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BlackSDA __ 3ABN _ "the Evidence Will All Be Brought Out In A Court Of Law”

Posted by: Pickle May 31 2007, 03:43 PM

The following dawned on me:

¢ Danny has repeatedly spurned all requests for the release of evidence that allegedly vindicates
himself, saying that it would all be brought out in a court of law.

e We saw very clearly that whatever evidence was going to be brought out in the ASI hearings was
never going to see the light of day. It would be sealed forever.

e Could it be that Danny's repeated promise that it would all be brought out in a court of law was but a
ruse, and that he always intended to impose the same kind of eternal secrecy he intended the ASI
hearings to have?

I know, I know. Eternal is absolutely positively the wrong word.

"Fear them not therefore: for there is nothing covered, that shall not be revealed; and hid, that shall not be
known" (Mt. 10:26).

"For there is nothing covered, that shall not be revealed; neither hid, that shall not be known" (Lk. 12:2).

Posted by: Artiste May 31 2007, 04:03 PM

Totally agree.

Posted by: Observer May 31 2007, 04:24 PM

Was it a wise move to seal the documents, or was it not?

The answer to that depends upon what is in the docuemnts. It just could be that it was a wise move to
protect 3-ABN from the damage that they woul follow if the public knew what was in them.

As I do not know what is in them I cannot say. But, I assume that 3-ABN was protecting its interests, and
that it assumes that the damage from impounding them will be less than the damage that would follow if the
public knew.

That is only an assuption of mine basd in part upon my view that 3-ABN is recieving excelleant legal advice,
and that the people who know what is in those documents believe it best to keep that information from the
public.



Posted by: Pickle May 31 2007, 05:11 PM
Good points, Gregory.

Because of my interest in apologetics, I tend to think in terms of how the public will react in this scenario
or that scenario. Perhaps one of the earliest references I made to how I felt secrecy would impact public
perceptions was the http://www.maritime-sda-online.org/forums/ubbthreads.php?
ubb=showflat&Number=83373&page=0#Post83372 to Mollie Steenson written on October 17, perhaps 8
days before ASI voted to get involved:

QUOTE

4) Will they be making public the evidence that supports their findings, or will they only make public their
findings?

I ask this last question because from a damage control and apologetic perspective, the only real way to
put all the rumors to rest once and for all is to come across as if 3ABN has nothing to hide.

Take for example these phone records, which Pastor Lomacang stated emphatically that he had personally
seen. After he promised that we could see them if we stopped by, it has taken more than five weeks to :
discover that 3ABN will not allow this, and that gives the impression that they either do not exist or that
they do not say what he claimed they say.

This is even more s0 the case since I asked him on September 8 and October 2 and October 3 and October
10 and October 16 whether the hundreds of hours were actual minutes or billed minutes, and though I did :
get a short reply from him on October 2, he has yet to answer that simple question. The definite {
impression being given is that there never were hundreds of hours spent on the phone.

I think a lot of these rumors could have been easily avoided or dispelled if 3ABN had handled these PR
matters differently. Along these lines, I would suggest that great care be taken in the selection of which
respected church leaders examine all the evidence. If it is perceived that the panel is stacked in favor of
3ABN from the very beginning, it will not settie the questions in people's minds, especially if none of the
evidence is ever made public. Whether the panel is stacked or not Is not as important at this point as how
it is all perceived if the goal is to dispel all the rumors, in my opinion.

God bless.

Bob

I still think it is in their best interest from a PR perspective to fess up where necessary, say I'm sorry, and
avoid coming across like they have something to hide.

Posted by: Artiste May 31 2007, 05:25 PM
And I still think that 3ABN will, sooner rather than later, lose enough donations to put them out of
business.

Negative publicity coming from sources like Save3ABN.com and BlackSDA and also just people talking
among themselves may easily bring about the above results without any further efforts needed.

Posted by: Pickle May 31 2007, 07:15 PM

I sure hope not, Artiste. But I guess it all depends on how they respond to constructive criticism.




Posted by: steffan May 31 2007, 07:32 PM

QUOTE(Pickie @ May 31 2007, 04:43 PM) [

The following dawned on me:

e Danny has repeatedly spurned all requests for the release of evidence that allegedly vindicates
himself, saying that it would all be brought out in a court of law.

e We saw very clearly that whatever evidence was going to be brought out in the ASI hearings was
never going to see the light of day. It would be sealed forever. :

e Could it be that Danny's repeated promise that it would all be brought out in a court of law was but
a ruse, and that he always intended to impose the same kind of eternal secrecy he intended the
ASI hearings to have?

