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June 6, 1969 T opooed

JOHN W, CANCLER

/

On May 21, 1969, John W,.Cancler, Louisiana
State Penitentiary (LSP), Angola, Louisiana, was
contacted after he had previously contacted the
Federal Bureau of Investigation requesting an Agent
contact him as he had information of interest to the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, .

Mr. Cancler furnished 1nformation regarding
an alleged narcotics dealer in New Orleans, Louisiana,
who was reportedly transporting narcotics from Mississippi
to New Orleans, Louisiana,

Mr. Cancler then proceeded to discuss the reason
for his incarceration and alleged -that his civil rights
had been violated. Mr. Cancler rambled disconnectedly, -
jumped from topic to topic and was often incoherent
regarding his alleged civil rights violations,

Mr. Cancler was asked specifically as to how
his civil rights were violated and he stated that he had
a list of violations. Mr. Cancler furnished the listdf
violations of his civil rights, however, before the Agent
left the grounds of the LSP he was recontacted by Mr.
Cancler who stated that he located an attorney to his case
and requested the list of violations he had furnished be .
returned to him,

This document contains neither recommendations nor. conclusions
of the FBY,.. It is the property of the FBI and is- loaned to
your agency: it and its conteuts are not to be dlstributed
n"'qxde ywr agency.




JOHN W, CANCLER

By letter dated May 26, 1969, from John W.
Cancler, LSP # 66941 to the Federal Bureau of Investi—_;
gation which letter read in part as follows:

"Enclosed 'is a copy of ‘the violations I
contend were imposed upon me as you requested that
I send you. .

"*In reference to # 7. That after Mr, Floyd
was excused because of his statement before the other
eleven remaining Jurors. It is impossible for the
remaining jurors to disregard and wipe Mr, Floyd's
statement from their minds. Also enclosed is a
recent ruling by a U,S, District Judge stating that
this cannot be done, This being the case, it is my
contentions that I could not receive the fair and
impartial trial that the sixth ammendment guarantees
~all citizens. As for # 9 I cite the Mitchell V U.S,

(1958) decision.

"Under each’ number I vill cite what Amendment
I contend was violated,

"In acknowledging this letter please send the
newspaper clipping back,." ) .

"Yours Very Truly

» "John W. Canclef"




JOHN W, CANCLER .
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rights by those who are supposed to know"

The letter enclosed the attached list of alleged
violations of Mr, Cancler's civil rights: .

1. Fittn Ambndment also Fourteenth IT. Wiranda - ..

. “All of these may or may not apply to the Aﬁeﬁaménts'i T
indicated. I'm not a lawyer and therefore subject to mistakes, .
1 do‘'not know this *I haven't been accorded my constitutional- -
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1, The legality of the present Orleons Pordsh District Attorney's mothcdy of aceepling
fclony chavgesg either by sighing a i1l of infermaticn or by preacniing 2 b1l of
snfeunstdon to a Crend Juy for &cceplance or denicle These cworedt methods rélise
goricus dogpsl questicns, as to whicther the fellowing ére co: (a) 5f the Distyrict At-
torneyts office fecls that they huve enoush evideace t0 present end get en indlctuent,
they will present it before a Grand Jury a6 let 12 nen Cecddey (L) if, houcvery the
District Attomey focls ke cose 30 werk and that ko cannot get e Andictaent, he cen
eign a bill of infematica end get en Indictneabe Thic gives tho Distarict Atborsioy -
unlinited peticre : ) T L ‘ T STl e

This plairiiffts ceatenticn ds that, 4n effcchy this eysten constilutes a danl rothed
of chorging perncas in (or with) feleicus cydnes end therefore diserdminntes egolngd
individusls end doea not eccord them due process of laue If tha prescling eonfenlion
3s true, then there eve tic epirste gyataes or methpds by which a perzcn cap be bound
over for t142l 3n Orlecng Fadsh Coerts end, in view of reocit Supreie Cous't yoling the

* anything separate carnot be cqual when 1% pertsdnog to an ndividenlts righta and the
Eaendnacnt XTIV of the Cenratitutich which guoreniess its cliizeas cquel proteciion under
the 1zx, it 3o this defendentts conbeantiva Shat he wes neb cecorded due piteess of lmie

2, Dcfendont u2s held Incceuniccdo, Wednesdny, Noveaber 17, 1966, in the District Ate
o ‘terneyta office, by Detective Ocovpge Eckert, for cae Lo or more, At this $ime,
R Patrcings Albert Fibciuine and enother Patrolren uere filfng charges in the Dodective
Porcane Alvin Coery Arsighend Distriect Attoricy acecnted these charges cnd the bond
wae sch ab §10,000,00 and Defendont wias released to Patvalman Etioinino for boolinge

.
.

