102: 6
213: 23
254: 17

Tinothy 5:4,
16 32: 11,
17 76:10
104: 3
115:7
134: 20
136: 6, 17
137: 6
142: 15
153: 5
158: 14
178:12, 18
179: 12, 24
180: 1
181: 14
188: 9
202: 11, 14,
16 203: 17
207:7
208: 3, 17
216: 14, 17
217: 24
218: 11
219: 20
227: 14
231: 24
236: 9, 11,
13 237:5
240: 5

254: 14, 16,
20 255:7,
13

title 24:8
28:1 79: 20
119: 10
165: 2
231: 2

titled
33:1 131:1
164: 18

titles

today 8:18
9:18 10: 20
11: 23 42: 3
68: 14
73: 16
74: 14, 22
86:9 92:19
93: 9
138: 22
145: 2
148: 22
155: 2
165: 11
169: 9
171: 25
183: 9
189: 25
204: 25
230: 19
243: 16
247: 24
251: 25
254: 1

today's b5:6

27:19

21: 10

247: 8

told 34:24
67: 20, 23
143: 2
173: 3
191: 8
201: 6,7

t onor r ow
217: 15,16

102: 3

tonal 90: 14,
24 91:7
92:1, 4, 10,
14, 22 93:8
97.6
102: 19
103: 24
105: 2
107: 19
110: 19

tonalities
95: 18

tonality
92: 23
95: 9, 22, 25
96:7 104:9

tone 102:1,
2,3,5
106: 9

tones 95:9
104: 7
106: 3
107: 11
108: 4
113: 11

ton

114: 3, 13
133: 11

tonic 105:19

top 218:4,
21 241: 16,
17 248:11

topic 78:8
128: 14
132: 16

tortoise
100: 13

29:19
34: 20
163: 7

traditional
44: 14

traditions
96: 20

transcri bed
98: 23

transcri pt
259:1

transition
86: 23
115: 4

transitioned
64: 16, 24

transitioning
18: 10

transl at ed
98: 24
234: 6

t ot al
t ouch

t ough

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: trandation..uh-huh

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

transl ation
99: 8 101:8

transl ati ons
99:5 101:9

travel 59:6

travel ed
106: 23

treat ed
157: 9, 10

92: 7
135: 13

troubling
212: 21

true 57:23
98:5 108:1
149: 25
150: 18
152: 14
181: 19
186: 25
210: 3
213: 23
223:11, 13
233: 4
255: 21, 23

t runpet er
66: 20

11: 6

truthfully
10: 19

Turkey 95:14

Tur ki sh
95: 16

tri ads

trip

truth

turn 38:9
52:25 54: 3
72: 17
131: 4
133:18
244: 7

t ur nar ound
138: 6,9

turni ng
120: 24

turns 119: 24

turtle
100: 13

tweet s
171: 15

twenty 65:22

Twent y-two
153: 20

58: 5

Twitter
140: 13, 14,
16 171: 21
172: 1
189: 12, 25
198: 21
214: 19

t wo- year
15: 22
22: 22 81:3

type 129:1
240: 17
258: 6

Typi cal
92: 10

twin

typo 203:9

U

us 29:9
169: 1

uh-huh 7:18
8:1, 10
9:15
12: 23, 25
13: 18, 20,
22,25 14:9
16: 11
17:2,7,17,
19 18:12,
22, 24
19: 4, 15,
18, 23
20: 21
21: 11, 24
25: 7,17
27: 2,12, 23
28: 3,10,
13, 22 29:5
30: 15, 23
31:13, 19,
22 33:24
34:12, 17,
22 35:4,17
36: 9,19
37:9 38:5
40: 14 41:8
43: 19, 24
45: 12, 15,
18 46:9, 23
47:1, 10, 17
48: 9, 14,
20, 24

49: 6, 14, 25
50: 10, 12,
18, 21, 23
51:5,12, 18
53: 9, 13,
18, 22, 24
54: 8, 15
57:7 60:17
61: 3 64:6,
21, 23

65: 2,4
67:2,9

74: 10
77:6, 8, 10
79: 3,11
87: 8, 24
88: 16, 22,
24 90: 25
91: 24 93:2
94: 11, 16,
19 95: 8,
17, 21

96: 10, 13,
15 97: 21,
25 98:12,
17 103: 16
105: 15
110: 10
114: 6, 8
115: 22
116: 18
118: 23
119: 4,9
120: 10, 14,
21, 25
121: 6, 23
123: 3, 18,
24 124: 4,

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/20Pddex: ultimately..understanding

23 127: 6
128: 15
131: 7, 14
132: 4
136:12, 16
137: 3, 25
138: 10, 14
140: 19
142: 13
143:1, 3
147: 10
148: 12
158: 11
159: 19
161: 16, 24
165: 14
166: 10, 13,
15 167: 23
168: 7
170: 15
171: 10
172:5, 12,
19 177: 14
179: 4, 20
180: 20, 25
181: 17
182: 3,5, 8
185: 17
188: 18
189: 9, 19
191: 23
192: 8, 20
193: 6, 13,
23, 24
194: 8
196: 10
199: 1, 18,
25 200: 17,

20, 23
201:1

202: 3,6, 25
203: 16, 19,
24 2041,
3,17

206: 18, 22
207: 4, 21,
24 208: 5,
7,10, 13
211: 18, 21,
23 212:6
213: 8

214: 13
215: 13, 17,
19 216: 16
218: 9, 24
219: 8, 15,
19 220:1,
3,9 221: 2,
10, 13
223: 3
224:5, 7,
15, 18
225:12
227: 24
228:6, 7,
10, 12, 15
229: 12, 22,
25 230:5
231:4,7,11
232:1,4
233:2,9
235: 22
238: 19
239: 10, 15,
18, 21

241: 21

243: 8
248: 5
256: 10

ultimately
17:5 19: 21
27:18
44: 17, 21
51:9 73:3
121: 7
128: 23
147: 6
170: 19

un-t enur ed
236: 21

unaccept abl e
249:1, 2

unawar e
149: 23

uncl ear
52: 22
80: 11
211:8,9

uncoupl e
108: 7
113: 14

uncour ageous
197: 4

under gr ad
15:18

under gr aduat e
15: 15
74:.12, 22,
23 76:1

under gr aduat es

72: 15, 18,
19

under pi nni ngs
66:1,11

under st and
11: 2,9, 13
25:4 40: 20
47: 22
52:8,11
54:5,10
71: 11
72: 10
78: 22
83:16
85: 14, 16
91:5 92:2
98: 21
104: 11
110: 2
122: 8
135:5
140: 5
155: 4,8
156: 15, 17
157: 8
169: 16
171: 20
196: 1, 11
198: 18
208: 25
211: 2
228: 2
254: 22

under st andabl e
9:16

under st andi ng
104:9

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 I ndex: under stands..UNT 2705

106: 2
107: 19
136: 6
190: 9
207: 16

under st ands
155: 17

under st ood
11: 17
13: 7,10, 13
90: 15
181: 10
201: 18

uneasy
193: 10, 15

unequi vocabl y
61:12

unequi vocal | y
103: 20

uni nf or ned
106: 2

uni nt erested
176:1

18: 17

United 16:14
29: 8 54: 25
56: 23
57: 21, 22
58:4,9
61: 14
62: 19 64:3
66: 2, 24
69: 2, 3, 5,
10 70: 17,
23 72: 21

Uni on

78:18 79:6
81:13
83:13 89:3
90:4 96:8
106: 24
107: 21
150: 24
168: 11, 17
170: 21
171:1, 3
245: 3,7
246: 16
248: 8

249: 13
250: 23
251: 10

uni ver se
146: 14

uni versity
6:3,7
15: 18, 21
17:6 18:3
19: 22 20:8
21: 20, 22
22: 14, 16
23:1 32:9
34:19 44:9
47: 16
53:11
73: 10
76:. 6, 24
77:2,13
78:3 115:5
116: 9, 13
118: 14
120: 13
142: 6, 14

147: 21
149: 22
151: 3
152: 14, 15,
25 153: 13,
25 161: 20
162: 25
179: 13, 25
181: 8
187: 21
188: 25
191: 4
194: 15
195: 13
196: 15
198: 1
199: 9
221:1
233: 21
234: 3
238: 10
239: 17
249: 19
252:19

unpack 57: 2,
4 68: 20

unpacki ng
255: 15

unpl ugged
171: 15
172: 13

unr easonabl e
222: 1

UNT 126:3
147: 7
164: 18

165: 2
181: 9

194: 12
218: 7
227:13, 19,
25 238: 9
240: 11, 15
253: 11

UNT02560
229:19

UNT02645
180: 16

UNT02658
202: 13

UNT02697
223: 20

UNT02705
208: 9

UNT02707
211: 16

UNT02708
216: 13

UNT02758
218: 3

UNT1146
238: 3

UNT2559
226: 22

UNT2657
200: 19

UNT2663
181: 22

UNT2705

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 |ndex: UNT2758..vulnerable

207: 25

UNT2758
218: 22

unt enur ed
124: 7

unusual
128: 8

upcom ng
14: 15
17: 24
217: 11

uphol di ng
68: 17
70: 18

uphol ds
160: 13

upst at e
172: 14

USSR 17:18

utilizes
208: 21

utter 92:1

Vv

96: 24
val ued 56: 24
92:12

Vancouver
115: 17, 24
116: 19, 24

vary 106:7

valid

van

vast 80:4
100: 12

128: 17

verbatim
43: 11 54:5
163: 8
256: 22, 24
18: 4

28: 7

venue

Ver neer
ver si on

vetting
124:18

vib- 95:6

vi brating
95: 6

Vi ce

11

vi ctori ous
51: 10

video 60:10
258: 18

Vi enna
87: 14, 21,
25

view 54:18
59: 14
61:19
132: 10
133: 10
151:7
152: 17
161: 12
162: 1,5, 9
177:6
204: 7