I know, I know. Eternal is absolutely positively the wrong word.

I can’t help but laugh at how you consistently leave out any options that might be construed as 3abn doing
the positive thing.

1 will put another option here for you.

Could it be that Danny's repeated promise that it would all be brought out in a court is exactly what is going
to happen?

Posted by: calvin May 31 2007, 07:38 PM

QUOTE(Artiste @ May 31 2007, 05:25 PM) [

And I still think that 3ABN will, sooner rather than later, lose encugh donations to put them out of
business.

Negative publicity coming from sources like Save3ABN.com and BlackSDA and also just people talking
among themselves may easily bring about the above results without any further efforts needed.

I don’t think so. I think 3ABN has taken the best shots from its critics and survived. I think it's downturn in
donation (if this is true) has more to do with them being off Sky Angel and probably to some extend the
competition from Hope TV than anything here or at save3abn. Don't let the 100K views at savedabn or the
tens of thousand views here fool you. These numbers do not represent unique hits on these websites. But
most probably the same few hundred people returning time after time. Because a few outspoken people feel
adamantly that there needs to be a change in leadership at 3abn, don't get caught up in drinking our own
cool aid thinking that we represent the norm in Adventist. I believe we don’t. Most Adventist don’t care about
what now is a 3 year old messy divorce and firing of Linda. Even here, there is not much new to talk about
that has not already been discussed and discussed again. When I ask people about Linda the usually
response is I heard she was having an affair with a doctor in Europe”. People are not going to take the time
to come here and save3abn to educate themselves on the issues; they got other things going on in their
lives. Most people in my area are just glad to see 3abn back on satellite again. This is not to say that we
have not had any influence.

I know many of you think the smoking gun, knock out punch will come in these law suits, I don't remain
optimistic.




Posted by: steffan May 31 2007, 07:38 PM

QUOTE(Pickle @ May 31 2007, 06:11 PM) [ ]

Good points, Gregory.

I still think it is in their best interest from a PR perspective to fess up where necessary, say I'm sorry, and ;

Unless they have nothing to fess up and say I'm sorry for. A scenerio you haven't thought of?

Let me give you another one on your same old story of John L. saying you get see the bills and then later
you couldn't ....yada yada....Did it ever occure to you that between the time you ask and he said yes and the
weeks following when he said no, that those involved had heard the stirrings and rumors that you guys were
trying to make trouble and they decided to sit it out and see where you were going? Seeing where you did
go, it was a very intelligent move for them to make.

Posted by: Clay May 31 2007, 07:48 PM

QUOTE(calvin @ May 31 2007, 08:38 PM) [ ]

I don’t think so. I think 3ABN has taken the best shots from its critics and survived. I think it's downturn in :
donation (if this is true) has more to do with them being off Sky Angel and probably to some extend the
competition from Hope TV than anything here or at save3abn. Don't let the 100K views at savedabn or the
tens of thousand views here fool you. These numbers do not represent unique hits on these websites. But
most probably the same few hundred people returning time after time. Because a few outspoken people
feel adamantly that there needs to be a change in leadership at 3abn, don’t get caught up in drinking our
own cool aid thinking that we represent the norm in Adventist. I believe we don’t. Most Adventist don’t

care about what now is a 3 year old messy divorce and firing of Linda. Even here, there is not much new

to talk about that has not already been discussed and discussed again. When I ask people about Linda the
usually response is "I heard she was having an affair with a doctor in Europe”. People are not going to :
take the time to come here and save3abn to educate themselves on the issues; they got other things

going on in their lives. Most people in my area are just glad to see 3abn back on satellite again. This is not :
to say that we have not had any influence. :

I know many of you think the smoking gun, knock out punch will come in these law suits, I don’t remain

yep... I am thinking the same thing....

Posted by: sonshineonme May 31 2007, 07:55 PM

| QUOTE(calvin @ May 31 2007, 06:38 PM) [J
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I know many of you think the smoking gun, knock out punch will come in these law suits, I don’t remain
/3 optimistic.

I do remain optimistic.



Posted by: Clay May 31 2007, 08:02 PM
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QUOTE(sonshineonme @ May 31 2007, 08:55 PM) Ll

o

"Do you hear that, Mr. Anderson? That is the sound of inevitability."

Posted by: Rosyroi May 31 2007, 08:26 PM

QUOTE(steffan @ May 31 2007, 05:38 PM) [J

Uniess they have nothing to fess up and say I'm sorry for. A scenerio you haven't thought of?

