4/11/72-Hemo on Chavegz:lt secms to me that superficially this case may seem ¥:ﬁ§i::zsin
a special way, what seems to be its key language! provides us witp reat Oﬂggrstanding,its
Ec&ally if you can present '"new evidence". This language is w1th9u ung ang

o ences". In every way dared, this was addressed by Battle and in every way t'1ii L
?oziigzng by érby Jenkins, Yet I think when the time comes we E:n proguce Eiz ligsthe bzci
" i d he lieo Let us keep s

i d one to impeach this unfriendly one shoul ) i
gt;i:zsug:ilowe have go get it up front, and then th%s will remind mz zgdltlggouigd 2285111
will also be relevant, I think, will be what Jimuy did undcrsfgnd an - tp. ;O N
need corroboration. I have if, aside from the news stories dating to his trip
and his letters to Batile.

Is this language on p, 586 subject to broad interpretation to cover us, but not in the way
Siegenthaler put it:"The court did not exercigse its power". If and when you want to under—
take to see if Jou want to stretcl this, I wmay have what relates that I anm holding as a
podential literary Property. It is an obvious think nobody hasg checkeds I think that €SP,
in comnection with the vpir dire that fol_ows on this page we have a Parallel to Battle,
If you antiecipate a problem because ilay was told in the language,"...nowhere...does it
appear ghat anyene told Chaves what the possible punishment was,.." there is a negative
corrolary that may fit. The telding to keep his wouth shut is a perfect barallel, and
those lutter s sure bing that one! and t e part abou$ the necd for g heuring to determine
voluntariness is great. Jimuy quotes tnig section entirely inadequately,
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