241: 2,

213:1, 20
224 22

viewed 22:25

30: 10

Vi ew ng
164: 11

Vi ewpoi nt s
242: 15, 17
254 21

Vi ews
131: 17,18
132: 10
242: 21
250: 6

vi gor ousl y
80: 23

vi ol at ed
163: 12, 15

violini st
65: 19

virtua
215: 18, 21
238: 18

virtually
43: 11
55: 23
88: 11
100: 15
163: 17
164: 12
215: 8
238: 20
246: 3

virulently

246: 21, 23

Vi s-a-vis
50: 19

18: 13
18: 9

Vi sa

Vi sas

Vi sit
194: 12, 15,
19, 20, 24
195: 7, 23
199: 9, 12

voice 90:7,

9,19

vol ure
117: 19, 25
136: 24
137:1, 10,
17 139: 2
140: 2
142: 16
158: 13
162: 8, 22
182: 23
183: 11, 22
195: 19
221: 14
224: 9, 10,
20 235: 17
240: 1
242: 1

vol unes

98: 16

vul nerability
197: 20

vul ner abl e
236: 7

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vs LAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

Index: wage..white

226 14
w 229: 2
_ 238: 23, 25
wage 81:4 239: 1, 13
wait 88:9 253: 16
138: 7 ,
203: 10 Wg;;.23
232: 11 '
wal k  196:22 @ton 5:21
548: 10 180: 3, 5, 10
- 206: 5, 10
wal ks 198:1 226: 9
wall 238:25 243: 21
244 6. 14
vells 247: 21
185: 15, 19, e 4
22 186:9 2e4- 3
187: 24 255: 25
188: 3, 13 258: 15, 20,
189: 6
25
190: 7, 10
196: 18 Wal ton' s
202 14 254: 25
204: 21 wanted 9:4
205: 19, 21 18:7 25: 15
206: 19 27: 20
208: 2 63: 15, 19
209: 13, 23 65:6 72:20
210: 2, 11 82: 1
212:5 11 119: 23
214: 3, 21 142: 18
215:5, 11 143: 19
216: 5, 15 186: 17
217: 4 .
218: 11, 23  Var 062122
219: 14 wat chi ng
221: 11, 20 30: 21
223: 2, 16 water 61:16
224: 19

93: 18

ways 55:13
73:22 92:1
96: 24
97: 24
170: 17

196: 25

website
30: 16
31:18
142: 25
147: 22
153: 13,17
159:1,5

19: 8

waves

weak

week
25:1
209:10
212: 3,4

weekl y
217:15

weeks 212:4
252: 18

169: 19
88: 15

wei gh
Wi sse

wel comed
255: 3,7

Wl com ng
49: 2

Wwes- 70: 16

West  68: 22,
24 69:7,
13, 22

West ern

68: 16, 19
70: 5

Wet trennen
101: 1

what soever
232: 6

Wheel don
34:16 35:9
36: 11
257: 6

white 24:9,
17 27:25
28:6 33:2
44:21 A47: 4
48: 16
54: 11, 13,
16, 20, 22,
24 55: 3,5,
9,11, 21
56:1, 7, 14,
20 57: 16,
19, 22, 24
58: 6, 7, 16,
25 59: 15,
19, 21, 23,
24 61: 2,5,
7,10, 19
62:13, 14
63:2 645,
11, 18, 20
65:5,7,12,
24 66:10
67:5, 21
68: 16, 17
69: 24
70: 16, 17,
19, 21

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: whiteness..work
71:17 who'd 16:24 13: 19 45: 13
7257,22 Wi dest Vol f gang 46:11:12,
77:19, 21, 160 20 92: 13 13 57:18
24 78:7, 59: 20 69:3
11, 13, 17 W ener woman 66: 3, 8 81: 24
79: 5. 19 225:14,15,  omen 5821 89: 17
80:1 81:9 19 onderi 95: 23
83:3 88:4  wife 14:17, 20 4 108: 13, 14,
90: 2, 10, 20 172: 14 244123 25 109: 23,
13, 18 W ki pedi a ' 25 110: 3
92: 21, 22 197 26 word 36:21 125: 2, 7
107: 9, 21, 198 3 9 59:16, 17 135: 13
25 127:15 120- 7. 8. 10 64:18 149: 8
130: 10 SR 68: 19 189: 21
131: 2 willful 83: 21, 22 _
168: 3, 18, 212: 20 84:1 85:5 "k 79720
24 169:2,  wiliam 89: 15 2717
170: 13, 24 110 25 97: 3 oa E(.
. 43:23 50: 6
174:3,9 131: 13 100: 1, 10, 52: 16
245: 10, 13 132: 25 23 101:1 57. 13
W ndow . .
248: 6, 15 149: 7 . .
’ : . 81:13 87:6
251: 7, 17, 140: 11 150: 14 100- 4
25 252:7, wi ndows 154: 22 102 7
13, 21 215: 22 155: 15 :
’ _ 103: 20, 24
253: 2 - 156: 15 _
Wi nt er 157-5 8 109: 8
254: 15, 19, 137: 24 D 110: 12
22 257:19 232: 17, 25 234: 24 135 14
_ 235: 23 .
whi t eness W nt er/ spri ng 246 22 183: 20, 21
56: 4,5, 8, 44 22 955 14 186: 19
24 57:8,9 , 256 16 210: 4
60: 19 wires 135:13 o 7 20 214: 4, 7
107: 23 Wi t hhel d 58 2 223:2
173: 8 37:5 ' 224: 19
174: 13 - words 9:19 233:23
W t hesses
257: 18 44:13, 19 234: 9

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Index: worked..Y outube

255: 8

wor ked
120: 23
178: 16
201: 14
209: 13
256: 13

working 35:9

120: 18
188: 16
206: 20
219: 25
233:19

wor ki ngs
181: 15

works 49:16
55:16
83: 16
98: 14, 16
104: 15
107: 21
124: 2

world 67:14
95:11
97: 20
129: 12
213:1, 20

worth 83:11
102: 23
161: 13

wrap 226:8
Wight 5:4
66: 13
44: 10

writ

wite

67: 24
108: 24
109: 25
230: 9
234: 4

witer 98:11

wites
203: 17, 25
212: 11
217:8
219: 24
225: 22

witing 44:6
58:17 59:8
85: 22
125:1
132: 6
139: 8
215: 11
241:9

writings
99: 13, 24
131: 16
132: 8
246: 10, 11,
12,13
251: 14

witten 7:8
54: 16
57:19
59: 15, 21,
24 61:10
62: 20
66:17 78:8
79:8 92:5
105:5

wWr ong

wr ot e

108: 21
111: 8

128: 16
130: 10
141: 21
163: 10
187: 16

41: 11
227:16

44 13,
16, 17, 22
48: 23 59:1
61:5 85:14
109: 23
110: 8

137: 20
143: 4
153: 6
171: 5
174: 7

177: 15
201: 21
214: 1

252: 18
253: 25

Y

Yal e

year

17: 6
19: 16
238: 10, 17
239: 16

Ye- 133:7

20: 14
48: 25
68: 21
80: 25

117: 3
194: 21

years 16: 22
20: 4 23:9
55: 24
56: 10, 22
57:14 59:7
65: 18, 22
66: 8, 18
73:10 78:4
92: 3
107:1,5, 18
122: 24, 25
136: 14, 15,
20 140: 15
153: 20
169: 20
183: 17
245: 25
247: 6
252: 14

year s-pl us
155: 23

York 6:11
15: 22 20:8
21: 20, 22
22: 14, 17
23:1, 13
65: 14, 21
66: 4, 14
67:10
254: 17

Yout ube
30: 13
128: 21
129:1

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

TIMOTHY JACKSON vsLAURA WRIGHT, ET AL.
Dr. Philip Adrian Ewell on 09/19/2024 Index: Yup..Zooming

