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ASKED AND ANSWERED

Objection, the question has already been asked and
answered 18~ 72 AR ~as afety
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ASKING THE JURY TO PREJUDGE THE EVIDENCE

Objection, the question asks the Jury to prejudge the
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ASKING A QUESTION WHICH INTRODUCES
PREJUDICIAL OR INFLAMMATORY EVIDENCE
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Objection, the question Introduces inadmissible
prejudicial evidence
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ASKING A QUESTION WHICH IS NOT RELATED TO AN
INTELLIGENT EXERCISE OF A
PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE OR CHALLENGE FOR
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Objection, the question is not related to an intelligent
exercise of...
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ASSUMES FACTS NOT IN EVIDENCE

Objection, the question assumes facts not in evidence
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BEST EVIDENCE RULE

Objection, offered exhibit fails to meet the best evidence
rule
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Objection, Your Honor, this is beyond the scope of the
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CALLS FOR CONCLUSION

Objection, counsel's question call for a conclusion
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CALLS FOR SPECULATION

Objection, Your Honor, calls for speculation
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COMPOUND QUESTION
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