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2/2/72
Deor Jin,

after reuddng the 11/9/71 Law ool page you gave ne on "rrewdom of Information", I
fuel that this constitutes tactt ac}moy edgencnt tha,; by current staudards the Repartment of
of Jus icu itself regularly aud ropeatdl denied Jaues Larl Ray hiv minimun legal rishits
before he had any defonse or the possibility of defense and durding the vre=trial period
when hie was represented by comscls

I also interpret it to mc that the proseriptions are pre-trial only, and that in
this context it ncans that post—trial these things may be and verhaps ;ro erly cen be
made available, such things as "laboratory tests". The nere fats that it fails to suy that
at no time nay such lab tests bo reloased if ample evidence that it docs nad hes released
and expects in the future to rokeasex such lob tests. Hence by a reasomable interprotation
of this new Amender Urder to the Depte Rules and Regs, of 11/2/71 I should be entitled to
the lab tests I seck, L.e., spectro.

I think the last nert of graph 1, top col. 3, addrcs:es niscinduct in $ay case.

I forgot to get the cony of the Lattimer biblio when I vwas there, Would appreciate a
copy in response to request for one,

: I have reread the GEA-~familt contract and more than ever I am persuaied that “hosts?
bair was short where I .rabled, that letiing Lattimer sec the clothes under 81y 10l
shotographic circunstances i open violation of it as it was of' the then-prevailing
regulations, which in twrn bear on whether 1 have g tort to ol egedts If I refrain from
citing the specific provision it is only because I want to gvoid coloring your opinion,
which should be independent, After you have read it with soue care, scparate frow any
xitation fron re, I would ke to discuss this with youe I think we are in a dangerous
ceriod, that the best defense is to as ack, and that we have & very po.d chance of
frustrating in inent danger by it, aside fron the central purpose of getting 1y rights
for e If I wribe ithoads avout thig, I will enclosc the letiers However, i 1 do, pleasc
rercad that contract before reading ite -

- gy I suggest tlet soue sorning beforce you leave home you phone DJ, tell them you
hav. r ad “hat you gace ne frou law weok, tell them your arc a law graduste and ave
interc.ted in the sub,cet, and ask that theysend you tlis, wiles. the ful & text is in
Law Weck, and any earlier orders or regs it supercedes and any others on the s i gineral
subjsct not adiressed by it-to your houe?

I no louger get the HL.0. pepers, but L have jusy been told that “uy Johnson is Garri-
son's: local lawyere The story does not nake cleae vhether lchridee is stil) involved or
whetiler or not Builey will still represint at trial(not wentioned cither vay). If fehridge
is out, I vouder wly, and I suspect lack of independence ..ay be one reagons L have no
indeendent info. from therc,

dest,



