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STATE OF WASHINGTON, et al,

1 10~~ "~
UNITED STATES DISTRICT'5~UJRK' W-PtL~

WESTERN DISTRICT O'P"Ij)~gi"08
AT SEATTLEW 0 0)XA) 0EP0110LNK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, et al )
)

Plaintiffs, )
)

V. ) NO. 9 2 1 3
)
) AFFIDAVIT
)

De fendant s . )
)
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss

COUNTY OF KING )
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STUART. F. PIERSON, being first duly sworn, on

oath deposes and. Says:

l. I am an Assistant United States Attorney in the

office. of stan PPit)cin, United. States Attorney for the

Western District of Washington. As such, I have been

assigned to hsndle the case for the United States in United

States v, the State of Washington, No. 9213~ Western Dkstrict

of Washington; and I have been designatec1 by the Court as

plaintiffs' liaison counsel. in that case.

2. Neither I nor any of the plaintiffs' attorneys

have receivecl formal or informal. recluests for extension of

time from the Game defendants to answer our Interrogatories

of August 18 ancL 25, 1972.

3. A meeting of plaintiffs' counsel was held on.

November 21, 1972, in my office to discuss 0he delay in

preparation. for trial occasioned. by the Game defendants'

failure to, answer our Interrogatories, to file memorsncLa in

opposition to our motions to stri)ce. affirmative defenses and

to file their putative motion for summary Judges nt. It was

concluded, with some frustration, by all counsel, that our

discovery and, preparation for trial st least: as to the Game

defendants were stalled completely. During this meeting it



was agreed that: we would bring on the motions t;o which this
af'fidavit; is attached and request, the specific dates and

hearings specif'ied in the att;ached motions.

4. None of the plaintiffs' counsel has z'eceived, the

def'endants ' status report to the Court due on October 15,
1972.
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5. It is my recollection that; at, the pretrial con-

f'erence on May 25, 1972, counsel f'or the Game def'andante

indicated. that their motion for summazy Judgment and memorand

Tn opposition to motions to strike their affirmative def'enses

would be f11ed within six weeks.

6. None of plaint;Tffs' counsel have received defend-

ants' memoranda Tn opposTtion to our motions to strike
affirmative defenses or' their motion for summary Judgment.

7. At the meeting of plaintiff's' counsel on Novem-

ber 21, 1972, it was agreed that seven trial days was a

realistic estimate as discovery currently stands.

B. At a meeting of counsel regarding another case,
I expressly told counsel f'or the Game def'endants, J. L.

Coniff, that plaintiff's would, file tbe motions attached to
thTs af'fidavit if we had not, received hTs answers to our

Int;errogat;ories prior t;o November 2B, 1972.

9. It is plaintiffs counsel's belief that a rigorous

and, strict schedule through tzial is absolutely necessary

to prevent further unnecessary and unexcused delays in the

progress of' this case. Plaintiff's ar e immecLLately willing

to submit to such a rigorous schedule and it is apparent

that such a schedule is absolutely required to keep the

defendant's moving towand trial.
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STUART P. PI RSON
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SUBSCRIBED MD SWORN TO before me thTs 3 th day o2'

November, l972.

o ry c n an or e
S ate of' Washington, residingat Lynnwood.
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