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1 STIPULATION
2 It is hereby sti pul ated and agreed. by

3 and between the parties hereto, through their

4 respecti ve attorneys of record, that thi s
5 deposition may be taken at the time and place

6 herei nbefore set forth, by El i zabeth Bost

7 Simpson, RDR, CRR, CSR 1293, Court Reporter

8 and Notary Publ i c, pu rsuant tD the Federal

9 .Rules of civil procedure, as amended;

10 That the formality of READING AND

11 SIGNING is speci fi ca 11 y NOT WAIVED;

12 That a 11 obj ecti ons, except as to the
13 form of the ~uesti ons and the responsiveness
14 of the answers, are reserved unti 1 such ti me
15 as this deposition, or any part thereof, may
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be used or is sought to be used in evi dence.

VIDEOGRAPHER: Thi s is the conti nuati on

vi deo deposition ofcori Rigsby taken in the
suit styled E.A. Renfroe and company, Inc.,

versus cori Rigsby Moran and Kerri Rigsby,

being Number 2:06-cv-06-WMA-1752-s in the

united states Di stri ct Court of the Northern

District of Alabama, Southern Division.

We are at the offi ces of simpson Burdine

and Migues in Gulfport, Mississippi. Today's

date is Monday, January .14th, 2008. Time

is 10:17 a.m. The court reporter is
El i zabeth si mpson wi th si mpson Bufdi ne and

. Migues. I am Jeff Conner, the legal video
specialist with Conner Reporting.

Would the attorneys please introduce

themselves on audio.

MS. STANLEY: i'm Barbara Stanley with

Helms and Greene, representing E.A. Renfroe

and company.

MR. GREENE: Ãnd I'm Steve Greene with

He 1 ms and Greene.
Page 4
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MR. SMITH: I 'm Mi chae 1 smi th ,

23 representing cori Rigsby and Kerri Rigsby.
24

25

VIDEOGRAPHER: Thank you.

(OATH ADMINISTERED)

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

CORI RIGSBY,

having been produced and fi rst duly

sworn, testi fi ed as fo 11 ows:

EXMINATION

BY MS. STANLEY:

Q. Would you please state your full name

for the report.

A. cori ALynn Ri gsby.

Q. Ms ~ Ri gsby, thi s is the conti nuati on of

11 a deposition that you gave almost a year ago, and

12 . I just want to review some agreements that we had

l3 a year ago. In the i nteri m I understand you J ve

14 given several depositions, so this will come as no

15 surprise to you. But i'd like for us to agree to
16 tal k just one at a ti me so Mrs. simpson can take

17 down all of the words accurately. Agreed?

18

19

A. Yes.

And, agai n, you need to state ve rba 11 YQ.

20 any of your responses. An eloquent shrug wi 11 not

21 appear in the wri tten record, and so we need a

22 verbal response; okay?

23

24

25

A. okay.

Q. If you don't understand my question or

have any concern about a term that's bei ng used,
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it i S very important that you 1 et me know. Ag reed?

A. Yes.

3Q. we had some confusion during the first
4 deposition over the meaning -- like M;ke

5 obj ecti on. Go ahead.

6 MS. STANLEY: okay. You're goi n9 to

7 object in the middle of a question?

8 MR. SMITH: Yes, I 1m obj ecti ng. because

9 you test; fi ed . But go ahead.

10 MS. STANLEY: okay.
11 Q. We had some confusi on in the fi rst

12 deposition over the meaning of the word copy. And

13 so I want to avoi d that ki nd of thi ng in thi s
14 deposi ti on. So it i S very important that if
15 there i s any ambi gui ty 0 r any confusi on about a

16 term that you wi 11 pl ease. 1 et me know so at the

17 end of the deposi ti on we -- I can understand that

18 you had understood my questi ons and that your

19 answers were to my questions; okay?

20 A. okay.
21 Q. if you need to take a break, let me
22 know. If we i re not in the mi ddl e of a questi on,
23 i 'll try to accommodate you. Are you taki ng any

24 medi cati on that coul d affect you r abi 1 i ty to

25 respond to the deposition this morning?
8
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1 A. No, I'm not.
2 Q. DO you still 1 i ve at 10021 mocki ngbi rd

3 ci rcl e in Ocean springs, Mississippi?

4 A. Yes.

5 Q. i want to check to see if you have any

6 documents to supplement you r document product; on
page 6
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7 that you've made in thi s case. Di d you bri ng any

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

documents this morning to supplement your

p roducti on?

A. No, I did not.
Q. Have you filed your 2006 income taxes

i
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yet?

A. No, I have not.
Q. okay ~ DO you have an esti mated ti me

when you're go; ng to f; l.e your 2006 taxes?