Let me give you another one on your same old story of John L. saying you get see the bills and then later
you couldn’t ....yada yada....Did it ever occure to you that between the time you ask and he said yes and
the weeks following when he said no, that those involved had heard the stirrings and rumors that you
guys were trying to make trouble and they decided to sit it out and see where you were going? Seeing

Just one more thing to hide. Too bad they chose to hide again.

Too bad they refuse to chose to break the cycle

Pickle, Thank you for the poll.



Rosyroi

Posted by: Artiste May 31 2007, 09:19 PM

QUOTE(calvin @ May 31 2007, 05:38 PM) [J

I don't think so. I think 3ABN has taken the best shots from its critics and survived. I think it’s downturn in
donation (if this is true) has.more to do with them being off Sky Angel and probably to some extend the -
competition from Hope TV than anything here or at save3abn. Don’t let the 100K views at save4abn or the :
tens of thousand views here fool you. These numbers do not represent unique hits on these websites. But
most probably the same few hundred people returning time after time. Because a few outspoken people
feel adamantly that there needs to be a change in leadership at 3abn, don’t get caught up in drinking our
own cool aid thinking that we represent the norm in Adventist. I believe we don’t. Most Adventist don't

care about what now is a 3 year old messy divorce and firing of Linda. Even here, there is not much new

to talk about that has not already been discussed and discussed again. When I ask people about Linda the |
usually response is "I heard she was having an affair with a doctor in Europe”. People are not going to ]
take the time to come here and save3abn to educate themselves on the issues; they got other things

going on in their lives. Most people in my area are just glad to see 3abn back on satellite again. This is not .
to say that we have not had any influence. :

I know many of you think the smoking gun, knock out punch will come in these law suits, I don’t remain
optimistic.

Calvin, does "I don't remain optimistic" refer to optimisim regarding the demise of 3ABN? Or just present
leadership? I'm guessing the latter.

1 agree that many of the views at Save3ABN site may be repeats.

It's true that many SDAs have no idea of problems at 3ABN. I have reason to believe, however, that news is
spreading even as we sit at our computers speculating about it online.

Posted by: Skyhook May 31 2007, 11:06 PM

This quote is speaking about the work of the church in spreading the gospel to the world. She makes
some points that may apply here. Given some other statements that she made about the "surprisingly
simple means” that God will use to finish the work of giving the gospel to the world, I'm not sure it wiil
include sattelite TV.

"There is no need to doubt, to be fearful that the work will not succeed. God is at the head of the work,
and He wili set everything in order. If matters need adjusting at the head of the work, God will attend to
that, and work to right every wrong.... " (R&H, Sept 20. 1892)

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 31 2007, 11:34 PM

Bob,

Is the counter at save3abn.com one that counts unique hits or just every visit?

Posted by: sonshineonme May 31 2007, 11:36 PM



UOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ May 31 2007, 10:34 PM) []

Bob,

o e

- Is the counter at save3abn.com one that counts unique hits or just every visit?

PB, my understanding is it counts each unique hit. But, I'm sure Bob will verify.

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Jun 1 2007, 12:03 AM

B, my understanding is it counts each unique hit. But, I'm sure Bob will verify.

That is my understanding as well, but since Calvin stated that it wasn't I thought it best to get the record set
straight.

BTW, the save3abn counter is at nearly 177K now.

Posted by: sonshineonme Jun 1 2007, 12:07 AM

QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ May 31 2007, 11:03 PM) O]

That is my understanding as well, but since Calvin stated that it wasn't I thought it best to get the record
set straight.

BTW, the save3abn counter is at nearly 177K now.

Hmm, I hadn't seen that Calvin stated that.
Yes, I saw the counter up there tonight...grows every day.
We'll get the facts on the counter...1 will do some checking too, but Bob may get back here with that sooner

then I will...

Posted by: Whtz Happenin Jun 1 2007, 12:43 AM

QUOTE(steffan @ May 31 2007, 09:32 PM) [ |

I can't help but laugh at how you consistently leave out any options that might be construed as 3abn
doing the positive thing.

I will put another option here for you.

Could it be that Danny's repeated promise that it would all be brought out in a court is exactly what is
going to happen?




So what part of going to court to sue other Christians are you laughing at?
I would not be very proud of repeated promises to take others to court.

Going to court, in this situation, has nothing to do with "bringing out,” but has everything to do with
"covering up" the truth.