Yup 11:4,7,
19 49: 21
120: 17

V4

Zoom 215: 22
216: 3

Zoom ng
252: 15

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

	Transcript
	Caption
	Pages 2..5
	Pages 6..9
	Pages 10..13
	Pages 14..17
	Pages 18..21
	Pages 22..25
	Pages 26..29
	Pages 30..33
	Pages 34..37
	Pages 38..41
	Pages 42..45
	Pages 46..49
	Pages 50..53
	Pages 54..57
	Pages 58..61
	Pages 62..65
	Pages 66..69
	Pages 70..73
	Pages 74..77
	Pages 78..81
	Pages 82..85
	Pages 86..89
	Pages 90..93
	Pages 94..97
	Pages 98..101
	Pages 102..105
	Pages 106..109
	Pages 110..113
	Pages 114..117
	Pages 118..121
	Pages 122..125
	Pages 126..129
	Pages 130..133
	Pages 134..137
	Pages 138..141
	Pages 142..145
	Pages 146..149
	Pages 150..153
	Pages 154..157
	Pages 158..161
	Pages 162..165
	Pages 166..169
	Pages 170..173
	Pages 174..177
	Pages 178..181
	Pages 182..185
	Pages 186..189
	Pages 190..193
	Pages 194..197
	Pages 198..201
	Pages 202..205
	Pages 206..209
	Pages 210..213
	Pages 214..217
	Pages 218..221
	Pages 222..225
	Pages 226..229
	Pages 230..233
	Pages 234..237
	Pages 238..241
	Pages 242..245
	Pages 246..249
	Pages 250..253
	Pages 254..257
	Pages 258..261
	Pages 262..263

	Word Index
	Index: -002645..14th
	-002645 (1)
	-02757 (1)
	-235 (1)
	-2657 (1)
	-2663 (1)
	-2697 (2)
	-2705 (1)
	-berg (1)
	-berger (1)
	-stood (1)
	00 (1)
	011UNT2645 (1)
	012 (1)
	023 (1)
	0234 (1)
	03UNT0441 (1)
	05 (1)
	06 (1)
	07 (1)
	08 (1)
	09 (1)
	1 (5)
	10 (3)
	100 (2)
	10:09 (1)
	10:29 (2)
	10:31 (2)
	10:54 (2)
	11 (1)
	11209 (1)
	11:18 (3)
	11:31 (2)
	12 (21)
	12- (2)
	120 (1)
	1200 (4)
	12:10 (2)
	12:12 (2)
	12:27 (2)
	13 (2)
	13th (2)
	14 (3)
	14,000 (2)
	14th (2)

	Index: 15..2020
	15 (4)
	15th (1)
	1650 (1)
	1787 (1)
	1790 (10)
	17th (1)
	1830 (1)
	1842 (1)
	1860 (1)
	1868 (1)
	1883 (1)
	18th (5)
	19 (1)
	1900 (1)
	1922 (1)
	1930s (3)
	1935 (4)
	1940s (1)
	1949 (3)
	1960s (2)
	198 (1)
	1989 (1)
	1992 (1)
	1994 (2)
	19th (5)
	1:28 (2)
	1C (1)
	1st (1)
	2 (5)
	20 (8)
	20- (1)
	200 (2)
	2000s (1)
	2001 (1)
	2002 (1)
	2004 (1)
	2007 (1)
	2009 (1)
	2014 (1)
	2016 (4)
	2017 (2)
	2018 (9)
	2018ish (1)
	2019 (34)
	2020 (39)

	Index: 2021..900
	2021 (4)
	2022 (2)
	2023 (1)
	2024 (4)
	20th (2)
	21 (1)
	219 (1)
	22 (6)
	24 (2)
	24-page (1)
	240 (1)
	25 (2)
	250-year (1)
	25th (3)
	26 (2)
	2657 (1)
	27 (1)
	27th (3)
	2:41 (2)
	2:48 (2)
	2nd (1)
	3 (2)
	30 (4)
	31st (2)
	324 (1)
	330 (1)
	3:16 (1)
	3:28 (2)
	3:32 (2)
	3:39 (2)
	3:47 (2)
	4 (2)
	4,000 (3)
	4.4 (1)
	40 (1)
	400 (1)
	40s (2)
	4:04 (2)
	4:21-cv-00033 (1)
	5 (2)
	500 (2)
	55 (4)
	57 (5)
	6 (6)
	6,000 (2)
	61 (1)
	7 (3)
	77th (1)
	7:30 (1)
	8 (3)
	80 (1)
	85 (2)
	9 (2)
	90 (4)
	900 (3)

	Index: 91..ad
	91 (5)
	92 (2)
	94 (1)
	98 (1)
	99 (1)
	9:14 (1)
	A&m (1)
	a.m. (8)
	abbreviation (1)
	abide (1)
	ability (1)
	ableist (1)
	absolute (1)
	absolutely (9)
	abstract (1)
	ac- (1)
	academia (3)
	academic (38)
	academician (1)
	Academy (1)
	accept (7)
	acceptable (3)
	accepted (4)
	access (3)
	account (5)
	accurate (9)
	accurately (4)
	accused (1)
	accusing (3)
	achieve (1)
	acknowledge (4)
	acknowledgment (1)
	acoustics (1)
	act (5)
	actions (1)
	active (3)
	actual (9)
	ad (22)

	Index: Adam..Allen
	Adam (1)
	add (5)
	added (2)
	adding (1)
	addition (2)
	additional (2)
	address (11)
	addressed (2)
	addresses (1)
	addressing (2)
	admission (2)
	admitted (3)
	ADRIAN (1)
	adult (1)
	advance (2)
	advancing (3)
	advantage (1)
	advice (5)
	advisors (5)
	advisory (2)
	affect (3)
	affected (1)
	affiliate (1)
	affiliations (1)
	afraid (1)
	African (1)
	afterward (1)
	aggressive (1)
	agree (15)
	agreed (8)
	agreeing (1)
	agreement (3)
	agrees (2)
	ahead (8)
	air (3)
	aired (1)
	album (2)
	Alegant (2)
	Alejandro (1)
	align (1)
	alive (2)
	allege (1)
	allegedly (2)
	Allen (129)

	Index: alliance..anonymous
	alliance (1)
	allowed (2)
	allowing (1)
	alma (2)
	aloud (1)
	alphabet (1)
	alteration (1)
	Am- (1)
	Amadeus (1)
	ambitious (1)
	ambivalent (1)
	amendment (14)
	amendments (1)
	America (12)
	American (21)
	Americans (16)
	analysis (2)
	analysis.' (1)
	analytical (1)
	angle (2)
	announced (3)
	announcement (3)
	announcements (1)
	annual (1)
	anonymous (12)

	Index: anonymously..argue
	anonymously (1)
	answering (5)
	answers (1)
	anti-asian (2)
	anti-black (15)
	anti-blackness (22)
	anti-islam (2)
	anti-jewish (1)
	anti-music (1)
	anti-racism (5)
	anti-racist (7)
	anti-schenkerian (1)
	anti-semite (1)
	anti-woman (1)
	anti-womanness (2)
	anticipated (1)
	antisemitic (1)
	anymore (1)
	Apartment (1)
	apologia (1)
	apologies (1)
	apologize (8)
	apology (5)
	apparently (2)
	appeared (5)
	appears (6)
	applied (1)
	applies (1)
	applying (1)
	approached (2)
	approval (3)
	approve (4)
	approved (1)
	Approvingly (1)
	approximately (5)
	April (1)
	Arabic (3)
	Arcangelo (1)
	Archive (1)
	argue (7)

	Index: argued..attend
	argued (7)
	argues (1)
	arguing (4)
	argument (5)
	arguments (1)
	arms (1)
	array (5)
	arriving (1)
	article (76)
	articles (24)
	artists (1)
	Arts (1)
	as- (1)
	asks (2)
	aspect (3)
	aspects (2)
	assets (4)
	assign (1)
	assistant (2)
	associate (10)
	Association (1)
	assume (7)
	assuming (2)
	atrocious (1)
	attachment (1)
	attack (4)
	attacked (4)
	attend (1)

	Index: attended..Bakulina
	attended (2)
	attention (9)
	attorney (10)
	attorneys (3)
	attributed (1)
	audibly (1)
	August (3)
	Austria (2)
	Austrian (1)
	author (13)
	author's (3)
	authorities (1)
	authors (5)
	authorship (1)
	avatar (1)
	aware (15)
	awful (1)
	Bach (4)
	back (54)
	back-and-forth (1)
	backbone (1)
	background (3)
	bad (1)
	badge (1)
	Bak- (1)
	Bakulina (26)

	Index: ballpark..bit
	ballpark (1)
	Barry (3)
	baseball (1)
	based (9)
	basic (4)
	basically (9)
	basing (1)
	Bates (3)
	Bates-stamped (1)
	bathroom (2)
	batting (1)
	battle (3)
	Beach (5)
	Beaudoin (6)
	beautiful (2)
	Beethoven (4)
	began (5)
	begin (3)
	beginning (7)
	begins (4)
	behalf (1)
	behind-the-scenes (2)
	belaboring (1)
	belief (2)
	beliefs (8)
	believed (2)
	belong (1)
	Ben (19)
	benefit (1)
	benefited (3)
	benefits (2)
	Benjamin (18)
	Betsy (4)
	big (4)
	bigger (1)
	Bingham (1)
	bit (16)

