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1£ the most obvious interpretation of this specch and story Ls that
mimomtmymlmmsmmwmm.th@ slowness of justice,
this would be a superficial interpretafion based on Shaw 's oun recard.

I am not suggesting that it waes arong for him to exploit all ihe delays
the law pormitted, but that be did do, delaying Mis-trisl witn them tinti) -
twe yoers had pagsed, apmoxcimatoly. It this was right for hin, how does

1% becone wrong for Garrison? g s

brthalsoﬁmisomﬂmtmcaﬁwisMaedmwmand S
abeolutely certain knowledge, that Shaw did lie during the trial and upon
ny belief, that his lying constituted perjury. With this the cese, why
does he now make 30 much public nolse and domand an imoedinte trinl of
Wio civil mek action? We can't know, but I thin of the possible ' =
exglanatdbns, one of the more obviovs is knowledge that con be depended. -
-upon and from inside tho Carriscn cwrip. How else could he faeel sccure when
ho has comiitied the Time of perjurd, whelher or not he will now be
tried for it? I would guess that this slso neans tho source of informa
thwmmmmwxm@fuumm-mhm
+hat I have not given the proof of this Yo Garvisol.

~ if I were to guess further, I'd expect that the remaining spy or
spiea ave not working directly for Shisw et al, wiich would provide ao
real proteciion at all, but for 3o fede, which can infor:m taw Skaw
side. And protect. ! ‘

Gonfidential ngte: thore are two. wiinesses to Shew liem, adipsasing his
SITRT EATo: the Clinton witaesses, Honald Hemburg aod Janes lawrences -
Boxley, who ¥ont looking for Lawrence after I gave JG a lead for entirely
different purposes, Tound neithexs 1 did not kaow of Hamburg, dut I
had no trouble finding bothe The FEI had interviewed Igurence for an
entirely different reason, never interviewed
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