Oh BTW, what happened to "letting the Lord fight our battles for us."

Posted by: mozart Jun 1 2007, 01:48 AM

i think we have all thought of that. a lie is still a lie steffan.

QUOTE(steffan @ May 31 2007, 07:38 PM) [

Unless they have nothing to fess up and say I'm sorry for. A scenerio you haven't thought of?

Let me give you another one on your same old story of John L. saying you get see the bills and then later
you couldn't ....yada yada....Did it ever occure to you that between the time you ask and he said yes and
the weeks following when he said no, that those involved had heard the stirrings and rumors that you
guys were trying to make trouble and they decided to sit it out and see where you were going? Seeing

Posted by: LaurenceD Jun 1 2007, 08:03 AM
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QUOTE(steffan @ May 31 2007, 08:32 PM) []
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I can't help but laugh at how you consistently leave out any options that might be construed as 3abn
doing the positive thing.

Laugh all you can. People here acknowledge when 3abn is doing the right thing. Case in point--when Judge
Rowe said, "the two pastor’s offices, each measuring 14 feet by 18 feet, on the second floor of the
administrative production center building,” should be tax exempt, I think everyone here thought that was a
positive thing.

Question is, do you understand what 3abn was doing wrong with the use of their property? If so, you might
let us know. If not, don’t bother wasting our time trying to educate us about other things.

Posted by: steffan Jun 1 2007, 11:35 AM

QUOTE(Whtz Happenin @ Jun 1 2007, 01:43 AM) [

So what part of going to court to sue other Christians are you laughing at?
I would not be very proud of repeated promises to take others to court.

Going to court, in this situation, has nothing to do with "bringing out,” but has everything to do with
"covering up" the truth.




R
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Oh BTW, what happened to "letting the Lord fight our battles for us.”

T

am glad you posted this. It is truth but goes directly against Pickles posts that no one ask them to stop what
hey were doing.

Ne can choose to walk out in front of a train and say God will handle it if he wants us to live but the truth is,
ve know That God gives us a brain and good common sense to use along with our prayers and faith in Him.
‘or that reason, the church itself, has been involved in suits against those who they feared were hurting the
‘hurch or it's work. The "team" that started this have left 3ABN no choice but to do what they are doing. You
ill like to do your "homework", why don't you go back and do some checking to see if those responsible for
his, have done the same to any other ministries or organizations that were totally on the up and up. You
night be surprised.

quote name='sonshineonme' date="Jun 1 2007, 01:07 AM' post='197710']

imm, I hadn't seen that Calvin stated that.

‘es, I saw the counter up there tonight...grows every day.

Ve'll get the facts on the counter...I will do some checking too, but Bob may get back here with that sooner
hen I will...

/quote

) course the counter will climb when they have several site names so that people who like 3abn and are
voking for them on the net will be taken to the "save not" site. Those people are mad, upset and sickened by
vhere they "accidentally” find themselves. So, before you get ready to celebrate high numbers think of how
nany have been wracked up that didn't want to be there.

QUOTE(calvin @ May 31 2007, 08:38 PM) OJ
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1 don't think so. I think 3ABN has taken the best shots from its critics and survived. I think it's downturn in
donation (if this is true) has more to do with them being off Sky Angel and probably to some extend the i
gccmpetition from Hope TV than anything here or at save3abn. Don't let the 100K views at save4abn or the
%gtens of thousand views here fool you. These numbers do not represent unique hits on these websites. But
%most probably the same few hundred people returning time after time. Because a few outspoken people
;ffifeel adamantly that there needs to be a change in leadership at 3abn, don’t get caught up in drinking our
-own cool aid thinking that we represent the norm in Adventist. I believe we don’t. Most Adventist don't care
about what now is a 3 year old messy divorce and firing of Linda. Even here, there is not much new to talk
_about that has not already been discussed and discussed again. When 1 ask people about Linda the usually .
response is “I heard she was having an affair with a doctor in Europe”. People are not going to take the

time to come here and save3abn to educate themselves on the issues; they got other things going on in
their lives. Most people in my area are just glad to see 3abn back on satellite again. This is not to say that
we have not had any influence.

NG

G

S

RS

gl know many of you think the smoking gun, knock out punch will come in these law suits, I don’t remain
goptimistic.

Nell, finally, Some common sense shown.

Posted by: steffan Jun 1 2007, 11:52 AM

'QUOTE(Observer @ May 31 2007, 05:24 PM) []

?Was it a wise move to seal the documents, or was it not?