	Index: black..bubble
	black (45)
	blackness (7)
	blacks (1)
	blame (3)
	Blanchard (1)
	blind (1)
	block (5)
	blog (1)
	blowing (2)
	blown (1)
	board (8)
	Bob (2)
	body (4)
	bogus (2)
	Bones (1)
	book (16)
	books (3)
	border (1)
	born (1)
	bottom (14)
	boy (1)
	Brahms (1)
	brains (1)
	break (11)
	Breeding (5)
	Brent (2)
	Brian (2)
	briefly (10)
	bring (5)
	brings (1)
	broad (1)
	broadly (1)
	Brooklyn (1)
	brought (2)
	bubble (1)

	Index: build..centuries
	build (1)
	burning (1)
	Butterfly (3)
	call (41)
	call- (1)
	called (12)
	calls (2)
	campaigned (1)
	Canada (1)
	cancel (2)
	cancelled (2)
	candidates (1)
	canonic (1)
	capacity (1)
	caption (1)
	car (2)
	career (8)
	Cari (1)
	Carl (1)
	Carmel (1)
	case (13)
	catching (1)
	category (1)
	caught (1)
	caused (2)
	causing (1)
	cease (3)
	cellist (4)
	cello (6)
	censor (1)
	censor- (1)
	censored (2)
	censorship (5)
	censure (1)
	center (8)
	Central (1)
	centrality (2)
	centuries (4)

	Index: century..claims
	century (11)
	certainty (1)
	certificate (4)
	chair (6)
	chaired (1)
	chairs (1)
	challenged (2)
	challenging (1)
	chance (4)
	change (8)
	changed (11)
	changing (1)
	channel (1)
	chapter (3)
	chapters (1)
	characteristics (1)
	characterize (1)
	charming (1)
	check (2)
	Cheers (1)
	Cherokee (1)
	cherry (1)
	Chicago (2)
	children (1)
	chords (2)
	Chris (5)
	Christensen (2)
	Christmas (1)
	Christopher (3)
	Chronicle (2)
	CIEE (1)
	Cincinnati (1)
	Cindy (2)
	circle (1)
	circles (1)
	circulated (1)
	circumstances (1)
	cisgender (1)
	cite (5)
	cited (1)
	citizen (3)
	citizens (1)
	citizenship (1)
	City (8)
	civil (3)
	claim (2)
	claimed (1)
	claiming (4)
	claims (3)

	Index: clarification..commented
	clarification (16)
	clarified (1)
	clarify (14)
	Clark (3)
	classical (3)
	classroom (2)
	Clause (1)
	clean (1)
	clear (14)
	cleared (1)
	client (5)
	Cliff (2)
	climb (1)
	clipped (1)
	close (3)
	co-authoring (1)
	coast (1)
	coerced (1)
	coffee (1)
	collapse (1)
	collated (1)
	colleague (5)
	colleagues (6)
	collected (1)
	collection (2)
	College (17)
	colleges (3)
	collegiality (1)
	colloquies (2)
	colloquy (4)
	colonial (1)
	colonialization (1)
	color (2)
	comfortable (1)
	comma (4)
	comment (9)
	commentary (1)
	commented (2)

	Index: commenting..conflation
	commenting (1)
	comments (9)
	committed (2)
	committee (12)
	common (6)
	communication (2)
	communications (2)
	comparable (1)
	complain (1)
	complaining (2)
	complaint (1)
	complaints (1)
	completely (4)
	complicit (1)
	complicity (4)
	compliment (1)
	comport (1)
	comportment (1)
	composer (2)
	composers (8)
	composition (5)
	Compromise (2)
	concede (1)
	conceived (1)
	conceiving (1)
	concept (3)
	conceptions (2)
	concepts (2)
	concern (1)
	concerns (1)
	concluded (1)
	condemnation (2)
	condemned (4)
	condemning (7)
	conduct (2)
	conducting (1)
	conf- (1)
	confer (4)
	conference (10)
	conferences (2)
	confirm (2)
	confirms (1)
	conflating (1)
	conflation (1)

	Index: confront..contributed
	confront (1)
	confusion (1)
	Congressman (1)
	connect (2)
	connected (4)
	connection (5)
	connections (4)
	conservative (2)
	conservatories (1)
	conservatory (3)
	considered (4)
	consistent (16)
	consistently (2)
	consortium (1)
	constituting (1)
	Constitution (19)
	Constitutional (1)
	consult (2)
	consulted (2)
	consulting (1)
	contact (16)
	contact@philipewell.com. (1)
	contacted (11)
	contacting (4)
	contemporaneous (1)
	contemporary (3)
	content (7)
	contents (3)
	context (2)
	continent (1)
	continue (7)
	continuous (1)
	contribute (3)
	contributed (2)

	Index: control..correct
	control (4)
	controversial (2)
	controversy (2)
	convened (6)
	convention (1)
	conversation (8)
	conversations (2)
	conversely (1)
	converted (1)
	copies (2)
	copy (13)
	cor- (1)
	Corelli (1)
	corner (1)
	corpus (1)
	correct (166)

	Index: corrected..CUNY
	corrected (1)
	Correction (2)
	correctly (18)
	correspondence (2)
	Council (1)
	counsel (14)
	count- (1)
	Counterpoint (1)
	countries (1)
	country (17)
	country's (2)
	counts (1)
	couple (2)
	courage (3)
	court (21)
	cover (2)
	COVID (1)
	cowardly (3)
	create (2)
	created (5)
	creating (1)
	credit (1)
	crit- (1)
	critical (3)
	criticism (9)
	criticisms (2)
	criticize (2)
	criticized (2)
	CROSS-EXAMINATION (2)
	Crow (1)
	crucial (1)
	Cubero (1)
	cultural (1)
	culture (7)
	CUNY (5)

	Index: curricula..Dekalb
	curricula (1)
	cut (1)
	CV (1)
	D-R-A-B-K-I-N (1)
	damage (2)
	Daniel (1)
	Danny (1)
	Dartmouth (1)
	date (7)
	dated (9)
	dating (1)
	David (5)
	day (7)
	day.' (1)
	days (1)
	deal (1)
	dealing (1)
	dealt (3)
	dean (5)
	Dear (8)
	decades (2)
	December (7)
	decided (3)
	decision (5)
	decisions (2)
	decline (2)
	deemed (1)
	deeply (5)
	default (1)
	defendant (3)
	defendants (2)
	define (5)
	defined (2)
	defining (1)
	definition (2)
	defunct (1)
	degree (4)
	degrees (2)
	dehumanization (4)
	dehumanize (7)
	dehumanized (9)
	dehumanizing (8)
	Dekalb (3)

	Index: deleted..directly
	deleted (2)
	delivered (1)
	demeaned (3)
	demeaning (3)
	denial (1)
	denied (2)
	denies (1)
	Denton (2)
	deny (2)
	department (3)
	department's (1)
	depends (4)
	deponent (2)
	deponents (1)
	depos- (1)
	deposation (1)
	deposed (2)
	deposition (22)
	depositions (2)
	depth (1)
	describe (12)
	describing (1)
	description (2)
	descriptions (1)
	detail (2)
	developed (4)
	developing (1)
	development (1)
	diaries (1)
	died (5)
	Diego (1)
	difference (4)
	difficult (7)
	difficulties (1)
	digged (2)
	diligent (2)
	dinner (1)
	direct (18)
	directions (2)
	directly (4)

	Index: director..documents
	director (1)
	disagree (6)
	disagreed (1)
	disagreeing (1)
	disagrees (1)
	disclose (1)
	disclosed (2)
	discovery (1)
	discriminated (2)
	discriminates (4)
	discriminating (1)
	discrimination (4)
	discuss (11)
	discussed (17)
	discusses (1)
	discussing (5)
	discussion (7)
	discussions (2)
	disjointed (1)
	Disparaging (1)
	dispute (1)
	disputing (1)
	dissent (1)
	dissertation (3)
	distance (1)
	distill (1)
	distilled (1)
	distinction (1)
	diverse (4)
	Division (1)
	DMA (3)
	Doctor (1)
	doctoral (3)
	doctrines (1)
	document (25)
	documents (30)

	Index: dominant..editorship
	dominant (1)
	dots (1)
	double-anonymous (2)
	double-blind (2)
	doubly-anonymous (3)
	Drabkin (4)
	drafted (3)
	drafting (1)
	draw (2)
	driven (2)
	drugs (1)
	Dubkin (1)
	dug (3)
	duly (1)
	e-mail (42)
	e-mailed (3)
	e-mails (6)
	e-r (1)
	earlier (15)
	early (3)
	earn (2)
	easily (1)
	east (2)
	easy (4)
	editing (1)
	editor (16)
	editorial (13)
	editors (9)
	editorship (2)

