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FROM: R. H. Laocka SUBJECT: Califsmmia Laboracarias
¢C: 0. M, Favarira |
E. 3, Wood RE: RHL =o HCD 20 June 77
W. F. McCord Same Subject
R, M. Vining
A. R. Williams
1. Concerning the submirtal of MK Samples to one or agre California

labs for ourside analysis, I understand we are confident that the
rasults will be such we can use them in c¢onfidence with the Cali~
fornia Department of Health. However, the possibilicy axiata the
resules might alsc prove unusable, for reasons of procsedural,

sampling,ot octher arrors. I helieve wa can think of soume past

outside laborarory resules which wsere aither errunecus at the time
or misleading later. This is not a big risk; it 1s a liczle risk.

Buc, its thers.

The results of these laboratory analysas we will obtain - erronecus
or sccurate - will be aubject to discovery in any subssquent relevant
iitigaticn, and we are calking shoue MK in Catifornia.

4 .
1 believe, howaver, that if a client wers to ask an attorney to under—
taka such an invesrigacion of the subjec¢t avrea, he on his own judgement
wight ask laboratories to make such analyses. The rssulting data
would prebably be held to within the artorney: client relstiounsbip,
and would not be discoverabls uulu. the cliant agread to vaiva the

ralacionship. )

While the abovl diacussion concarus che qulu:itativu- mulywis
samples we've talkad shout it should bHa nated rhar che California

vDaplﬂ:luu: of Bealth made their decision based on-airborne concancra—
is,. in the instance of :h. Cnli.!orni.l
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