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Mr, Joe'Shields
16822 Stardale Lane -.
Friendswood, Texas 77546· {L;~~;ii.~l':)';f';'k;i &!<
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Re:.. j2Globtd(Co1J!inun'cgtlo1lS; Inc< v; Pro/us IPilalgtiOly.lnc; .
-·Pliited ·Strites.Distr.ict.Court·~~s'N~~'·~v.p,§rRi~~q}t (A.i'WI ) . '

. .' . .. . , . "":F- ':~~~ >~.?~~ }.~-Kf~~~;.. . ","

Dear Mr. Shields:

I am in receipt ofyour letter and voicenurll ofJUlY:18;20'08ILetm~t!1S~ureYQuthat we
have a legitimate need to take your deposition. as we are confident :youM~~-mronnatiori that is
both relevant and essential in theabove~referencedlaw~t. :. . ,- .

. To the extent you.hav~·aJ\lStifiabieCont1i~i.Wi~ ~e sc.b~d\llingofthedeposition on July
14, 2008 at· 9:30 a.ril:;'I'C.~~~ti"1!g{,iow()ik· with you.to sC!le¢( a.'n1~tuaUy'agreeablealtCmative' '
date or time provided y-Ou agree to ac~t s,erviceof a new subpo.ena~ . I do not ~ticipatethat
yourdeposition will lastlong; soifa different starttimeori July 14thwoul~ be more convenient; ,

.please let me know: .. Otherwise" please let ~eknowthe' nat~ of your'sclleduling coIlflict .and
provide me withaltert1ative dates, and times. ,,'If you. have counsel, and "Wouldprefe:r. please
provide me with his or hernameandcontacti~forinatiot1sothatt can coordiilate your deposition

through' yourc~~·;~,i.'.Lfi,~;;:;~···ii;;ii'~::if:;';~~~~(c;!:,'7~';;~··~:'j:~,·.r~k~i~:~g~~·~~;ipl"· . .
.I look fo~4;dh~~rii fro~.;itber y~~:cit Y~Ur 2bqnSei :reg~dinglh,esearran.gements ..

.Sincerely, .

... '~it
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Comments: Notice the legalese claiming to to have a "legitimate need" or "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 I "justify" prior obligations I have. He is saying that no matter what obligations I 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.




