10/4/71
Dear Jg,

Having tired from woming hillside wet grass, I've been reading the clips sent
9/30 as I removed them from emvelope, Having come to these of 8/24 from the NYT &SFC
and two interesting unanswered ? is the 3rd graph of the Times story, I decided to make
some notes that might be informative to you and thus also to me and others.

rrom here on I'll be comuenting as I read to save time. Can lead to misunderstanding.

Jackson had, handled and useu the pistol. Impossible without leaving prints.
with gripa off, chances are better, not worse, because grips are rought-finished, the
clip this exposed quite smooth. The postols and finished well, so the only questions
are whether the prints were clear or smmdged and whether they were identified. 1 have
seen nothing but the claim that Jackson used the pistol, Perhaps he d4id, but there hasg
not been even the claim to proof, aside from prison=-guard allegations of having been
him with g pistol. :

This gun was used to shoot two prisoners in the back of the head. If it happened,
the nature of the evidence would edpend on a number of factor, one the chargeter and
design of the amo and dnother the point of impact. In turn, such things determine the
nature of the injuries. If soft or bullets without hardened cases were used, there
should have been xtensive fragmentation, including of dustlike particles that would
glow in Z-rays and that, by the modern tests, could be tied irreButably to each other
and to the manufacture of the ammo. If there was not extensive Eragmentation, then a
i@ idtimt likgdyenough to permit ballistics identiciation should have been
piece or peices large
found, And all the bits in the bodies save the dustesize could and should have been
removed, One of the curious things here is that there has been no reference to the
nature and results of these autopsies. The tests should have include neutron-activation,
which is wore definitive than the older and less sengitive spectrograpiic analysise

Rifle bullet hitting Jackson's clothes before it killed him left identifiable
of microscopic traces on his clothing, which is what led to oy early apuvrehension that
something would happen to the clothing, as eventually you sent a clip showing it did.

If Jackson has been stripped, then the ammo in the postol had to huve been with
it when he got it, vhich can be limiting on evidence that nay later be alleged.

"Another officer discovered the gunx in his hair"-Parks, Pretty wild and useful
in future ne:d to discredit Parks and officers. And if the lawyer interview was private
and Jackson not being paraded around neked, even if the wig would have conccalled the
weapon, there meems to be no reason for mot having preferred a pocket of the belt, If
It was in the hair is is not possible that J. "seiz.d the gun beforc the officer could
get it. "

Released autopies: texts potentially veluable if you know a'n.yone who has or can get
without oo much trouble. I do not presume the only errors are those reported.

"Outside help expected"? What? Tghks? Gas attack? Nonsense, The only kind that
could have been expected is not relevant to this context-transporsstion.

Why waste precious ammo gfter throats are slashed?

If this is accurate reporting, there is more error in this first autopsy report,
like one broken rib only,

Too much of this makes so little sense it can't be explained away as the normal
emotional reaction to great stresse. The SFChron story fortifies this. In its quote
within quotes it is helpful:it limits the possibilities of the couse of death %o a
single buliet whosc trajectorys is impossible. Rather, path. It is specific in saying
a fragment was recovered froa the ankle.
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By Paul N Hdvomk

Rick ‘Hyland, a Soledad pnsonoz when
his contribution' to. [uside was wntten;’
&ves us the following story:. "«

“An inmate | know once helpd an ofﬁ- -

- cer (after he requested the aid) who was s
' being beaten by two other inmates. When -
{.the Good Samaritan went before the Parole -

' Board he was informed that it wis demded- o

:ly abnormal for .one: ‘inmate to help an.