	Index: EDT..episode
	EDT (1)
	education (7)
	educational (3)
	educations (1)
	Edwards (1)
	effect (2)
	effectively (1)
	effectually (1)
	egalitarian (1)
	elaborate (2)
	elaborating (1)
	elected (1)
	electronic (2)
	elements (10)
	elevated (2)
	Elizabeth (2)
	Ellen (31)
	Ellen's (1)
	email (1)
	embedded (2)
	embrace (1)
	embraced (1)
	emerged (1)
	emigre (1)
	emigres (1)
	encapsulates (1)
	encouraged (1)
	end (12)
	ended (4)
	ends (1)
	engage (1)
	engagement (3)
	engaging (1)
	English (2)
	enjoy (4)
	enjoyed (1)
	enlightenment (2)
	enormous (1)
	enroll (1)
	ensuing (2)
	enter (1)
	entire (11)
	entitled (3)
	episode (1)

	Index: equivalent..executive
	equivalent (1)
	equivocate (1)
	equivocation (2)
	Ernst (1)
	essay (1)
	essays (1)
	essentially (14)
	establish (1)
	ethical (1)
	ethics (9)
	Ethnomusicology (1)
	eugenicist (1)
	Europe (6)
	European (2)
	Europeans (2)
	evaluate (1)
	Eve (1)
	evening (2)
	eventually (8)
	evidence (2)
	Ewell (38)
	Ewell's (8)
	exact (3)
	EXAMINATION (2)
	examine (4)
	examined (2)
	examples (2)
	excellent (1)
	excepting (2)
	exception (2)
	exchange (10)
	exclude (1)
	excluded (4)
	excludes (2)
	excuse (6)
	excuses (1)
	executive (1)

	Index: exhibit..fact
	exhibit (50)
	exhibits (1)
	exist (3)
	existed (2)
	existence (1)
	expect (2)
	expectations (1)
	expedient (1)
	experience (6)
	expert (1)
	explain (13)
	explained (1)
	explaining (2)
	explanation (2)
	explicit (1)
	explicitly (4)
	expressed (6)
	expresses (1)
	expressly (2)
	extemporaneous (1)
	extemporize (1)
	extension (2)
	extensive (1)
	extent (5)
	extremely (5)
	fabric (1)
	fac- (1)
	Facebook (20)
	facial (1)
	facing (2)
	fact (47)

	Index: factor..fine
	factor (1)
	factum (1)
	faculty (15)
	failed (1)
	failure (7)
	fair (24)
	fairly (1)
	fall (18)
	false (1)
	familiar (4)
	fashion (1)
	fashioned (1)
	fast (1)
	fault (1)
	favor (3)
	favorable (1)
	favorite (1)
	Feagin (5)
	fear (1)
	February (4)
	feedback (1)
	feel (6)
	feeling (1)
	feelings (1)
	Felix (1)
	fellow (1)
	felt (6)
	field (12)
	fight (1)
	figure (2)
	final (1)
	find (9)
	fine (12)

	Index: fingers..framing
	fingers (1)
	finish (2)
	finished (3)
	fire (2)
	fired (1)
	fit (3)
	flexible (1)
	Florida (3)
	focus (1)
	focused (2)
	focusing (1)
	folder (1)
	folks (2)
	follow (4)
	fooling (1)
	footnote (1)
	forced (1)
	forceful (1)
	foreign (1)
	fork (1)
	form (5)
	formal (3)
	forming (2)
	forms (1)
	formulation (2)
	forthcoming (1)
	forward (13)
	forwarded (3)
	forwards (1)
	found (6)
	foundation (4)
	founded (2)
	founders (1)
	founders' (1)
	founding (3)
	foundings (1)
	four-year (1)
	fourth (1)
	fragile (2)
	frame (50)
	frame,' (1)
	framed (1)
	framing (4)

	Index: Frank..goal
	Frank (13)
	frankly (7)
	free (5)
	freedom (2)
	Freie (1)
	freq- (1)
	frequencies (3)
	frequency (6)
	friend (1)
	friends (1)
	front (5)
	Fugitive (1)
	full (6)
	fully (1)
	functional (4)
	Functionalism (1)
	fundamental (4)
	future (2)
	Gain (10)
	gallery (1)
	gathered (1)
	gave (14)
	general (5)
	generally (12)
	generated (2)
	generations (1)
	genere (1)
	German (13)
	give (22)
	giving (4)
	glasses (2)
	Global (1)
	Gmail (2)
	go-between (1)
	goal (3)

	Index: God..handing
	God (1)
	Goldner (1)
	Gomez (1)
	good (10)
	Google (1)
	Gor- (1)
	Gorbachev (1)
	gosh (1)
	grad (1)
	graduate (34)
	graduated (2)
	Graf (36)
	grammatical (1)
	grandchildren (1)
	granted (1)
	granting (1)
	grants (1)
	graphic (1)
	gravitas (1)
	gray (1)
	great (19)
	Greek (1)
	grew (3)
	group (7)
	guarantees (1)
	guess (15)
	guesstimate (1)
	guidelines (1)
	guys (2)
	half (4)
	Hall (5)
	hallmarks (2)
	hand (2)
	handed (3)
	handing (3)

	Index: handle..hierarchal
	handle (2)
	handled (1)
	hands (1)
	Hans (1)
	hap (1)
	happen (6)
	happened (23)
	happening (7)
	happily (1)
	happy (3)
	hard (8)
	harmonic (2)
	Harmonielehre (1)
	harmonies (1)
	harpist (1)
	Harvard (1)
	hasten (1)
	hate (7)
	Haven (1)
	he'll (1)
	head (3)
	header (1)
	hear (3)
	heard (9)
	hearing (2)
	hegemony (2)
	Heidlberg (1)
	Heidlberger (12)
	Heidlberger's (1)
	Heinrich (38)
	held (7)
	helpful (1)
	helps (1)
	hesitant (2)
	hesitate (1)
	hesitated (1)
	Hey (1)
	hierarchal (5)

	Index: hierarchical..Hunter
	hierarchical (3)
	hierarchies (6)
	hierarchy (11)
	high (2)
	higher (1)
	highlight (2)
	highly (1)
	hip (1)
	his- (1)
	historian (1)
	historic (2)
	historical (2)
	historically (5)
	histories (1)
	history (11)
	hit (1)
	hoc (22)
	Hold (1)
	holder (1)
	hole (3)
	hometown (1)
	honest (6)
	honor (4)
	honorable (1)
	honored (2)
	honoring (3)
	hope (3)
	Hopi (1)
	horrific (1)
	hostile (1)
	housed (2)
	Houston (1)
	Hugo (2)
	human (7)
	humans (1)
	humbled (2)
	hundred (3)
	hundreds (3)
	Hunter (18)

	Index: Huseby..incensed
	Huseby (1)
	hyphen (1)
	hypothetical (2)
	icon (1)
	idea (15)
	ideas (11)
	identification (10)
	identified (6)
	identify (5)
	identifying (1)
	identities (2)
	identity (5)
	ideological (3)
	ideologies (3)
	ideology (2)
	ignorance (1)
	ignore (2)
	Illinois (5)
	illness (1)
	illuminate (1)
	imagine (5)
	immediately (4)
	immigrants (2)
	imminent (1)
	impede (1)
	impeded (1)
	impetus (1)
	implements (1)
	implicitly (3)
	implying (1)
	important (14)
	impossible (2)
	improper (10)
	impugn (1)
	in- (1)
	in-person (1)
	inaccurate (2)
	incensed (2)

	Index: incident..interesting
	incident (1)
	incidentally (3)
	incidents (1)
	inclined (1)
	included (3)
	includes (1)
	including (1)
	inclusion (1)
	incompetent (4)
	inconvenient (1)
	incorrect (1)
	independent (1)
	Indian (1)
	Indiana (1)
	indication (2)
	indigenous (1)
	individual (2)
	individual's (1)
	individually (1)
	individuals (2)
	industry (9)
	infelicities (1)
	inferior (1)
	inferiority (2)
	influence (1)
	influenced (1)
	influences (1)
	inform (4)
	information (10)
	informed (1)
	inherently (2)
	initial (1)
	initiated (2)
	inquiry (2)
	inside (2)
	insisted (2)
	instance (4)
	instances (2)
	instigated (1)
	institution (7)
	institutional (4)
	institutions (5)
	instructed (3)
	intellectual's (1)
	interest (3)
	interested (4)
	interesting (7)

	Index: interfere..Jackson
	interfere (1)
	interject (1)
	internal (2)
	international (6)
	interpretation (1)
	interpreted (1)
	interpreting (1)
	interrupt (5)
	interrupting (1)
	interruption (1)
	interview (1)
	interviewed (1)
	intimate (1)
	introduce (5)
	introduced (4)
	introducing (3)
	introduction (13)
	introductions (1)
	invent (1)
	invented (1)
	investigate (3)
	investigating (1)
	invitation (11)
	invite (8)
	invited (9)
	inviting (4)
	involved (8)
	Iowa (1)
	irrespective (1)
	issue (23)
	issues (2)
	items (1)
	Jackson (45)