AW



%The answer to that depends upon what is in the docuemnts. It just could be that it was a wise move to
§protect 3-ABN from the damage that they woul follow if the public knew what was in them.

Z

As I do not know what is in them I cannot say. But, I assume that 3-ABN was protecting its interests, and
‘that it assumes that the damage from impounding them will be less than the damage that would follow if
he public knew.

That is only an assuption of mine basd in part upon my view that 3-ABN is recieving excelleant legal advice, f
and that the people who know what is in those documents believe it best to keep that information from the |
public.

since you, at least appear, to use some reasoning here, I was surprised that you also left out several
mportant options/scenerios.

n your humble opinion, could it be that 3abn had nothing to do with sealed or unsealed documents because
hey have left those decisions to the experts to do what they think is best. Since most people know nothing
ibout legal strategy isn't that what they hire lawyers for? If that is the case then 3abn would be "informed" of
vhat the attorney's had decided to do. They would not be making those decisions.

“he other option for impoundment that you have overlooked is this. Maybe sealing the documents has

othing to do with any "damaging” information coming out. It could be, and I would guess probably so, that it
s simply to keep the men involved from spinning their own opinions, allegations and stories to the public
vhile litigation is going on. If this group of attorney's have done their homework, they have studied the site,
itudied the people involved and I would imagine, have come to several conclusions. I would guess They will
jo forward and make decisions based on those conclusions and the behaviour of those that are doing this. In
ny opinion to unleash litigation proceedings to people of Joy and Pickles caliber would be a catastrophic mess
or all involved.

Posted by: princessdi Jun 1 2007, 12:26 PM

This would all be fine, Fearless Leader, is it hadn't been stated by one of Danny's supporters here that
Danny would sue, because the things said on the internet wee causing a drop in donations. So he believes
this also. I believe at the time I posted that they could not have it both ways. Only the minions he had
here who kept claiming there was no decline at all, even after Mollie said on TV there way.

I run across that same type of apathy, but we will pay the price for burying our heads in the sand. Yes, it
is easier and more exciting to believe that Linda had an affair. Problem is Danny stated, "spritual”
Adultery. The masses caught "adultery” and dismissed the "spiritual" because they didn't want to take the
time to figure out what it meant, exactly........ Sheep, I tell ya! I believe a desired result. Once again
apathy for which we will pay highly. However, the divorce is only the straw that broke the camel's back.

'QUOTE(calvin @ May 31 2007, 05:38 PM) [_]

:

gI don’t think so. I think 3ABN has taken the best shots from its critics and survived. I think it's downturn in
donation (if this is true) has more to do with them being off Sky Angel and probably to some extend the '
%competition from Hope TV than anything here or at save3abn. Don't let the 100K views at save4abn or the
ns of thousand views here fool you. These numbers do not represent unique hits on these websites. But
.most probably the same few hundred people returning time after time. Because a few outspoken people
‘feel adamantly that there needs to be a change in leadership at 3abn, don't get caught up in drinking our .
own cool aid thinking that we represent the norm in Adventist. I believe we don’t. Most Adventist don't care
about what now is a 3 year old messy divorce and firing of Linda. Even here, there is not much new to talk °
about that has not already been discussed and discussed again. When I ask people about Linda the usually
response is "I heard she was having an affair with a doctor in Europe”. People are not going to take the '
itime to come here and save3abn to educate themselves on the issues; they got other things going on in
itheir lives. Most people in my area are just glad to see 3abn back on satellite again. This is not to say that
we have not had any influence.

I know many of you think the smoking gun, knock out punch will come in these law suits, I don't remain



optimistic.

o

Posted by: Rosyroi Jun 1 2007, 12:45 PM

UOTE(steffan @ Jun 1 2007, 10:52 AM) [

f%Since you, at least appear, to use some reasoning here, I was surprised that you also left out several
(important options/scenerios.