3. After errest ip Orlears Perdsh Dislrict Attormeyts office, I was not edvised of my
© righte befero OiTicer Etteinine began ccstioning me, nar wes I advlsed of my righte
while 3n the pstrol esr cn my way o being bocked, nor uhile bedig botked at Yho i
District olice Staticn, .. o

ke T vas prepieitioned by Officer Niteinivo gbent signing @ confecsicn tnd prmised that
ny bond wevld ronadn eeb atb 81¢,000,00, Af I co=cperatede The patroXasn then sold that
Ced 3¢ I diG not comcperate, thea hie wenldn't be surpidscd 4 ny bord werce réiscd Ysky higk
‘ ¥Vithin cae hour, my bodd uxs reset ot £50,000,00; befors bedug incarcersted in tho
Perish Friscbe : : : .

$. I was 2)ec prepositioncd by naibers of the Distaict Attoaneyts ofiice (Investigative
. Staff) afior Decenber 19, 1966 (uill elaberate aboul Shtlstcoe androthars)e

s

6, Evun thouzh cut cn tond, dcfenicnt wes sncarcoreted 4o Parish Frisen befere ead
dming trizl (Fcbrvary 16, 1967), vldle there was no corpleint from the Bondsmen, the
Genersl Bonding Compenye The Judge Oliver Je¢ Schulingkenp geve no reeson for this,

70 A ¥r, Floyd, Juror,; nodo statezunts dn firiot of the renafiénz 31 Jwrorr (e3¢ ubiteoa
rents wese prejudicisl), after being scocpted by both sides in the issve (defemdznt
‘agked counsel to pove for 8 idstyial, bub was dgnored) e _

8, Assistent District Atlomey's (Rictard Vo Burnes) cpcring statemcab, with s1L stste

witnesses present in the Court (thls was over my objections to counscl Pruco Voltzer)e

9¢ .Defendint uzentt allgued to discharge padd counsel by tidial Jedge (Sehulingkenp) who

- d3d not eck ny reesena for vanting to discharge counnscl (tialtcex), even though cooneel
cited Mitchel) vae UeSe dcclsiced, forcing Gefaumetie o~ Lo bo tr5d with counsel he hsd
discharged (in Judge's Chambers, Fobrwry 17, 1967)e o : .
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- Attorney's office and vere meatdoned In Froseoublon's opening statarcate .

11,
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Defendant wsen't ellened to canfrant end creos=crauine a1l wvitaecses ogednot hiracdf .
(V.S SupremenComd decichon repording crdnind) edses end defcadanbts rights in sauc)y -
toeuite Polico Officecrs uho ccnpiled evideace G presented on affidavit to Distydch

‘l‘hcf use of wnrelated tc»stlmcnf. T _.

o Bé:iiéncmd aftor convictica (uhich 4n effect Giscoviages Sppeai_li_xi;g by de;"endr:nt).

Dormoll Cerrellts coofczsiar shiculd have beca heaxd by a Jwmy bo detensine itS —iﬁezﬁt.'
Trial Julge ues oole Judze of tlde confessicie Triol. Judge also shoued bics in thla
cage (this is olill inotger ccabvenidcn on part of defendariv)e ST

Delendant uas charged, avredpod and trlcd 28 a miltinle offouder (197~787-F) and uas
forced to be sole withess egainsd nyscdf, vithount besefib of a jury <ad was found guilt;
es charecd, This was & ocparske BAIL of snformaticn end not related to the febuel cice
(19€-706-F), a cherge of Sihiple Barglarye -

Sentence was prauaitced ont of ﬁi’_‘; presencey  whea defardont Snforoed 11334ca Frencr
(defendantts epperl attoiney) thit he was nod prezaat ot tins scitaico was yoadered, he
(Hir, Preucr) refunse to do 2ayiling atwut this and, in fest, tricd to peeify defendant
by eticapting to Justify the $11caality because of the Trial Judzgets $1Iness, dosusc
of a1l this, Gufcadsnt wis renderd snnffective sasistones of vemiscl, in coentraveaticn
of defencentts rights wader the Cenetitution of tha Uidted Stalese

False testimony was $noerted, n2id bestimony bzing ccotvary Yo brial transeript, in th
Stute's bricf to the Lowlaisna Swprenc/ Coarte . . ,

Tronseript of Defendonbts tadal (196~786.F) was net made avsiloble to hinuclf; oven
efter repestbed roqussis, o tash he covld prepaTe & eppeal {centrary Lo U.S.Sunxeze
Cotrt rulinge perteining to such matters of copeal y2eints)e This fnoludcd trenserdnt
of Moticy for Mca Trial ye bath 196-T06F &nd 1977 87-Femsaid  transcript was alse (a
copy thereof) net mzde availables : ) s