A. No, i do not.
Q. okay . ~ want to remi nd you that we have

an outstanding request for the tax return, and so

as soon as it's filed, we'd certainly like to get

it; okay?

A. Okay.

Q. Are there any other documents that you

plan to produce to supplement your prior

producti on?

MR. SMITH: well, let me just object and
9

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

say that obvi ously counsel for the defendant

is; n the busi ness of revi ew; ng document

requests and provi di ng documents. The

defendant is not doi ng that hersel f, as is

true i n all cases, but you can ask her what

you want.

MS. STANLEY: Is that an objection?

MR. SMITH: Yes.

MS. STANLEY: okay. I object to the
speaki ng obj ecti on. The obj ecti on is form, I
suppose and not a speak; ng obj ecti on; okay?

Page 7
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You agree that under the rul es you're not
allowed to gi ve speaki ng obj ecti ons?

MR. SMITH: Barbara, what i'm trying to

15 tell you is you can ask me for documents and

16 i'm happy to tell you. My client is not in a
17 position to -- you don't -- you served me and
18 not her. You can ask her about this,but I
19 think the --the question has no predicate,
20 is the problem, because you're aski ng the

21 wrong person for thi s, but you can ask her.
22 I'm not instructing her not to answer. i
23 just wanted to make an obj ecti on.

24 RY MS. STANLEY:

25 Q. subject to your counsel's speaking
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1 obj ecti on, do you have any other documents to

2 supplement your prior production that you intend

3 to produce?

4

5

A. Not to my knowledge, no.

similarly, i have not received anyQ.

6 supplementation to your prior deposition

7 testi mony . Are you awa re of p rovi di ng any

8 supplementation to your prior deposition

9 testimony?

10

11

A. r'm not unite sure what you're asking.

Sure. under the rules, if the testimonyQ.

12 you give at a deposition is incomplete or

13 misleading and you discover that it is incomplete

14 or mi sl ead, the party has a duty to suppl ement.

15 And I just wondered if had you any supp 1 ementati on

16 for your prior depositi on to offer?

17 A. Today.
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18 Q. Today?
19 A. Are you sayi ng that we di dn' t send that
20 in?
21 Q.I haven't received it if it
22 A. The reason i'm aski ng, I i ve done some
23 suppl ements to some deposi tiDns, but I don't .

24 remember specifically if it was yours or not.

25 Q. okay. well, then let me just cover a
11

1 couple of topics that I think cover our subject to

2 the suppl ementati on category.

3 who are you currently employed by right

4 now?

5

6.

A. i'm not currently employed right now.

All ri ght. DO you have any consul ti n9Q.

7 agreements with anyone?

8

9

10

11

12

A. No, I don't.

Q. so you are no longer consulting for any

lay fi rm?

A. No, I'm not.

Q. when was 1 ast date that you were a

r
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13 consultant to any law fi rm?

14 A. I don't remember specifically the last

15 date. i bel i eve the fi rst part of January is when

16. i had the -- we had -- the deci si on was made.

17

18

Q. What deci si on was that?

That we woul d no longer be consulti ngA.

19 with scruggs Katrina Group.

20

21

22

Q. okay. So as of the fi rst part of
January, you were no longer consul ti ng for the

scruggs Katrina Group; is that correct?
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23

24 yes.
25

1 your mi nd?

2

3

A.
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End of December, fi rst part of January,

Q. But you don't have a date certain in
12

A.

r
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Q.

No.

And at the end of your consul ti ng

4 relationship with the Scruggs Katrina Group,

5 between then and today, di d you do any consul ti ng

6 for any other law fi rm?

7

8

A. NO.

Have you ever been a consul tant fo r theQ.

9 Katrina Litigation Group?

10

11

A. No.

okay. Have you ever been pai d as aQ.

12 consultant by any law fi rm that is a member of the

13 Kat ri na L i ti gati on Group?

14

15

A. Not to my knowl edge, no.

Do you know whi ch 1 aw fi rms compri se theQ.

16 Katrina Litigation Group? .

17

18

19

21

20 Barrett.

A. I bel i eve I do, yes.
would you name those for me?

Love 1 ess, the nut fi rm and Barrett, Don

Q.

A.

Q. At the end of your consulting i

I

I

I
i
I
!

j

L
i
i
,
¡

i
i

I

r

i

22 arrangement with the scruggs Katri na Group, was

23 your compensation still $150,000 a year?

24

25

A. Yes.

Q. DO you recall about how many hours you
13

1 put in in December of '07 as a consultant with the

2 Scruggs Katri na Group?
Page 10
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A. None.

Q. None?

A. Nuh-uh.

Okay. how about November?

I don i t remember November.

Okay. You don i t remember --

How many hou rs .

But you did have some hours in November?