5In your humble opinion, could it be that 3abn had nothing to do with sealed or unsealed documents
gbecause they have left those decisions to the experts to do what they think is best. Since most people ;
_know nothing about legal strategy isn't that what they hire lawyers for? If that is the case then 3abn would
be "informed" of what the attorney's had decided to do. They would not be making those decisions. '
he other option for impoundment that you have overiooked is this. Maybe sealing the documents has
nothing to do with any "damaging" information coming out. It could be, and I would guess probably so,
gthat it is simply to keep the men involved from spinning their own opinions, allegations and stories to the
.public while litigation is going on. If this group of attorney's have done their homework, they have studied -
§the site, studied the people involved and I would imagine, have come to several conclusions. I would guess
They will go forward and make decisions based on those conclusions and the behaviour of those that are
doing this. In my opinion to unleash litigation proceedings to people of Joy and Pickles caliber would be a

§catastrophic mess for all involved.

would think that it would be 3ABN best interest to unseal the litigation and show the world without a doubt
hat G and ] are the liars that 3ABN state they are.

wish there was a tongue in cheek emoticon available)
losyroi

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Jun 1 2007, 02:06 PM

gQUOTE(Whtz Happenin @ May 31 2007, 10:43 PM) 0]

So what part of going to court to sue other Christians are you laughing at?
1 would not be very proud of repeated promises to take others to court.

Going to court, in this situation, has nothing to do with "bringing out,” but has everything to do with
"covering up" the truth.

Oh BTW, what happened to "letting the Lord fight our battles for us.”

erhaps they are letting their “lord" do just that.

Posted by: princessdi Jun 1 2007, 02:38 PM

Now, Rosy, I can see the Lawyers point in sealing the records, really. The thruth is that nothing happens
that sometimes within the same day, it is posted on the internet somewhere. If they want to keep control
of the information then they must seal the record and ti gag those involved,



Now, at some point, they may want to release that info, since it has been their claim that recisely this
info will clear Danny, implicate Linda, and prove to al that Dannyw as telling the truth all along.

QUOTE(Rosyroi @ Jun 1 2007, 11:45 AM) O

I would think that it would be 3ABN best interest to unseal the litigation and show the world without a
doubt that G and ] are the liars that 3ABN state they are.

ROSYroi

Posted by: mikell Jun 1 2007, 02:58 PM

QUOTE(Artiste @ May 31 2007, 05:25 PM) []

And 1 still think that 3ABN will, sooner rather than later, lose enough donations to put them out of
business.

Negative publicity coming from sources like Save3ABN.com and BlackSDA and also just people talking

Artiste, pius have you seen the one on rescue3abn.b|og.com? Let us hope that it will be SOONER,
for Danny to go rather then 3abn to go

Posted by: Artiste Jun 1 2007, 10:38 PM

UOTE(mikell @ Jun 1 2007, 12:58 PM) ]

:
§Artiste, plus have you seen the one on rescue3abn.b|og.com? Let us hope that it will be
§ SOONER, for Danny to go rather then 3abn to go

Yes, I saw that other site, but after I had made the above comments. I got the impression that the
"rescue3abn.blog.com” site was sincere in its intent.

And of course I do not wish to see the whole 3ABN structure go down!

Posted by: Observer Jun 2 2007, 05:23 AM

, 10:52 AM) [

Since you, at least appear, to use some reasoning here, I was surprised that you also left out several
important options/scenerios.

In your humble opinion, could it be that 3abn had nothing to do with sealed or unsealed documents
because they have left those decisions to the experts to do what they think is best. Since most people




§know nothing about legal strategy isn't that what they hire lawyers for? If that is the case then 3abn would 4
*be "infarmed" of what the attorney’'s had decided to do. They would not be making those decisions.

he other option for impoundment that you have overlooked is this. Maybe sealing the documents has
%nothing to do with any "damaging” information coming out. It could be, and I would guess probably so,
_that it is simply to keep the men involved from spinning their own opinions, allegations and stories to the
_public while litigation is going on. If this group of attorney's have done their homework, they have studied .
‘the site, studied the people involved and I would imagine, have come to several conclusions. I would guess 1
%They will go forward and make decisions based on those conclusions and the behaviour of those that are
%doing this. In my opinion to unleash litigation proceedings to people of Joy and Pickles caliber would be a
icatastrophic mess for all involved.

e: "In your humble opinion, could it be that 3abn had nothing to do with sealed or unsealed documents
)ecause they have left those decisions to the experts to do what they think is best. Since most people know
1othing about legal strategy isn't that what they hire lawyers for? If that is the case then 3abn would be
informed" of what the attorney's had decided to do. They would not be making those decisions.”

expect that Steffan is quite right. I suspect that the decision was made by the lawyers invovied, and not by
}-ABN. After all, that is why people retain lawyers. To, be blunt, I do not expect that Danny Shelton is listed
1s co-council in the lawsuit. I do not know of any qualifications that he might have to act in such a role.

