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This is my lawyer lying under oath and this is what
they were talking about when they said he was in
error on page 111 of the June 23™ transcript. The next
page is the billing statement that he received the
document he lied about called Order on motion to
seize Luster’s Chose in action dated 6Sept00 that
gave Randy and I the ownership of three claims of
Luster’s against Gooch. The third page is that
Document. It went straight into his drawer and it
wont take your imagination to figure out why, once
you understand what it was designed to do. They
could not pull off the heist they had in mind if Judge
Henning or I knew about it. This dates the conspiracy
early in 2000 or late 1999.
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Mr. Gooch and not paid me anymore fees and not
wasted money on appeals and not wasted money on
collections.

Q You know, you're talking about all these
collection proceedings that were brought against
Mr. Luster during the pendency of this appeal.

The fact of the matter is is that Mr.

McDonald, Mr. Gooch's other lawyer, was also working
with you in concert in setting a deposition in aid
of execution in levying on that judgment and, in
fact, there were attempts made to actually
substitute your client in this case; wasn't there?

" A I don't think there was any attempt to
substitute my client.

Q Did you get an order from the judge down
here permitting your client to be substituted as a
party plaintiff?

A No, I don't think so. I think that what
the federal court ordered was that we were allowed
to execute on that cause of action. We could have
presumably by executing on that cause of action it
would have then been put up for sale. If we were
the successful bidder at the sale pursuant to our

judgment then, yes, we could have intervened in the

case and pursued those claims.
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