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Dear Mr Shlelds

. I am in recexpt of your letter and vo:cemall of July 18 2008 Let hl “assurc you that we :
have a legitimate need to take your deposition, as we are conﬁdent you have-mformatlon that is -
both. relevant and essenual m the above-referenced lawsmt. o

. To the cxtent you have a Jusuﬁable conﬂlct W1th the scheduling of the deposmon on July o
14, 2008 at-9:30 amn;; I amw}ting to-work with-you to select a mytually agreeable alternative
date or time prov1ded you agree to accept service of a new subpoena, ‘I do not. anticipate that -

~ your deposition will last long; so'if a different start time on July 14th would be more convenient, . -

_please let me know: Otherwise, please let me- know ‘the natpre of your schedulmg conflict and -
provide me with alternative dates and times. - If you have. counsel, and would prefer, please -
provide me with his or her name and contact mformatlon so that I can coordmate your deposmon
thr0ugh your counsel s ;

Comments: Notice the Iegalese clalmlng ) to have a Iegltlmate need confident" but never saying
|what it is they really want. This language is used for evasive purposes and Is used to bamboozle the
courts into believing that they don't need justification for anything they do. Next is the first indication of
this attorney's attitude toward anyone not an attorney - he is demanding that | "justify" prior obligations
4l have. He is saying that no matter what obligations | have they are not as important as his subpoena.
Then more legalese "willing to work... different date..." but only suggests a different start time. And
then the real reason for the subpoena comes to light - the demand to force me to spend my family's
[money on a lawyer.
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