3ut, I will remind you that lawyers act as repreentatives in a court of law. That is to say that the lawyers who
iled the lawsuit are acting as representatives of 3-ABN. They are NOT acting in their own behalf. That is a
rrinciple well established in case law. It is probably one of the best established principles that exists in our
egal system. The courts have many times ruled that the clients were responsible for the consiquences of the
ictions of their lawyers. Are there exceptiosn to this general principle? Yes, there are. But, they are few and
ar between.

e: "The other option for impoundment that you have overlooked is this. Maybe sealing the documents has
othing to do with any "damaging” information coming out. It could be, and I would guess probably so, that it
s simply to keep the men involved from spinning their own opinions, allegations and stories to the public
vhite litigation is going on. . . . In my opinion to unleash litigation proceedings to people of Joy and Pickles
-aliber would be a catastrophic mess for all invoived.”

‘ou have certainly raised some interesting questions or issues!

30, you suggest that it might be a catastrophic mess for the public to know what is going on in the trial!
\stounding!

3y the way, you seeming have not considered the body of U.S. law (bose case and statute) that tells us that
iivil litigation is public. Yes, there are clearly defined exceptions. As you likely know, the court has not ruled
hat any of these exceptions apply. So, it remains to be seen if this impoundment will remain in effect.

‘es, it may be that you are correct that the lawyers involved wanted to attempt to keep Joy and Pickle from
ipinning thier own opinions. But, if so, that again is an astounding admission. Under the so-called "freedom of
he press" provisions of the Bill of Rights, that is exactly what is a fundamental right given to us in our
“onstitution. It is a right likely possessed by Mr. Joy, even if not Pickle. [NOTE: I am not stating whether
Yickle has that right. I am simply stating that Joy has it.]

will suggest that unless there are exceptions that I am not aware of, the documents will be unsealed on the
)asis of the freedom of the press. I say this becaue I believe that Mr. Joy will be able to establish that he is
in investagative reporter.

will point out to you that the primary role of litigation lawyers is not to manage public opinon, in a court of
aw. That is the role of PR firms. It is a role that they do in the media. You appear to not understand the role
f litgatiors.



Posted by: Seraphim7 Jun 2 2007, 07:42 AM

QUOTE(Pickie @ May 31 2007, 06:43 PM) [
The following dawned on me:

o Danny has repeatedly spurned all requests for the release of evidence that allegedly vindicates
himself, saying that it would all be brought out in a court of law.

e We saw very clearly that whatever evidence was going to be brought out in the ASI hearings was
never going to see the light of day. It would be sealed forever. ;

e Could it be that Danny's repeated promise that it would all be brought out in a court of law was but
a ruse, and that he always intended to impose the same kind of eternal secrecy he intended the
ASI hearings to have?

I know, I know. Eternal is absolutely positively the wrong word.

"Fear them not therefore: for there is nothing covered, that shall not be revealed; and hid, that shall not
be known" (Mt. 10:26).

"For there is nothing covered, that shall not be revealed; neither hid, that shall not be known" (Lk. 12:2).

For very small values of ALL... IMO

QUOTE(Observer @ May 31 2007, 07:24 PM) [

Was it a wise move to seal the documents, or was it not?

The answer to that depends upon what is in the docuemnts. It just could be that it was a wise move to
protect 3-ABN from the damage that they woul follow if the public knew what was in them.

As I do not know what is in them I cannot say. But, I assume that 3-ABN was protecting its interests, and
that it assumes that the damage from impounding them will be less than the damage that would follow if
the public knew.

That is only an assuption of mine basd in part upon my view that 3-ABN is recieving excelieant legal
advice, and that the people who know what is in those documents believe it best to keep that information
from the public.

"Wise" no. Cowardly, yes... I don't see where he really cares about "damage to
3abn".BTIM

Posted by: runner4him Jun 2 2007, 10:59 AM
There is another site to check out...... rescue3abn site is mentioned in another thread.

Just thought of something. | [+ | With the court documents sealed...it looks like DS is trying to put a

muzzle on the facts...... Pickle and Joy since they are the ones who are being sued to begin with. It is
obvious or we can assume that DS and whomever do not want all the viewers and supporters to really
know what is going on....we are ignorant as to what the lawsuit is about, when the hearings will be, what
is being said by DS. Darkness seems critical to DS.

This is my thought............... How about some of us downloading all the info on the save3abn website



before the site is gone...(if that happens). We can be prepared. Then we who are convicted to climb out
on that limb and join the front line men could create many websites to continue the battle to save 3abn.
We could be in the hundreds and they cannot sue everyone! If they hush one then another can pick up
the torch and go forward to save the ministry.

