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TO:  The Honorable Peter A. Cahill, Judge of District Court, and counsel for Defendants,  

Earl Gray, 1st Bank Building, 332 Minnesota Street, Suite W1610, St. Paul, MN  55101; 
Thomas Plunkett, U.S. Bank Center, 101 East Fifth Street, Suite 1500, St. Paul, MN  55101; 
Robert Paule, 920 Second Avenue South, Suite 975, Minneapolis, MN  55402. 

 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on June 13, 2022, or as soon thereafter as counsel may be 

heard, the State of Minnesota will bring the following motions in limine.1  

MOTIONS 

1. The State moves this Court to prohibit defense counsel from engaging in speaking 

objections and to require all arguments in support of an objection to occur at a bench 

conference or to otherwise occur outside of the jury’s perception.  See generally 

Minn. R. Evid. 103(c). 

 
1 The State intends to notice and file additional motions in limine at a later date. 

27-CR-20-12953 Filed in District Court
State of Minnesota
4/1/2022 12:41 PM



 
2 

 

2. The State moves this Court to prohibit Defendants from introducing irrelevant 

character evidence not permitted by the rules of evidence or case law.  See Minn. 

R. Evid. 404(a)(1) (permitting only evidence “of a pertinent trait of character”); 

State v. Lasnetski, 696 N.W.2d 387, 395 (Minn. App. 2005). 

3. The State moves this Court to prohibit reference to Defendants’ spouses, children, 

or other family members in opening statements, closing arguments, and direct or 

cross-examinations.  See Minn. R. Evid. 402, 403, 404(a)(1). 

4. The State moves this Court to prohibit Defendants’ counsel from commenting at 

any time during the trial or during closing arguments on the failure or alleged failure 

of the prosecution to call a witness or introduce evidence equally available to either 

party.  See State v. Bernardi, 678 N.W.2d 465, 471 (Minn. App. 2004) (citing State 

v. Thomas, 232 N.W.2d 766, 768 (Minn. 1975)). 
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Dated: April 1, 2022    Respectfully submitted, 

      KEITH ELLISON 
      Attorney General 

State of Minnesota 
 

/s/ Matthew Frank  
MATTHEW FRANK 
Assistant Attorney General 
Atty. Reg. No. 021940X 
 
445 Minnesota Street, Suite 1400 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101-2131 
(651) 757-1448 (Voice) 
(651) 297-4348 (Fax) 
matthew.frank@ag.state.mn.us 
 
NEAL KUMAR KATYAL (pro hac vice) 
DANIELLE DESAULNIERS STEMPEL 
  (pro hac vice) 
NATHANIEL AVI GIDEON ZELINSKY     
  (pro hac vice) 
Special Attorneys for the State of Minnesota 
Hogan Lovells U.S. LLP 
555 Thirteenth Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
(202) 637-5600 (Voice) 
neal.katyal@hoganlovells.com 
 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
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