- officer against two" other inmates; “why: had":

~he ‘done so? The: man: told the Adnlt\

Authority ' member, Mr. Madden, that it~

" had seemed the decent _thing to do. Mad- *

_den decried’ this motive and snggested thag 5 :

the. man. was o violence:prone that he even™

stepped in where he ‘normally did not. be
long. Four years, later the man is still it
cerated O :
. 1 am - convinced the Inc:denb ac ually :

‘occurred. I have heard some tall tales Jbut

this is’ not one of them. It 'is riot the sort of

‘story that a devious pelson wou.!d fabn— A

cate. Who would believe it?-And it capgures ,,i

the mind of William H. Madden exactly :

Madden’s reasoning will strike ‘any’;
mal reader as a bit barogue. Madden, to be
sure, was an extreme example of the' cuato— -
dial mentality. -But he was not, in- context,
"an aberration. He faithfully reflected Cah—
fornia’s custodiat phxloaophy., I “cannot B
+satisfactorily define  that" ~philosophy,; for =™
you (it deﬁea my powers of abstractlon) 1 -
can only call. it anu—reason The- anti-
. reasoner does not simply ignore reason but,.
as Mark Twain explained, “ﬂmgs it down
and dances upon it.”"

l\ntk!!easun

- Two items  not: mvolvmg Y,lelmm
‘Madden should make the point:™ -

1) Last year I complained to the Cali-
forma Department of Corrections that its
apartheld pohcy had the Iook «of racxsnf

No, they said, it was only a precautlon ‘

against homosexuality. ‘
2} A few years ago I wrote to James
Park associate warden of San Quentin, urg-
ing that the rule, then in effect, prohibiting’
death row inmates from publishing their .

manuscripts. - be . abandoned. ~ Mainliners -

could publish;. why not condemned men?
Where. publishing was the issue; I insisted,.

no sensible distinction could be drawn be- )

tween the condemned and other inmates.
Park replied that the rule was designed to
enforcé the” 14th Amendment. A gifted
death row inmate who pubhshed his works |

l

might attract attention to his case, earn

funds. with "which to hire an. attorngy and

_ save himself from extermination. So? Well,

s

= mdetermmate* senfence! Itis mformmve, it
.is @ good brief hut bemgalegal bnef xt is

LN

- that would give him: an advantage over his

oondemn;d brethren,’ in" violation . of the

.equal-;protection 1of the l_aw. Now - why

‘didn’t1 ‘think of that"

f.you have not prevnously encountered
ustddxalat

“Téxtbook 5

if informative fare and

to- g slight’ .degree,.the- case: The -
loddmg ction,by

by
i mtﬁe last-portion: of ‘the
v lt Yis%the pnsoners brief against the '

dull
The ,brlef 1sfdoubtless 1m.luded because

.~~vthe mmates demanded that- it' be mcluded

ma“ Impotent.” I Ching? Forget it. If you
“kill someone it will diminish your chances,

Z-Of rall-the” forms of mhumamty and. capn-

iousness to ‘which prisoners ‘are suhje(.ted

"'nothlng inspires their outrage as much as
.the indeterminate sentence.~ :

It works this way.. Say you sell man-
juana . to. -someone. That’s a five to life

sentence in California.- The Adult’ ‘Autlior--
ity has ‘the power to.set your sentence

anywhere between five and life. After two
years you will _be eligible for’ parole. You
won't get it then, but you rmght get it the
next -year or never." There is no way of -
telling. There are no gundes to pmdlcuon

but that is al} you know.

One day they set your maximum (may-
be at 10 years) and after, say, four years,
they release you on parole. Now you have
six years parole or. if you violate parole,
six more years inside. Right? Wrong If,
within the six-year period, you are violated

<the-.

ki mf these examples arouse :
: your: cunosxt)b, ‘then: pick * up:

copy, of
5 “Inside. Tt bnstles with® smular exa ple.s L

 strbke of good edit-




(the word used both by inmates and custo-
dians and the perfect word) You return not
for six yeuars but, once again, for life.

) You are back on the treadmill and you
likely have not committed a crime. You
may have be¢n violated for “bad compan--
ions™ or equally vague offenses. Your re-
‘turn is not: acéompanied by a hearing at
“whith you ‘can confront your accuser_or ;
introduce evidence. None of those techni-
.Calities save you this time.” . j
. Parole ', TS
:Rrisoners” obsession with. this per--
verted: sy em is understandable’ and. their
Brief; 'is, " I say, good. It.is good bt not
Dearly. as ‘effective as’the description by a |
(marcotics, offender of his yearl .meetings .
, dult Authority #nd‘his’ convic-+
tion: each time; that they cannot conceiv-"
himi parole! Théy do."Or the tale .
mate who had his parole ‘revoked':

f-which he fiid been acquit-
dult:"Authosity, “every, year.;
W Why' he committed it. it is

‘book: Aside
::»idg_‘l is, free.

gallows humor that is gallows humor—it
-almost all there. Almost, bécause what /n-
side lacks is the thoughts that are today’
primarily associated with prisonet-
rebelliousness: the thoughts of black mili-
tants. . .. . . DT
There are, | suspect, two reasons why.