What about the brothers and sisters out of the country? They could never be sued even if their identity is

known. How about it?? Spread the word on the net or by e-mail and gather the army. Call sin by its right
name and stand together.

I heard the blogs are not traceable like the web site is.

Posted by: inga Jun 3 2007, 01:07 PM

QUOTE(runnerdhim @ Jun 2 2007, 11:59 AM) O

How about some of us downloading all the info on the save3abn website before the site is gone...(if that
happens). We can be prepared. Then we who are convicted to climb out on that limb and join the front line
men could create many websites to continue the battle to save 3abn. We could be in the hundreds and ,
they cannot sue everyone! If they hush one then another can pick up the torch and go forward to save the :
ministry.

What about the brothers and sisters out of the country? They could never be sued even if their identity is

known. How about it?? Spread the word on the net or by e-mail and gather the army. Call sin by its right
name and stand together.

I heard the blogs are not traceable like the web site is. E'

A beekeeper recommended HTTRACK to me for downloading his web site, because he planned to take it
down. I used it for that and a number of times since. It works quite well. It's a free program and here's
where you get it:

http://www.httrack.com/ You can also get it from http://www.download.com/3000-2377-10039773.html
where you can see the rating, in case you're interested.

Posted by: mozart Jun 3 2007, 01:45 PM

QUOTE(runner4him @ Jun 2 2007, 10:59 AM) [

There is another site to check out...... rescue3abn site is mentioned in another thread.

I heard the blogs are not traceable like the web site is.

even if the websites are traceable, what would they do about hundreds of them? i'd just say i have a very

smart german shepherd. (dat's private joke fur me frend) E]




hehe

Posted by: Skyhook Jun 3 2007, 03:14 PM

This possibility may have been mentioned in the past, but if the lawsuit is only about copyright
infringment, and Danny wins, he will likely try to make it appear to the viewers that the court has ruled
in his favor and it proves that all the stories are lies.

I wonder if there is a possibility that someone could come on this forum and make some very serious
accusations against Danny and/or others at 3abn that are not true, with the intention of getting folks
here to accept it as true and run with it, and possibly setting up a situation where Calvin could be sued. I
was thinking of such stories as violence, or threats of harming people for revealing what they know.

Posted by: mozart Jun 3 2007, 07:21 PM

oh i think he'd be treading on some really, i mean really dangerous ground if he tried that. we are mighty

warriors. E‘:l B E]

QUOTE(Skyhook @ Jun 3 2007, 03:14 PM) (]

This possibility may have been mentioned in the past, but if the lawsuit is only about copyright
infringment, and Danny wins, he will likely try to make it appear to the viewers that the court has ruled in
his favor and it proves that all the stories are lies.

I wonder if there is a possibility that someone could come on this forum and make some very serious

accusations against Danny and/or others at 3abn that are not true, with the intention of getting folks here
to accept it as true and run with it, and possibly setting up a situation where Calvin could be sued. I was
thinking of such stories as violence, or threats of harming people for revealing what they know. :

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Jun 3 2007, 10:40 PM

QUOTE(Skyhook @ Jun 3 2007, 01:14 PM) (]

This possibility may have been mentioned in the past, but if the {awsuit is only about copyright ‘
infringment, and Danny wins, he will likely try to make it appear to the viewers that the court has ruled in
his favor and it proves that all the stories are lies.

I wonder if there is a possibility that someone could come on this forum and make some very serious :
accusations against Danny and/or others at 3abn that are not true, with the intention of getting folks here
to accept it as true and run with it, and possibly setting up a situation where Calvin could be sued. I was
thinking of such stories as violence, or threats of harming people for revealing what they know.

You make an important point, Skyhook. I'm sure that many of us already look for verification before we run
with any info, contrary to what some of those from the "other side" might charge. I think we all certainly
need to keep this in mind as we are weighing information.

Posted by: ex3ABNemployee Jun 4 2007, 03:17 PM

! QUOTE(inga @ Jun 3 2007, 02:07 PM) []



A beekeeper recommended HTTRACK to me for downloading his web site, because he planned to take it
down. I used it for that and a number of times since. It works quite well. It's a free program and here's
where you get it:

http:/ /www.httrack.com/ You can also get it from http://www.download.com/3000-2377-
10039773.htm! where you can see the rating, in case you're interested.

Thank you! Very good program. Works nicely.

Maybe we shouldn't even wait to see what happens with the lawsuit. Websites and blogs seem to really get
under Danny's skin, so
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