	Index: Jackson's..journal
	Jackson's (5)
	Jacoby (2)
	January (4)
	Jeff (5)
	Jenkins (2)
	Jewish (4)
	Jim (1)
	job (6)
	Joe (9)
	jogged (1)
	Johann (1)
	John (3)
	Johnson (1)
	joke (3)
	Jonas (2)
	Jordan (1)
	journal (146)

	Index: journal's..Lamar's
	journal's (2)
	journalist (10)
	journals (3)
	JSS (15)
	judgment (2)
	July (11)
	jump (4)
	jumping (1)
	June (2)
	junior (2)
	jury (5)
	justifies (1)
	justify (4)
	keeper (1)
	keeping (3)
	Kendrick (5)
	key (7)
	keynote (2)
	kind (16)
	knew (9)
	knowledge (19)
	Knoxville (1)
	Kontrapunkt (1)
	Kosovsky (2)
	labeling (1)
	labor (1)
	lack (10)
	lacked (1)
	lacking (1)
	Lamar (2)
	Lamar's (3)

	Index: language..Leviwalls@myunt.edu.
	language (7)
	lapsed (1)
	large (4)
	largely (1)
	laser (1)
	late (9)
	Laura (1)
	law (4)
	laws (1)
	lawsuit (2)
	lay (1)
	layers (3)
	laying (2)
	layperson (5)
	lead (2)
	leaders (1)
	leading (2)
	leap (1)
	learn (1)
	learned (1)
	leave (5)
	lecture (2)
	led (4)
	left (3)
	legacy (3)
	legal (7)
	legible (1)
	length (3)
	lengthy (1)
	Leningrad (2)
	Lett (3)
	letter (19)
	letters (1)
	letting (1)
	level (1)
	levels (4)
	Levi (44)
	Leviwalls@myunt.edu (1)
	Leviwalls@myunt.edu. (1)

	Index: liberty..made
	liberty (1)
	lie (3)
	life (10)
	lifetime (1)
	Likewise (1)
	limited (1)
	limits (1)
	lines (1)
	link (6)
	linked (1)
	list (5)
	listed (7)
	listen (1)
	listening (1)
	Listserv (7)
	Listservs (1)
	literally (7)
	Litigation (1)
	lived (2)
	lives (1)
	living (2)
	located (2)
	logical (1)
	long (15)
	long-time (2)
	longer (14)
	looked (7)
	loop (1)
	lost (1)
	lot (13)
	lots (1)
	Louisiana (1)
	love (1)
	lower (1)
	Lucinda (3)
	Ludwig (1)
	lunch (7)
	lying (1)
	lynchings (1)
	made (10)

	Index: mail..Mcgill
	mail (6)
	main (5)
	maintain (2)
	maintains (1)
	major (1)
	majority (1)
	make (17)
	makes (4)
	making (9)
	male (8)
	maleness (5)
	males (1)
	man (10)
	Manabe (1)
	managing (1)
	manifested (7)
	maqam (1)
	maqams (2)
	Marc (1)
	March (2)
	Marianne (4)
	mark (10)
	marked (18)
	market (1)
	marking (4)
	marks (2)
	Marvin (6)
	Mary (1)
	mass (3)
	massacres (2)
	massive (1)
	master (1)
	master's (1)
	masters (3)
	masterwork (1)
	mater (2)
	material (1)
	matter (2)
	Mcgill (2)

	Index: meaning..MHTE
	meaning (13)
	means (15)
	meant (11)
	media (7)
	meet (3)
	meeting (4)
	melodic (1)
	member (7)
	members (6)
	membership (2)
	memorandum (1)
	memory (9)
	men (13)
	mentee (1)
	mention (10)
	mentioned (31)
	mentioning (2)
	mentions (6)
	mentor (1)
	message (14)
	messages (4)
	met (10)
	methods (1)
	Metropolitan (2)
	MHTE (5)

	Index: Michael..multi-volume
	Michael (2)
	Michigan (1)
	mid-december (1)
	middle (10)
	million (1)
	mind (15)
	mine (1)
	minimal (1)
	minor (4)
	minus (4)
	minute (2)
	minutes (9)
	mirror (2)
	mis- (2)
	mischaracterizes (1)
	misquotation (1)
	misquote (2)
	misquoted (4)
	misreading (1)
	misrepresent (1)
	misrepresenting (2)
	misspeaking (1)
	misspoke (1)
	mistake (1)
	mistaken (3)
	misunderstand (1)
	misunderstood (1)
	mocked (1)
	model (1)
	moderated (1)
	Modest (1)
	moment (6)
	Monday (1)
	money (2)
	monitor (1)
	monograph (7)
	month (2)
	months (2)
	morning (1)
	motion (1)
	mouths (1)
	move (6)
	moved (3)
	moves (1)
	moving (3)
	Mozart (1)
	MTO (1)
	multi-person (1)
	multi-volume (1)

	Index: music..musics
	music (292)
	musical (4)
	musicians (1)
	Musicological (2)
	musicology (3)
	musics (2)

	Index: musikwissenschaft..number
	musikwissenschaft (1)
	naive (1)
	named (5)
	names (2)
	Naperville (1)
	national (3)
	naturalization (5)
	naturalized (1)
	nature (7)
	necessaries (1)
	necessarily (3)
	necessit- (1)
	needed (7)
	negative (1)
	Neumeyer (1)
	nice (5)
	Nineteen (1)
	Nineteenth (1)
	nod (1)
	nods (1)
	non-white (3)
	non-whiteness (1)
	nonsensical (1)
	Noriko (1)
	normal (4)
	North (36)
	Northern (1)
	Norway (2)
	Norwegian (1)
	note (3)
	notes (4)
	notice (1)
	notion (3)
	November (16)
	Nu (1)
	number (23)

	Index: numbered..order
	numbered (1)
	numbers (5)
	numeral (1)
	numerous (2)
	nursing (1)
	nutshell (1)
	oath (1)
	Oberlin (1)
	object (3)
	objection (3)
	objectionable (2)
	objections (1)
	obligated (1)
	Occasionally (1)
	occurred (1)
	occurs (1)
	October (1)
	octopus (1)
	offer (1)
	offered (1)
	offers (1)
	official (1)
	oftenness (1)
	Ohio (1)
	oldest (1)
	one-page (2)
	online (48)
	open (15)
	openly (1)
	opera (3)
	opinion (9)
	opinions (7)
	opportunity (3)
	oppose (1)
	opposing (1)
	opposite (1)
	oral (1)
	orchestra (6)
	orchestras (3)
	order (9)

	Index: ordered..paper
	ordered (1)
	ordering (3)
	ordinary (3)
	organization (1)
	organizations (2)
	organized (2)
	organizing (1)
	origin (1)
	original (12)
	originally (5)
	originals (1)
	Oslo (2)
	Oster (1)
	Oswald (2)
	other's (3)
	outline (1)
	outlined (1)
	outlines (1)
	outlook (2)
	outward-facing (1)
	owned (1)
	owners (2)
	p.m. (12)
	pack (3)
	package (1)
	packet (3)
	pages (11)
	Painter (54)
	Panama-colombia (1)
	pandemic (1)
	panel (22)
	panel's (1)
	panic (1)
	paper (25)

	Index: paper's..Peabody
	paper's (1)
	papers (21)
	paragraph (10)
	paragraphs (1)
	parallels (1)
	paren (1)
	part (46)
	partial (1)
	participate (10)
	participated (1)
	participation (2)
	particulars (1)
	partly (1)
	parts (4)
	party (1)
	pass (3)
	passed (1)
	past (10)
	patriarchal (3)
	patriarchy (10)
	Patricia (5)
	Paul (2)
	pay (2)
	PDF (9)
	Peabody (1)

	Index: peace..personal
	peace (1)
	pedagogy (2)
	peer (37)
	pen (1)
	people (63)
	people's (1)
	peoples (1)
	per- (1)
	percent (7)
	percentage (2)
	perfect (2)
	perfectly (6)
	performance (1)
	performance-oriented (1)
	performances (1)
	performed (1)
	performing (2)
	period (5)
	Perry (5)
	person (32)
	personal (10)

	Index: personally..plenary
	personally (7)
	perspective (1)
	pertaining (1)
	Petersburg (8)
	petition (1)
	Ph.d. (5)
	phase (2)
	phenomenon (1)
	Phil (3)
	Philadelphia (1)
	philharmonic (7)
	Philip (16)
	phone (3)
	phrase (1)
	phraseology (1)
	phrenologists (1)
	phrenology (1)
	physical (1)
	physically (1)
	physics (2)
	picking (1)
	picture (1)
	piece (7)
	pieces (2)
	Pimp (3)
	pitches (1)
	pivot (1)
	place (5)
	places (2)
	plaintiff (1)
	Plaintiff's (10)
	plan (2)
	planet (3)
	planned (6)
	planning (1)
	platform (1)
	plausible (2)
	play (2)
	played (1)
	player (1)
	playing (2)
	pleasure (1)
	plenary (58)

