




























changes a few things in my argument. Well, I'll revise my legal brief. I apologize. 

JUDGE: Yes, sir. No, and that's part of the reason why we have the 90 days following the 

hearing. I certainly appreciate legal briefs if for no other reason than it sort of is a good 

summary of what we discussed today. And it gives you the opportunity to cite to all of those. 

Gosh, sometimes the transcript isn't perfect and the transcriber is doing the best that they can. 

But this way, you can list all of the cases that you cited because you did cite quite a few, 

including Nieves-Rodriguez, which is, of course, one of the more relevant cases when we're 

talking about the probative value of opinions. 

MR. GRAHAM: I don't mean to interrupt, but I didn't entertain the argument alJout the NOC 

documents and the separate civilian law suit under Camp Lejeune. And I was fully aware that 

lung cancer was on that list but it's not on the 3.309F list in the 38 CFR. 

So, I didn't figure it would make any difference to argue that. Wouldn't make any sense to 

waste my time arguing it because it's not on the list. I prefer to pursue the Combee on a direct 

basis on 3.303AD because I believe that's the pathway to cause of death, personally. 

JUDGE: Okay. All right. 
Right about here is when I knew Jeannie had won. When 

she said "I enjoyed engaging with you today. sir." I knew 
we had it in the bag. 

MR. GRAHAM: And that's all of my argument, Your Honor. 

JUDGE: Well, that is also the conclusion of my questions. I appreciate your representation of 

the Appellant today very much. I enjoyed engaging with you, sir. 

MR. GRAHAM: I thought I'd met all the Judges but then you guys went and hired about 

another 135 of them. I usually end up with all the old guys like John Hager and Mike 

Skaltsounis. But I'm meeting new ones every day now. 
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