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and documents not in evidence and it's not relevant 

and it could be part of a settlement discussion that 

is currently ongoing right now. 

ATTY. RUBIN: I could address any of those to 

the extent that the Court wants. 

THE COURT: Well actually we are going to stop 

for the day, but I don't like to leave a pending 

question. 

Okay. So what is the relevance? 

ATTY. RUBIN: The relevance is, is that they are 

discussing with JHM and have been for years and they 

have not provided Jason with the same opportunity. 

They -- and in fact, they have taken position, 

as he will testify, that they have taken the position 

with him that they won't discuss anything with him 

until he becomes redeveloper. 

and 

THE COURT: So? 

ATTY. RUBIN: Yet, they are -

THE COURT: So? 

ATTY. RUBIN: So 

THE COURT: I mean the bank is entitled to talk 

ATTY. RUBIN: Not the bank. 

THE COURT: Yes, they are. That's in the LDA 

and they are entitled to say, we're a bank, we don't 

build things, and you know, we'll use XYZ. 

I don't see anything wrong about this or 
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nefarious and I don't see how it has anything to do 

with Mr. Milligan. 

ATTY. RUBIN: If they are not treating him 

consistently with the way that they are treating 

other people similarly situated, the issue is not 

THE COURT: So what? So what? 

Say you can prove that. 

ATTY. RUBIN: Yeah. 

THE COURT: Say they say, no, he's different. 

ATTY. RUBIN: Yeah. 

THE COURT: We don't trust him. 

ATTY. RUBIN: Yeah. 

THE COURT: You know, we think he did something 

to us. We are not going to deal with him the way we 

deal with the bank. 

What -- why is that wrong? 

ATTY. RUBIN: You know, if that's -- if they 

would just come forward and say that, then that's not 

wrong. 

But they are hedging and they are not admitting 

things that are true, so these become issues of 

credibility as well and impeachment. 

To the extent that Mr. Sheehan said, yeah, you 

know what, we haven't -- you know, we told Jason we 

didn't want to deal with him because we don't trust 

him, okay. 

But that's not what the testimony is. And the 
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testimony, as I am sure this will be briefed at some 

point in time, is a moving target. 

THE COURT: Well it's all moving. Okay. We are 

going to pick this up tomorrow. We are going to -

at this time, I am going to sustain the objection 

without prejudice. 

ATTY. RUBIN: Okay. 

THE COURT: And so you can do what you want to 

do in the morning. 

ATTY. RUBIN: Thank you. 

THE COURT: Okay, all right. 

ATTY. WILLIAMS: Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay, everybody. Let's go out and 

see what the outside world holds for us and we'll see 

you tomorrow at 10:00 o'clock. 

ATTY. RUBIN: See you tomorrow at 10:00 

o'clock. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

THE CLERK: Court is adjourned. 

* * * * * * 
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