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1 Q. Okay. I just sort of wanted -- what I'm 14:55:48

2 trying to clarify, though, is specifically with respect 14:55:50

3 to Exhibit No. 2. We've acknowledged that there were 14:55:53
4 several exhibits attached to the letter. 14:55:57
5 And I want to make sure I know when you first 14:55:59
6 read those exhibits. 14:56:05
7 Did you first read those exhibits about the 14:56:06
8 time you got the letter? 14:56:09
9 A. Shortly thereafter, yes. November, the last 14:56:12
10 part of November, uh-huh. 14:56:14
11 0. Now, in Exhibit No. 3, the letter of June 4th, 14:56:17
12 2001, it says that the -- well, let's see. 14:56:22
13 It says that, in the last paragraph, that the 14:56:42
14 material was accurate when written and based on thorough 14:56:48
15 research. 14:56:51
16 Do you see that? 14:56:52
17 A. Yes, sir. 14:56:56
18 Q. What was the thorough research that you were 14:56:57
19 referring to in that phrase? 14:56:59
20 A. The documentation in Witness Lee's books that 14:57:07
21 covered over at least 150 pages, over 400-and-some 14:57:13
22 footnotes. 14:57:21
23 0. Is that it? 1Is that the total of the 14:57:28
24 research? 14:57:32
25 A. I don't know if that's the total, but that's a 14:57:32
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