	Index: poignant..preliminary
	poignant (1)
	point (26)
	pointing (3)
	points (11)
	policies (2)
	policy (7)
	political (2)
	popular (1)
	portion (1)
	portions (1)
	position (6)
	positions (2)
	positive (3)
	positively (1)
	possession (4)
	possibly (2)
	post (7)
	post-soviet (1)
	posted (2)
	posting (1)
	postings (1)
	posts (3)
	potential (2)
	potentially (3)
	Powell (1)
	power (6)
	practice (2)
	praising (1)
	pre- (1)
	pre-tenure (3)
	precisely (1)
	prefaced (1)
	prefer (3)
	preferred (2)
	preliminary (1)

	Index: preparation..process
	preparation (2)
	prepare (2)
	presence (1)
	present (7)
	presentation (5)
	presentations (1)
	presented (8)
	presenting (1)
	presents (1)
	president (4)
	presidents (1)
	press (5)
	Press' (1)
	pressure (3)
	pressured (3)
	pressures (1)
	presume (8)
	presumed (1)
	presuming (1)
	pretty (11)
	prevailed (1)
	prevent (2)
	prevented (1)
	previous (3)
	pried (1)
	primary (1)
	Primer (1)
	principle (3)
	principles (1)
	print (5)
	printed (2)
	printout (3)
	prior (2)
	priori (1)
	private (2)
	privilege (2)
	privileged (3)
	privileges (7)
	privy (2)
	pro-ewell (1)
	pro-white (2)
	prob- (1)
	problematic (2)
	problems (2)
	process (14)

	Index: processes..provision
	processes (1)
	produce (1)
	produced (6)
	production (3)
	profession (1)
	professional (13)
	professor (40)
	professors (8)
	professorship (2)
	profile (1)
	program (12)
	programs (9)
	progression (1)
	progressions (1)
	project (1)
	prolific (1)
	prominent (1)
	promise (1)
	promoted (3)
	promotes (1)
	promoting (1)
	promotion (1)
	promulgated (1)
	pronounce (1)
	pronounced (2)
	proper (3)
	properly (1)
	propertied (1)
	proposal (1)
	propped (1)
	prospective (1)
	protect (1)
	prove (1)
	proved (1)
	provided (2)
	provision (1)

	Index: pseudoscientific..put
	pseudoscientific (1)
	pub- (1)
	public (1)
	publically (1)
	publication (45)
	publications (7)
	publish (9)
	published (64)
	publishing (12)
	pulled (2)
	purpose (5)
	purposes (5)
	pushback (1)
	pushed (3)
	put (29)

	Index: putting..quotes
	putting (5)
	Q&as (1)
	qualify (2)
	qualms (1)
	Quartet (1)
	Queens (1)
	question (107)
	questioning (1)
	questions (35)
	quick (1)
	Quimby (2)
	quotation (6)
	quotations (3)
	quote (22)
	quoted (5)
	quotes (3)

	Index: quoting..read
	quoting (2)
	R&r (1)
	rabbit (3)
	race (24)
	races (2)
	Rachel (10)
	racial (66)
	racialized (2)
	racially (1)
	racism (11)
	racist (30)
	racist,' (1)
	Radical (2)
	ragas (1)
	raise (7)
	raised (3)
	raises (1)
	raising (1)
	ran (1)
	rank (2)
	rare (1)
	rarely (1)
	Rasse (1)
	Raz (1)
	re-notice (4)
	reach (5)
	reached (4)
	read (74)

	Index: reading..reconstruction
	reading (9)
	realize (2)
	realizing (1)
	reason (27)
	reasonable (4)
	rebuttals (2)
	rec- (1)
	recall (32)
	receive (3)
	received (15)
	recess (7)
	recognize (3)
	recoll- (1)
	recollection (9)
	recommendation (1)
	reconstruction (1)

	Index: record..remember
	record (86)
	recorded (1)
	recording (1)
	records (8)
	recouple (1)
	recoupling (1)
	REDIRECT (1)
	refer (5)
	reference (1)
	referenced (1)
	referred (2)
	referred-to (1)
	referring (17)
	reflect (1)
	reformed (1)
	Reframing (1)
	refuse (1)
	regard (3)
	regional (1)
	regret (1)
	regrets (1)
	regular (2)
	relate (1)
	related (6)
	relationship (10)
	relationships (1)
	relaxation (1)
	relevant (3)
	relied (1)
	relying (2)
	remarkable (1)
	remember (34)

	Index: remembered..residing
	remembered (2)
	remembers (1)
	remind (1)
	remote (2)
	remotely (1)
	remove (1)
	removed (2)
	Renaldo (1)
	repeat (9)
	repeatedly (1)
	repertoire (3)
	rephrase (4)
	replication (1)
	replied (1)
	reply (1)
	replying (1)
	report (9)
	reporter (17)
	reports (1)
	repository (2)
	represent (5)
	representative (1)
	represented (2)
	representing (2)
	represents (2)
	reproduce (1)
	Republican (2)
	republication (1)
	republish (1)
	republished (1)
	reputation (1)
	request (3)
	requested (3)
	requests (4)
	requires (1)
	reread (4)
	research (1)
	reserve (1)
	residing (1)

	Index: respect..reviewing
	respect (7)
	respond (7)
	responded (6)
	respondent (2)
	responding (7)
	response (23)
	responses (24)
	responsibility (1)
	responsible (5)
	responsive (4)
	rest (2)
	resubmit (7)
	result (3)
	resulted (1)
	retired (3)
	retrievable (1)
	retrospect (2)
	return (2)
	returning (1)
	review (39)
	reviewed (13)
	reviewer (2)
	reviewer's (2)
	reviewers (4)
	reviewers' (2)
	reviewing (1)

	Index: reviews..Schenker's
	reviews (6)
	revise (7)
	revise-and-resubmit (1)
	revised (1)
	revision (1)
	revisions (8)
	rewrote (1)
	Rezvoi (1)
	rich (1)
	Richard (7)
	Richmond (3)
	rid (2)
	Riemann (2)
	right-hand (1)
	rigorous (1)
	road (2)
	role (8)
	room (1)
	rooted (2)
	roughly (8)
	routine (1)
	rubric (1)
	rulebook (2)
	rules (11)
	running (1)
	Russia (4)
	Russian (10)
	Russianist (3)
	sake (1)
	Salzer (1)
	Sanford (1)
	Satz (1)
	save (1)
	scale (1)
	scare (1)
	scenes (4)
	Schenker (48)
	Schenker's (18)

	Index: Schenkerian..sense
	Schenkerian (67)
	Schenkerians (2)
	Schichte (1)
	scholar (3)
	scholars (7)
	scholarship (6)
	school (9)
	schools (1)
	science (1)
	scope (2)
	Scots (1)
	script (1)
	scripted (1)
	scrutiny (2)
	search (4)
	searched (3)
	Seashore (1)
	seat (1)
	Sebastian (1)
	section (2)
	Seegal (1)
	Segall (4)
	Segall's (1)
	segregation (1)
	segregationism (1)
	select (1)
	selected (2)
	selecting (3)
	selection (1)
	selective (1)
	sending (2)
	sense (15)

	Index: sentence..single
	sentence (11)
	sentences (1)
	separate (2)
	Separately (1)
	September (1)
	sequentially (1)
	series (2)
	service (1)
	serving (1)
	session (15)
	sessions (1)
	set (1)
	sets (1)
	settings (1)
	sevens (1)
	seventies (1)
	severed (2)
	sexist (1)
	shift (1)
	short (7)
	shortly (1)
	show (1)
	showed (1)
	shown (3)
	shows (1)
	Shut (1)
	sic (4)
	side (5)
	sided (1)
	sign (1)
	signatories (3)
	signed (4)
	significant (7)
	signing (1)
	silence (5)
	silent (1)
	silly (1)
	similar (4)
	simple (5)
	simpler (1)
	simplest (1)
	simply (12)
	sincerely (2)
	single (3)

	Index: singly-anonymous..solely
	singly-anonymous (1)
	singly-blind (1)
	sir (1)
	sit (3)
	situation (3)
	skimmed (1)
	skin (1)
	skip (11)
	slaughtered (1)
	slave (4)
	slaves (1)
	slide (1)
	slides (2)
	slightly (5)
	slot (1)
	Slottow (7)
	smack (1)
	small (3)
	SMT (32)
	SMT-ANNOUNCE (1)
	Smt-announce@societymusictheory.org. (1)
	Snyder (1)
	so-called (9)
	social (7)
	societies (5)
	society (46)
	sociological (1)
	sociologist (2)
	sociologists (1)
	sole (2)
	solely (2)

