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| ACCEPT YOUR ARGUMENT. 1 Gugss | REACT FROM FRUSTRATION
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Date: Wednesday, 29 Aprii 1995 1: ssm 1
Don, ﬁ';ankvoufcrvoursvafcmae uent . | disagres with raisi the issue of the -
FeE S L
and to hoid in ressrve if the complainan remaain vexactous, ‘1
oener than that, I've got no probs with YOUr Suggestion exceot that to say we're h to 0
Co-operate for a speedy resolution s not Borne out by the COT case h!msaer and wiil 4 4
deriding mercilessiy by the media. The !}r{efer We are, the mo tikelv we are to get a run on
our own terms However, the wortﬂng‘ clearnlrsomeuﬁ r rée (o with 1an -~
Cag%mu ;«W main concern is about the o stratagy is ’.' Ti e p shing e matter 21
3 meg

Hindsignt teiis me that with ¢ Craeme Schorer we uig have n an agreed media
S S éﬁ%maﬁm&m&“%“ R,
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rties. This wili make !t to revisit the once 3
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Regards,
Creg.
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Subject: RE: COT éases iacest |
té Wed, Apr 21, 1993 1:13pm

nﬂoﬂw Righ

GREG,

m FOR THENOTES. | FEEL THE MEDIA RESPONSE IS A BIT TOO ABRUFTANDBEFBIWE. CANT

THIS IS A DISPUTE %NESSES AND THE APPROPRIATE PLACE TO HAVE IT RESOLVED IS IN

THE COURTS WE ARE TE TO ENSURE A SPEEDY ADDITION
FF&EQ IERHA PROCESS TO RESOLVE USING AN INDEPENDANT ASSESSOR

ESLEEOGGEHASTEBOE? AUSTE’U BUT ms%ss HASTO NOT BEEN ACCEPTED ;

THERE MAY BE OTHER POSTIVE MESSAGES THAT We can INCLUDE.
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