"

- Inside, although it has writings by Blacks;" ‘ ffj

provides us with none of the thoughts of * -
the caged black militants. In the first place
‘Minton, the editor, is white, and the writ-: -
ings are the product of a five-year program - -
of inmate self-expression carried on under
semi-official auspices. The writings assem- "
‘bled by Minton obviously are not the sort

of writings that the officials had in mind-
when they let him conduct his program, |
but the cifcumstances of that program
would almost surely deter black militant
participation. Secondly, the events nien-
tioned. in Instde strongly suggest that most

of the writings were composed before
1968, the year when black militancy began

to- become a significant voice ‘in_the. .
prisoner-revolt chorus. e

.0 Militancy
Happily, Black Voices fills"the Inside
void. Black Voices begins with a lengthy
introduction by Robert Giammanco who,

" we are informed, is an Italian sociologist.

‘Skip‘the‘_ihtroductjon. It is 'a series.of tur-
gid; Marxist cliches followed by—turgid, "~
“Marxist cliches. But; to our good fortune. .
[the introduction is nothing like the book.
i Etheridge Knight, the editor''of this
_ slender volume, contributes the best writ-.
ing. Some of his poems are excellent. They
‘are.’a crisp,. clean, naked enterprise. But
_artful.writing is'not the point of the book,
‘It is designed to give us some insight into
-the world which confronts the caged black
and his theories about ways to cope with
Not surprisingly, there is a'lot of bitter-
“ness and. rage here. But you may be sur-
‘prised to discover that the rage is not ‘di- !
, récted at the daily racism of the prison i
. institution but at the society which has
caged the black and spawned the institu- |
tion. It is a consistent thread running .
-through all the writings f be -the author -
young, old, literate or unaccustomed to
putting his thoughts on paper. o
. The-younger blacks, it is true, wish to . -
_challenge the inhumanity and racism of the
. prison institution directly, something their
- They are h

>

allenged wherever one Rap
challenged now.
: No Waiting ™
"~ This breach between the young and
oider black prisoners is illustrated in an
exchange * of -correspondence between
Knight (an older prisoner) and a group of
young blacks who were transferred to the
* Indiana State Prison after holding a sit-in
demonstration at the Indiana Reformatory.
The non-violent demonstration brought a
very violent response, one dead, 46 wound-
ed and the transfer of 55 to the hole in
state prison. ) .
Knight, a prison mainliner, cautions

~ them that fruitless confrontation will delay

the day of their release and, consequently,

the day when they can join the liberation

struggie on the outside. where they can /
.accomplish something. Their apswer:
;‘When you die, they should put on your

tombstone, He Waited."’ s

. This is but. one of many strident criti-
"cisms of himself which-the editor has put
"in his book. (The word “Tom” is bandied
about rather freely.) It is a measure of
: Knight’s integrity that they.appear. lte
_.must be one hell of-a_man. It is also, of
"course, a-measure of the unswerving deter-
“mination of young blacks, inside as-well as
;out, to refuse acquiescence in racism no
‘matter what the time, place. or conse-
“quences. o |
7. The fashionable civil libertagian analysis

. #of society is that our institutions are more
. U;Tepressive than ever but that the objects of

: the repression, by their disinclination to be
repressed, are subverting the government’s
.program. Neither Inside nor ?lgck»Voices
undermines that thesis. 4

o

"% Payl N, Halvonik is staff counsel for the

. cipated in many: successful cases to secure
. the rights-especially the First Amendment

“ACLUof Northern California. He has parti-
Tights=of prisonérs.



