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) 1 {la  And you swore in front of a notary that it was the
2 |ltruth? | .
3 A Yes, yea. }
4 ||Q And in this sworn document in Augustsof 2008 you
5 hstated that there was a fee sharing agree@ent, didn't you?
6 [la Yep. -
7 ||Q A1l right.
s [lA I think that's what it says. |
9 Q A1l right. Mr. Joel, attached to thét complaint your
10 attorney on your behalf attached six chec%s; is that
11 correct?- i
| 12 ffa Yes. R -
) 13 |la  And the first check which is for 1ittle bit over
14 $14,000 is dated July 31, 2006; is that cbrrect?
| 15 A Yea. ;
é 16 Q That was afier the closing of the C&]umbia office?
% 17 "A I assume your question was did I reéeive any fees
18 from Heather Glover. You didn'f ask me ff I received any
19 reimbursement from a bank from which Heather Glover
20 embezzled money. Your question was tota{ly not clear.
. 21 |l A11 right. Let me ask you a question.
22 A The jury doesn't even know about a1i of this
23 embezzlement. !
24 THE COURT: Whoa, whoa, whoa. He asks the questions,
25 ||lnot you. )
1'
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t
was the litigator. He was sending checks ko the Columbia
office because he wasn‘f informed that Hea&her was gone
and he should send tﬁem to the Atlanta of{ice. That's
what happened. Then they went to -- they were forwarded
to Heather's house and she wrote Joel andiAssociates on
the back and deposited them into her own 4ccount.
| At first she was being investigated gy the Secret
Service over this. Your question was didgl receive any
fees from Heather. No, I didn't.

did get, okay?

e e

Q A1l right. Let's talk about what yo

A Sure.

Q The checks that are attached to that complaint,

they're dated July 31, 2006. That's the first check; is

e ey

that correct?

1

A Yes, sir. |

Q July 31, 2006 is after the Columbia bffice closed;
isn't that correct? ?
A That's right. :
Q And those are from fees generated 1nfthe Columbia

office; is that correct? i

!

1

A Technically, I guess they're from cases from the

Columbija office. They're generated by McWhirter who is
!

“the Titigator that we referred to. ;

Q And then the second.check ﬁs dated QCtober 4, 2006;

is that correct?

E
|
;
|
|
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Yes.

And that's after the Columbia office

that correct?

A

|Q

Yes.
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closed is; is
;
|

i
i
|

And that also is for fees generated dut of the

Columbia office; is that correct?

A
Q

Yes, okay.

‘

But the third check is dated February 12 of 2007; is

that correct?

A Yes. I
Q That's after the Columbia office c1o§ed; is that
correct? }

A Yes. » !

Q And is that for fees generated out o%’the Columbia
office? |

A Yes. £

Q The third -- I'm sorry. The next chéck -- the fourth

|

check is dated March 7, 2007; is that cor}ect?

A That's correct. |

Q And that's after the Columbia office?c]osed; is that
correct?

A Yes. f

Q And is that for fees generated in thé Columbia
office? |

A Yea.

!
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|
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} that is for

Q The fifth check which is for $145,850

fees generated by the Columbia office, isn't it?

A Yep.
Q And that is after the Columbia officeic]osed; isn't
that correct? %
A Yes. |

Q@ And the Tast check is dated June 16 of 2006; is that
correct?

A Yes. :

Q And that was for $12,800 and that woﬂ]d have been,
what, maybe 16 days after the Columbia office closed?

A Yes. !

Q And your statement on this lawsuit aéainst Wachovia
is that you had a fee sharing agreement w{th Heather

Glover; is that correct? :
A Yes. I think that's what I read. |
Q A1l right. Now, Mr. Joel, just out éf curiosity, for
some reason you have a lot of 1awyefs whoiyou say steal

i

your money, don't you?
MRS. BALLARD: Objection, Your Honor{
THE COURT: What's the objection? |
MRS. BALLARD: The objection is re]e;ance.
THE COURT: Sustained. i

" MRS. BALLARD: Thank you, Your Honor}

Q Mr. Joel, who is Wayne Williams?
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name?

A

He was the attorney who worked in the Atlanta office.

Where is Wayne Williams today as we §peak?
In jail. : %
Mr. -- What is he in jail for?
MRS. BALLARD: Objection, Your Honor:
MR. WOODRUFF: I'11 withdraw the question.
MRS. BALLARD: Thank you, Your Honor.

Mr. Joel, who is Alex Simanovsky?

He was an'attorney that worked for mé as well.

Is he still practicing Taw?

I think so.

Did you blackmail him? L
What? ;
MRS. BALLARD: Objection, Your Honoré

THE COURT: Hold on. Mr. Woodruff, sustained.

Disregafd that question, ladies and Qent]emen.

MRS. BALLARD: Thank you, Your Honor.

Are you forcing -- How do you pronounce his last

Simanovsky.
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Are you forcing Mr. Simanovsky to repay you money?

No.
No?

No.

Are you alleging that he stold [sic] money from you?