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

A. I i m not I

i

i

i
i

i

I

I
i
i
i

i
i

I
î
!

í

!

I don't remember. i'm sorry.

Q. okay. How about October of ' 077

No. we haven't actively consulted.A.

14 we i ve gotten together, but it's been more about

15 the -- I guess the cases that are goi ng on, the

16 Renfroe case and the other case that we 're

17 i nvo 1 ved in. so i don't - - i don't rea 11 y

18 consi der it consul ti ng, I don i t guess.
19 Q. okay. Let me explore that just a mi nute

20 and make su re I understand what you 're sayi ng.

21 when was your last active consultation .with

22 Scruggs Katrina Group or any of its members?

23

24

A. I don't remember exactly when that was.

Do you recall what season it was? Was

¡
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Q.

25 it summer, fall, spring? Was it cold? was it
14

1 hot?

2 A. i would just be specu 1 ati ng.

3 Q. Give me your best shot.

4 A. It was probably -- i know we've talked
5 with the the Scruggs group before they were no

6 longer with SKG in oxford about cases in the fall.

7 Q. The fall of 'on
page 11
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The fall of '07.A.

Q. okay. DO you reca 11 tal ki ng to any of

10 the other Scruggs Katrina Group members in the

11 fall of '07?
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13

A. NO.

DO you remember approximately how muchQ.

14 ti me you sperit in the fall of i 07 consul ti rig wi th

15 the Scruggs Law Fi rm?

16 A. NO, but it was d rasti call y reduced from
17 what had been previously because of all the

18 1 i ti gati on goi ng on wi th everyone.

19 And what do you mean, all the 1 i ti gati onQ.

20 goi ng on wi th everyone?

21 A. we 11, we were busy wi th these

22 depositions and Mcintosh, the MCIntosh case, and

23 then just all the -- Dick's personal case.

24 Q. Did you consider your work for the

25 Mcintosh ca~e as part of your consulting
15

'"

1 obligations?

2 A. I didn't think it through that much.

3 That's why it's hard to answer the questions. i'm

4 a witness and i was an employee, so I didn't i

5 di dn' t di sti ngui sh Mcintosh when I. was asked a

6 questi on. ~ don't -- whether it was a personal or

7 a work question.

8 Okay. So du ri ng the McIntosh case, youQ.

9 had a dual role as a witness and as a consultant

10 to the Scruggs 1 aw fi rm or the Scruggs Katri na

11 Group?

12 MR. SMITH: objection. No predicate.

13 Go ahead.
Page 12
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You could say dual. I didn't -- I

15 wasn't consciously thinking of it that way. I

16 just -- I didn't -- I didn't divide it in my mind

17 whether it was personal or a work relationship.

18 Question was asked, I just answered it.
19 Q. okay. But duri ng that ti me, were you

;
!
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I

20 consulting with the scruggs Law Firm or any member

21 of the Scruggs Katri na Group rel ated to the

22 MCIntosh litigation?

23 A. I remember tal ki ng about MCIntosh

24 litigation. i cannot tell you if it was in a

25 consulting -- as a consultant or as a witness. I
16

1 don't -- i'm not sure which one it would fall
2 under.

3 Q. And all through 2007, you received your

4 monthly or was it -- did you -- were you paid
5 monthly or bimonthly?

6

7 Q.

Bì monthly.

You conti nued to receive your bimonthly

A.

8 checks as a consultant all through 2007?

9

10

A. Yes, I did.

Q. It was no reducti on in your payment

11 duri ng that peri od of ti me?
12

13

A. NO.

In your prior deposition we discussedQ.

14 what was referred to in a that deposi tion as the
15 Apri 1 representati on. DO you remember that? That

16 we -- every time we tried to define it further,

17 there was an objection, a privilege objection. Do

18 you recall that?

Page 13
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I do.

So I i d 1 i ke to understand now that theQ.

21 April representation was the original filing you

22 ever key tam action, was it not?
23

24

A. That i S correct.

Q. And di d you understand that the

25 privilege objections related to the fact that that
17

1 key tam action was sealed in January of '06 --

2 excuse me -- January of '07 when we were taki ng

3 your deposi ti on. IS that correct?
4

5

A. That was my understand1ng.

All ri ght. si nce the key tam acti on isQ.

6 no longer sealed, i'd like to revisit a couple of

7 the questi ons that we had duri ng that peri od of

8 time because i believe that the basis for the

9 obj ecti on has evaporated. So the questi on then

10 and the question now is i need a list of all of

11 the 1 awyers who represent you, ; n addi ti on to the

12 Scruggs Law Firm, the Zuckerman law firm and the

13 Battl e AFl eenor 1 aw fi rm. .

14 MR. SMITH: obj ecti on . vague. No ti me

15 frame.
16 MS. STANLEY: okay. i'm sorry. We were

I
I

I

i

i
i
i
I
I.
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17 tal ki ng about the Apri 1 2006 ti me frame.
18 MR. SMITH: . Well, Barbara, you know we

19 didn't represent her in April 2006.
20 MS. STANLEY: I understand.

