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From: "Stacey Cowles" <staceyc@spokesman.com>
To: <bamonte@comcast.net>
Subject: Recent correspondence
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2008 6:49:44 PM

I received your recent letter. I'm not going to argue legal points with you. My perhaps
limited understanding is that unless Mr. Symmes or the reporter or editors knew you were
not displaying "reckless disregard for the truth," the statement won't stand up as libelous.

In my view, the truth you ignore is:

e the barriers and the garage met nationally accepted building code

« the garage had a superior record of safety until the tragic accident

« the garage's owners have a superior record of safety across their business holdings

« nothing in the history of the garage would indicate that its ownership had a reckless
or any other kind of disregard for human safety.

Having skimmed through your letter to the FBI, I would add the following:

¢ Not one engineering report mentions "life or death-threatening conditions" in the
garage. That's because no one at RPS, at our company, in the City or outside, with
the possible exception of Dick Atwood, considered the garage to have a safety issue.

e Not only is there no evidence of ownership's motive not to protect lives of garage
customers, but there is substantial evidence of just the opposite. RPS spent
significant time and money on balcony rails, higher than usual escalator
railings, security personnel and cameras and garage lighting and ventilation to
ensure the safety of our customers.

¢ There is zero evidence of any member of the Cowles family "controlling" City Hall or
any of the men or women who work in it as elected officials or employees. The IRS
agent you quote as an authority has no evidence. That's because no such control
ever existed. Please ask anyone who worked in City Hall from the period. I don't
know anyone (except the opponents!) who doesn't laugh at the mention of the idea.

e There is no evidence of Cowles family media control; this too is a populist myth used
by those who need us as a bogeyman. For this to be true I or a member of my
family would need to be dictating coverage plans if not reviewing and editing every
story. Neither has ever been the case. Every reporter and editor we've ever
employed can vouch for this. Your own citing of Jonathon Brunt's story on the
Atwood report refutes this idea.

e If we endorsed Jim McDevitt, it was because he's a talented, independent-minded and
capable attorney. Our relationship with him, as with all public officials, has only ever
been strictly professional. We expect no favors from him; nor he from us. To treat
his involvement in RPS as significant enough to sway his good judgment is truly
McCarthy-esque.

o 1 fail to understand the parallel between RPS and Daniels; in one case there is a direct
link between a fire chief's failure to use his common sense and training that possibly
resulted in four fire-fighters' deaths. In the other a woman tragically, but
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