Va3 informed Ly $rlcd ccmwasel (Waltzer) that there %es Mo tx-an::cript; nade of py tricl
Was informed by arpesl coonuel (Hilten Draaer), that thers ucre only Fpurd: a1 seqmeats
of tranzeript (of the b¥ills of eseeptien only), and efter nallivg ne ccples of {uo (2)
the theie (3) copies of bills cf exseptican, geid that, as far as he lmcy, these vers t
only porifons of the trizl sraaseriplicn in .cﬁatence. _ o

Tn Defendortts atterpt for Wrib of Certorarl %o the Londsicoa Suprane Comrt, Deferdont
wza pefured coplea of trimceript of previacsly aeaticned (udered) triels, cold pelnso
bedng node by Cerrd Clexk Farold Holsuc, Jrey arter T had expleined thet I uented gddd
coolea endt ¢hat I necded thes &g I vas zoting. o ny ¢ behalf (ss ry am aitmarg)e 4

- whdle euplying for $he previously rersicned upit, thers was & tine 33a%t ard that Yeerd

prpera® wore rcantred to be neiled by taab Ccrt Claxk, to the Fil U, S.Svprine Court an

ses also dvforned thet the State of Lovisliena did nct heve funds to mall said requestec
epess bo the U.S.Svpresme Cowrt, The wrcsult of all this was that I was prevented fiom

£33ing py Wit of Ceriorarle U . : Ve

HOTE~eOn Novaite V7, 1564 LEEVvITY xS (see payzgraphs thrac w2y foun ke 2nd,
possitly other pradgraphs vitldn this shalcami), thore ws 1o Magistrate dn Orlodd
Parishe - . - ‘ : - T
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MERIDIAR, Miss. (AP) | .
Federal Judge D=a Rossell do-
clared a wistrial Tucsdey forlmi
Lawrerce Byig, cne of 11 dr.
fendants in the Vernon Dabjucyi!
Drebomb cass,
_ Afler the governmont rested;
ils caic against tha 1cen,
charged with conspirsey in the] 1O
attack, Julge Russell d-clured; op'
the nistiial. The jodgn had is-
sucd instruclions “estlicr that) >
Ry1d's p2am2 should mol. be uscd
bt foriner FBI agent Wiiliam|}
Dukes mentioned his name in
{estimony Monday.

Byrd's altvopey, Guy Walker|pa
ef Lawel, moved for a ni::'.riall air
iminediateiy, i Judge Russelllyn

Hests Bffort =

Y. T ——e
“d_a “It would bz Linporlant Ior

teserved his aulivg uetil Tuesjic

oo
. 2
court fo instruet the jury endibe

sceompletely wipe # (Brrd'sfse
“tname) out of tielr ininds,” kus- iy
Isell said, *“end that can'l be
=*{done.”

th
Dukes’testinomy rc\'cal-.‘d! it
governmen! ciforts to gol heéfore] .
the jury what (e govetnmoent,
calted a canfcssion by Ceci) Sca-f e
svm thet he Lol part in the eon-lm
spiracy ta firchnmb tha Dhmer] M

Ljbone and grocery the moraing|re
A 6f Jan. 30, Jw6. Duimer suf.
fered Iafal infenal bugns jn tiie, n;

altack, ‘0
Dakiaer, » Nogro, had boen|es
encouraging Nearass te registern ir
as voleis. Tiie goverpinant con-',,
teaded the con-diracy by the .10
Ku Kio Klansmen  fellovod] b
D ahmer’svoler registralionfse

- jwork.
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A-le ber of the Kizn bit{=4
been & mcn

“lhe admilled he had been con-

Mr. Cancler also enclosed the,attache'd news Papor .-
which is marked as pertaining to his case: : ;

-

*ravis Buchicy, Sormer Jasil,

her Coualy proseeuting atlor-jth
g:;. testified (hat he had baen infne
Wazuinglon with other Mis-|ai -
sissippt  Jawyors th;: nigal ofip

» soitl he was (here 1epre-| °
';:'lxg:x:": 1:4 pareens callcd heloreg so
tha House Coinmillce on UnA-

rican Activitics. .
m(i*ucklcy gaid he had neverjwe

.- § o
ricted of Lardnap. m
| " Kidnap jnvolved a manisis
Ol governmaonl said was ab-

Vialéueled ju 2n effort to cxtort ajon

¥,

stateraent to bﬁi used by the de- ?

nse in the Dahmer case. ;
le?::bén‘ 1. Larson of Lourel!tt
testified he liad been a partnet'k
of dofendxnt Sam M. l}o\\‘crs‘in.u
the pinball business from 1934 ?::
6"‘.llc said he was an Anny Re- 2:

, officer with {op govera-

by ::g': securily clearance ansl heip
hoed naverbiena mepwber of thel
Llsn nor *had any informnlion]]

{hat Sam Bowers was & mem-ic
\ber ce s -
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