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ALRIGHT TERESA, I AM GOING TO TAPE THIS INTERVIEW AND I AM TAPING
THIS UPON YOUR REQUEST. TODAY'S DATE IEF D8-15-54, THE TIME 18 NOW
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INTERVIEWED BY ROBERT SAVAGE.
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Tersga, ie it trus, you are amployed by the Maricopa County
Attorney's Office, mra familiar with the Tripeti case, Etate
0f Arizona v Anant Kumar Tripati CR 92 OB576 and CE 92 09620
end are giving this interview, with bopes, of clearing your
conscience absut what was done in that case?

You are basically corrast.

Have you talked to Mz. Tripati?

T have talked to him at least 15 times ahout. various matters,

such as the policies of tha county, the anu=~=as=, his Brrest,
the .Eearch and ssizure, eto.

Why ie it. that the county arrested him?

He was creating alot of waves and I told him ;ﬁ ﬁad ‘he listene

tc me, he would poet have heen arrested nnﬂ hiﬁ property would
nok have been seiz:ﬂt

%6 it txue that more than 130,000 pages of documents and other
software was seized from his office?

We zeivad more than 150,000 Socuments and varinua software
programs. I destroyed all this beceuse Pon wmsked me to.

Dan, you mean Donald E. ConTad?
Tea.

Why were thest documents very important?

They ware handwritten notes and other documents our nff;ce
created which showed various practices in Mericops County.
With the documents, thare wauld have been ¢haos. Hany of the
criminal convictions would have Deen vacated, -had the dosuments
een released. Ths: documenis show our true colar.

When Adid you destroy these documents?

I talked to Jeff Bernick of Ridenour Swenson Cleere & Evans

2nd he adviged me to destroy the decuments beczuse we had
waived Bll objections in Federal Ceurt and if the documents .
were disclosed it would edversely affect us. I talkeé to Geradd
Grant eng Don Conxad as well as Gunn ¥cKay and they ail sgresd
that destruction of the documents was the hest thing to de.

Who arrested Hr; Tripeti?

Dean Chatfield, bonald E. Conrad, Terry Bleke and Jose Sotco
went to arrest him and seaxch hias office. Dean arrested him.
searched his office, seized the items and brought ther to
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¥hat about the rezal estzte apprﬁisals and

examing the documents created by Mrs. Jonss and Mr.

Axizong, .When Hre. Pripati began chellenging the avthoxity of
Dean to arrest him and search his office, 1 called Richard
Goldston. Richard Goldston stated he will he willing to cover

for us. He agresd he would say he arrezsted him, he searched
the cfflce and he seized the items.

Was there a California court order allowing the arrest, esearch
and seisure?

On July 1, 15%2,we got &n ordexr to take custody of the items,
but we alrealdy had.the ltems on.June.24, 1992. There was' no
order when we seized the items. I know this is an issue in the
Rule 32. Judge Schwartz wil) take care of us, I am surs he will
find we hall authority, though we 4id not. : -

the* reml estate?
Dean, Don and I hed extensive discussions with Gunn on the

matfer. Don plainly advieefl Frank Cotter, one of the 2ppraizers
that if he vere to testify that Mr. Tripati did not ask him to
inflate the valuss, he would be prosecuted. i talked to him

and he has repeatredly stated Mr. Tripati did not ask him to

inflate the values. Before the arrest,

- ¥ had discussions with
M.

Tripati about the =pprelsals. Be told me, he was no resl
estate guy, But ifi we wanted our own Epprajgsr to appraise the
proparty. he would pay for ivr. Pazed on my-discussions with hire

I know he di€ not psk for inflated wvaluses and did net know 4the
values weTre Wrong.

Are yon saying Mr. Prank Cotter was told by Don Conrad not
te testify?

Coxrect. Don told him in very simple terms that 1f he was to
testify, he would charge him. I believe he should have been

ellowed %o tegtify.
What about Pobert Heans?

¥hat Mr. Mesns did noet tell) the jury, was the Tact that Mr.
Tripati had no way of knowing the real estatéd was not worth

28 mppreisec. Don, Gupn, Dean &nd I, deliberately used Mr.

Meane, because it was our intention to misglead the Jury intc
belisving otherwise. Mr, Tripati has correctly stated in nis
Rule 32 that a real estate expert should have been used, as
the expart testimony would have changed the verdict. Mr. Mzdisn

- and Dhillon cerrectly stated Mr. Tripati did not know about the

value of the property. T know for certain he 4id not, and bsss
this on our discussions, when the property wes being used.

What -about the decuments used to post the bonds?

They are exactly the same as what Jones hes used all these
years. The typs prints ¢n them match those filed in gourt
vefore. They were not given pr created by Mr. Tripati, :i aiz
Gir :v

and the documants uwsed to post the bﬂnﬂs match the examing
au:uments.






