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'.1 ':):' The. Conmis.s1on 

i"ro::u; 

Du.ring a teh'pr:one conve rs.:; tion today with counse l for defendants 
.. ',~ltC~pt Lamont clnd COll\ teG) in the Olbo'm ac tion. counsel s .. .;:ted thc;c io 
his '7iel~ hi s clients bOld been li.be l ed by Judge Budge ' s epeech of last 
veel< ;(.~si?ectin6 the caseo 3pe-:: lficc:lly, he PQir.ted t o the. phra se "i::. 
shou ld be :to ted that tlmt.:h of the corpora te h; forn~"ti.o,::! c Oll ce ~:neu in 
the TeJ:<lS Gult Sulphu:c ca se \.,18 volun tcen:d by c m :'t ai1.l insider::; to 
theil." se l e c l: £rj.c nds" <!DO ot,H:ed that thi.s pli ra.se di.d n~t accu:;:ate l y 
pa r a phr ase the D llcg:H:i ons of t he c omplai.nt. Fir~ l;, he sa i <l that it 
c ould he a pplied. only to the defendant Darke om! 'I.h:.l't Darke WIl:"> I1Gt even 
an ins i der " ~yC replied tha t the COr.Jmissioll felt Dnrl,e l,~as iln i.n eilh~ '( end 
tha t the s t<lCeClt"n t also 8ppl i ed t o d.-: i'cmlants I ,amont: a nd Ci.:1l' e s { 'Jno!1l 
eOllns c l cloer.; not rep r c s ':ul') 0 !>eccLlJ . c ounse l sta t ed t h.') t it is nG t 1\ll~"g ,~ci 
the! t j.m;!O!lt I}ol uotee r.·(~d " DlIJG of the l: OCPQOj t e in f orl!lll t i o[i " , t o \;hich \Ie 
r epL i.e d tl~at there is mote t h an Onl2, t~ay in IoIhico t o v o luntcc X' il1fonll~t io.l~ 

(I nU telling sOI!l2one. to ''r",at:::h t he ta re" '"nlS t he W3Y Nr . Lflmor t is all~ged 
(: 0 havi' done s o. Dellp:i t e the fo!:~goj ng C){ P anutio. :6 . counsel sc med quite 
rH.e t ul:;"e.d over t he " pee (;h , noting t hu l' t i1e ohject; i.o[l .:lh 1. ~ phr '}s., \,ould be 
IntCl:i' ret:cd a r; apfJlyi.ng to a ll. of t C' of£ic.!r,~ i llvolved in t he (,.as,,_ 