21 BY MS. STANLEY:

22 Q. But I want a 1 i st of all of the 1 awyers

23 that have represented you begi nni ng in

24 October 2005 through the present, excluding the
Page 14
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Scruggs Law Firm, the zuckerman law firm, and the
18 ì
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1

2

3

4

5

6

Battl e Fl eenor 1 aw fi rm.

A. Okay.

MR. SMITH: obj ecti on. It's vague. Are

you aski ng for 1 awyers who have represented

her from -- begi nni ng in that ti me, whi ch is

the wprd you used, or do you mean since that

7 ti me?
8 BY MS. STANLEY:

9 Q. Starting in october of 2005 to present,

10 please idenLify all lawyers that were retained by

11 you or that were representing you in any manner,

12 excl udi ng the Scruggs Law Fi rm, the zuckerman 1 aw

13 fi rm and the Battle Fl eeno r 1 aw fi rm.

14 A. Greg Hawley and Kitty Brown and Tony

15 Dewi tt, Mary wi nters (-).

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Q. wait. wait. Wait. who Dewi tt?

A. Tony Dewitt.

Q. what di d he represent you for?

A. The key tam.

Q. okay. Next?

A. Mary wi nters.

Q. okay.

A. Chi P Robertson (- ) and Todd. I can't

!

i.
í
:

j

25

24 remember Todd's last name.

Q. Anybody el se?
19

1 A. I had a -- I don't remember if it was

2 exactly during that time i had a divorce attorney,

3 .but I think it was before October '05. Eddie

page 15
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4 williams was my divorce attorney.

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

5

6 you on?

Q. Okay. what di d Mary wi nters represent

A. Key tam.

How about chi p Robertson?

The same.

How about Todd?

Q.

A.

Q.

A. Key tam.

what law fi rm are they with? .

It's chip's law firm. i can't remember

Q.

A.

14 the exact name.

15 Q.. Where are they based?

16 A. Mi ssouri .
17 Q. What about Don Barrett's law firm? Did

i
;

I

i
i
i
I
I
i

¡..

I

!
i
,
i
;
i
i

i

I

I
i

i

.1
i
l

¡
J

¡
i

I

f
c-
I
I
i
i
!

18 he not represent you in depos; ti ons from t; me to

19 time?

20 A. i'm sorry. I thought he was part of the

21 Scruggs Katrina Group.

Q. NO. My -- i specifically meant the22

23 scruggs Law Firm.

A. okay.

In addi ti on -- di d Don Barrett represent
20

24

25 Q.

2

1 you from ti me to ti me?

A. I don 't -- I remember hi s son

3 represented me in a deposi ti on, I thi nk in a mock

4 Mcintosh deposi ti on, but I don' t remember Don

5 Barrett representing me.

6

7

8

MR. SMITH: I want to have a conti nu; ng

obj ecti on to thi s whole 1 i ne of questi oni ng .

It's absolutely obvious its intent is to

9 support a motion to disqualify in Mcintosh,
page 16
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10 which is completely improper, and I just want
11 a continuing objection to all of it.
12 MS. STANLEY: okay. In response to your

13 conti nui ng obj ecti on, as part of the damages
14 in our case, we are seeki ng resti tuti on or
15 di sgorgement of all the benefi ts that -- that
16 the Ri gsby si sters have recei ved. The
17 attorneys' fees that have been pai d on thei r
18 behalf are a benefit, so i'm entitled to
19 explore these.
20 MR. SMITH: I have a continuing

21 objection to them.
22

23

24

MS. STANLEY: okay.

MR. SMITH: Ag reed?

MS. STANLEY: Yes.

25 BY MS. STANLEY:
21

1 Q. okay. so Don Barrett i slaw fi rm
i

r

i

i
i
J
i
i

i
i
I

I
i

I
i

i
i
i
i

I
Î

i
!

i

2 represented you in at least one deposition?

3 A. Y~s.
4 Q. Any other members of the scruggs Katrina

5 Group? Di d any other member of the scruggs

6 Katrina Group represent you in any capacity?

7

8

A. Not that I recall, no.

Do you ever receive invoices for theQ.

9 fees of any of the attorneys, excl udi ng the

10 scruggs Law Fi rm, the zuckerman law fi rm, the

11 Battl e Fl eenor 1 aw fi rm, and the 1 i st of 1 awyers

12 that you just gave me? Do you ever receive the
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13

14

invoi ce for thei r fees?

A. I i ve neve r