	Index: solicit..standards
	solicit (4)
	solicitation (1)
	Somali (1)
	son (1)
	sort (2)
	sorts (1)
	sought (2)
	sound (7)
	sounding (1)
	sounds (9)
	source (1)
	Soviet (2)
	spans (1)
	speak (9)
	speaker (1)
	speakers (1)
	speaking (4)
	spearheading (1)
	special (5)
	specialty (1)
	specific (11)
	specifically (11)
	Spectrum (19)
	speculating (1)
	speculation (2)
	speech (2)
	spell (1)
	spend (1)
	spent (1)
	Spicer (1)
	spills (2)
	spoke (6)
	spoken (4)
	spread (1)
	spring (1)
	St (8)
	staff (2)
	stamp (1)
	stances (2)
	stand (2)
	standard (7)
	standards (2)

	Index: stands..struck
	stands (3)
	Stanford (1)
	start (6)
	start- (1)
	started (4)
	starting (3)
	state (14)
	stated (1)
	statement (15)
	statements (1)
	states (44)
	stations (1)
	statistic (1)
	status (1)
	steady (2)
	Steffy (1)
	step (1)
	Stephen (5)
	steps (1)
	Steven (1)
	sticks (1)
	stir (1)
	stop (6)
	stopped (2)
	story (1)
	Stowers (2)
	strains (1)
	strange (6)
	strangely (1)
	Straus (4)
	street (2)
	strict (2)
	strike (4)
	strikes (1)
	string (2)
	strong (1)
	strongly (1)
	struck (2)

	Index: struct-..subpoena
	struct- (1)
	structural (8)
	structure (6)
	structures (4)
	struggles (2)
	student (24)
	students (20)
	studied (3)
	studies (66)
	studio (1)
	study (11)
	stuff (3)
	sub- (1)
	subcontinent (1)
	subframe (2)
	subheading (1)
	subject (2)
	subjected (3)
	submission (2)
	submissions (1)
	submit (3)
	submitted (6)
	subordinate (1)
	subpoena (12)

	Index: subscribe..symposium
	subscribe (1)
	subscriber (1)
	subsection (1)
	substance (2)
	substantive (3)
	substituted (1)
	succinctly (1)
	sudden (1)
	suffering (1)
	suggest (3)
	suggested (4)
	suggesting (3)
	suggestion (2)
	suggestions (1)
	suicide (1)
	sum (2)
	summarize (3)
	summary (1)
	summer (3)
	sup- (1)
	superior (1)
	superiority (1)
	support (5)
	supported (1)
	supporting (1)
	supportive (1)
	supports (1)
	suppose (4)
	supposed (1)
	supposedly (1)
	suppressing (3)
	suppression (1)
	supremacist (7)
	supremacy (18)
	surmise (5)
	surprise (1)
	surprised (3)
	Suzannah (1)
	swear (1)
	swirling (1)
	sworn (1)
	symphony (1)
	symposia (1)
	symposium (36)

	Index: symposiums..ten
	symposiums (1)
	synonym (1)
	system (9)
	systems (2)
	t-o-n (1)
	table (9)
	takes (2)
	taking (3)
	talk (86)
	talked (8)
	talking (23)
	talks (15)
	tape (1)
	taps (1)
	targeted (1)
	taught (3)
	teach (2)
	teaching (3)
	team (2)
	technical (2)
	Ted (1)
	teeth (1)
	telling (2)
	tells (1)
	ten (4)

	Index: ten-minute..theorists
	ten-minute (1)
	Tennessee (1)
	tenure (19)
	tenured (5)
	Terence (1)
	term (10)
	terminal (1)
	terms (11)
	testified (14)
	testify (2)
	testifying (2)
	testimony (7)
	Texas (33)
	Texas' (1)
	Texas-austin (2)
	text (4)
	textbook (5)
	textbooks (1)
	Thad (1)
	then-president (1)
	theoretical (3)
	Theoria (10)
	theories (8)
	theorist (6)
	theorists (15)

	Index: theorized..things
	theorized (1)
	theory (213)
	theory's (9)
	thesis (2)
	thick (2)
	thin (1)
	thing (19)
	things (38)

	Index: thinking..timeline
	thinking (3)
	Thomas (2)
	thought (21)
	thought-provoking (1)
	thoughtful (1)
	thoughts (1)
	thousands (7)
	threatened (1)
	three- (2)
	three-fifths (3)
	three-week (1)
	thrown (1)
	tied (1)
	Tim (2)
	time (106)
	timeframe (1)
	timeline (2)

	Index: timely..translated
	timely (1)
	times (4)
	Timothy (45)
	title (7)
	titled (4)
	titles (1)
	today (27)
	today's (2)
	told (8)
	tomorrow (2)
	ton (1)
	tonal (15)
	tonalities (1)
	tonality (6)
	tone (5)
	tones (9)
	tonic (2)
	top (5)
	topic (3)
	tortoise (1)
	total (1)
	touch (1)
	tough (1)
	traditional (1)
	traditions (1)
	transcribed (1)
	transcript (1)
	transition (2)
	transitioned (2)
	transitioning (1)
	translated (2)

	Index: translation..uh-huh
	translation (2)
	translations (2)
	travel (1)
	traveled (1)
	treated (2)
	triads (1)
	trip (1)
	troubling (1)
	true (16)
	trumpeter (1)
	truth (1)
	truthfully (1)
	Turkey (1)
	Turkish (1)
	turn (7)
	turnaround (2)
	turning (1)
	turns (1)
	turtle (1)
	tweets (1)
	twenty (1)
	Twenty-two (1)
	twin (1)
	Twitter (9)
	two-year (3)
	type (3)
	Typical (1)
	typo (1)
	U.S. (2)
	uh-huh (279)

	Index: ultimately..understanding
	ultimately (11)
	un-tenured (1)
	unacceptable (2)
	unaware (1)
	unclear (4)
	uncouple (2)
	uncourageous (1)
	undergrad (1)
	undergraduate (5)
	undergraduates (3)
	underpinnings (2)
	understand (38)
	understandable (1)
	understanding (6)

	Index: understands..UNT2705
	understands (1)
	understood (7)
	uneasy (2)
	unequivocably (1)
	unequivocally (1)
	uninformed (1)
	uninterested (1)
	Union (1)
	United (42)
	universe (1)
	university (59)
	unpack (3)
	unpacking (1)
	unplugged (2)
	unreasonable (1)
	UNT (14)
	UNT02560 (1)
	UNT02645 (1)
	UNT02658 (1)
	UNT02697 (1)
	UNT02705 (1)
	UNT02707 (1)
	UNT02708 (1)
	UNT02758 (1)
	UNT1146 (1)
	UNT2559 (1)
	UNT2657 (1)
	UNT2663 (1)
	UNT2705 (1)

	Index: UNT2758..vulnerable
	UNT2758 (1)
	untenured (1)
	unusual (1)
	upcoming (3)
	upholding (2)
	upholds (1)
	upstate (1)
	USSR (1)
	utilizes (1)
	utter (1)
	valid (1)
	valued (1)
	van (1)
	Vancouver (4)
	vary (1)
	vast (3)
	venue (1)
	verbatim (5)
	Vermeer (1)
	version (1)
	vetting (1)
	vib- (1)
	vibrating (1)
	vice (2)
	victorious (1)
	video (2)
	Vienna (3)
	view (16)
	viewed (2)
	viewing (1)
	viewpoints (3)
	views (5)
	vigorously (1)
	violated (2)
	violinist (1)
	virtual (3)
	virtually (9)
	virulently (2)
	vis-à-vis (1)
	visa (1)
	visas (1)
	visit (9)
	voice (3)
	volume (23)
	volumes (1)
	vulnerability (1)
	vulnerable (1)

	Index: wage..white
	wage (1)
	wait (4)
	walk (2)
	walks (1)
	Wall (1)
	Walls (46)
	Walls' (1)
	Walton (18)
	Walton's (1)
	wanted (13)
	War (1)
	watching (1)
	water (1)
	waves (1)
	ways (6)
	weak (1)
	website (8)
	week (5)
	weekly (1)
	weeks (2)
	weigh (1)
	Weisse (1)
	welcomed (2)
	Welcoming (1)
	Wes- (1)
	West (5)
	Western (3)
	Wettrennen (1)
	whatsoever (1)
	Wheeldon (4)
	white (118)

	Index: whiteness..work
	whiteness (11)
	who'd (1)
	widest (1)
	Wiener (3)
	wife (3)
	Wikipedia (6)
	willful (1)
	William (4)
	window (1)
	windows (1)
	winter (5)
	Winter/spring (1)
	wires (1)
	withheld (1)
	witnesses (1)
	Wolfgang (1)
	woman (2)
	women (1)
	wondering (2)
	word (41)
	words (24)
	work (32)

	Index: worked..Youtube
	worked (5)
	working (6)
	workings (1)
	works (8)
	world (6)
	worth (3)
	wrap (1)
	Wright (1)
	writ (1)
	write (7)
	writer (1)
	writes (6)
	writing (9)
	writings (10)
	written (20)
	wrong (2)
	wrote (20)
	Yale (5)
	Ye- (1)
	year (6)
	years (32)
	years-plus (1)
	York (16)
	Youtube (3)

	Index: Yup..Zooming
	Yup (5)
	Zoom (2)
	Zooming (1)



