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Doar Jinm,

ao I am well avarc that a non=lawyer's opinion on legal matiors uay be witiout foundation
or Worsu,very wrong, L an also aware of the record relating to the lay caseés I have not had
tiue to go further with that about waich I phoned you Yeiday while I was sitiing and wailting
in dethesda. {4z you knouw, because I Imew you weve busy with the petition, 1 oftered to come
in to suve you the tine and arranged sone unessentisl personal business to coincide with this
coudng ine iy mood is not much inproved vy tihw pasging of time veceuse 1t cost e a new tire
plus cuergency road scrvice and 1 haven't the woney for either,) '

low -lierc is such that I can't understond except in terus 1 find quitc unwelcome. what is
newest in this endless series of coupluints and that which 1 have in mind is the Stanton Tile.
I should have had it without asking about a year and a half ago or more, probably cloger to
two years anywaye ihen i learmcd you hac it and i didn'%, it etill took soud time to got it
to me. Uy then I'd learnea that the only possible precaution ageinst endlen: ropetition was to
delay --verytiinge S50, 1iize the draft ol the JER affidavit, I postponed going over it until we
could do it torcther and save Lys: 1f another long 1emOs Phe Ray #ffidevit took ©o lon; we
couldn't, Havin: it with me and gitting ond walting, T atarted to reac it. Unle.s there is
gonetiing quite beyond e, [ am gtued that you and Bud haven't rcalized what you have here.
Lou've got the proof of tac more serious and professional charyes, things 1've beun pressing on
for some time va Foreman and Stantone I will go over this wi%th you in person, nof urite another
lonz nemos L just won' t take timo for any wore of them b.csuse too uuch of wy tine has ween
wasted this way.

Iupoverished as thiu 7ile is as o representation of an investigation, it nonctheless
contains enough to charge that the defense had in its possession evidonce so closc to exculpatory
fhiat reasonable doubt wau not ruasonably in doubt end thus there can be no excusc for even
congidering copidng a plea. Actually, it is more ane. worse than tlis becausc I also interviewed
some of the same witnesses, on tapc, and have in thelr SWn words what was filtered out. Until we
sre together again, you'll just have to sce it for yourpelf or teke my word for it - or risk
the consequences 1f you omit it from the petition. I mean the petition itselfl, with still
another appendix in gupporte In tne potition it can be short and I would recoumend pretty
gtiffly worded.

This persuades we that you nust, having postponed it so long, press very hard and to
the degree possible to geb what the prosecution should give you before you {ile the petition
pecuure frou ny interviews Cansle, personally, is also involved in this rotten busineas. They
used part of .hat on: witnes: told him and omitted the exculpatory anc Canale conducted that
interview. Again, + have tho witness on tape. Actuunlly, this Tile comes close to proving the
deliberate s bborming of perjuxy and do I have to tell you what that }g:m{; of the Lourt Hoom,
the old lexas liger, if not Stanton, could have doue with that? Or the public-relationa
potential of all of this? Or the oulpability it pins on the prosceution? Or, I feel, its
1ol significances

Insofar as you, personally, ars concerned, I can without aifriculty attribute this ‘o
inexporience. ror anyonc othor than you I can find no excuse. Bub thi. god demmned thing is
past biing abusive to me and wasteful of my time. 700 much is too consistently missed, has
to be chewed over and picked up, «ith more waste and deley or heglect of the case aiw the
client's and the public interest the choices. If there if ANYMIING else that harn't been
siven ne, for God's aamiko, even used Klecnex, will you please got it tu ic 80 We can get out
fron under this self-created load and get the job done? and I'1ll go over the rest of the Stanton
£41e when or Jjust belors we got together apmlle

BCC only-CONFIDENTIAL, This means proof that the alleged eyewitness was too drunk to know

%xkllsé‘g‘lélréﬁé gﬁittﬁ‘;% %f thgnigustaxkllg, where ii{ véirsl a{lhcﬁ vhen itdhad disapp%ared—before the crime;
rom nuch more, includi ose avoided by the “"defense" 1 i i
by the "public defender's" office for and under %‘oreman. v se™ Investigation



