T state Recovd’ comnmittee Blovoe Dubon\ - €Yec. Sewredar Y
FRow: Daniel Rivers Yy,
Dave L 3jo3|oms

Re: dohee of Aﬂ)au\ on cose I 4 - 1.

Dear me Nouva Dubou s
CThis code (s related 4o the cose thed was heavel i@«,) Y oMY
commitYee. on m{u)am\’%.

This cabe heve deslg with the A;mevxm\ Genevals office
and their unace prable onmewey s oy My, Pewker Dovglas with
V‘@c}mfdb fo the offices m‘;jlv\c:x\ response Howm cavol L.c.
vevedie.

. I oppeal becouse The answers ove wnaccegiable avel T oo
not believe o be within twe mwecw\}m) o GRAWMA ouwrel o
Legol W\ e s*ck‘m%w\:) or constitwhionol Cenwe .

Thhe M’rm’vxeu) Gererel gees +o 9 ceod oxtent o Support
M Verdoid 5 bt fails, s she A Ao just -ij w\'\\:} T can't have
e vegquested documends as T wil explain. As out bined by
The A-%qu Generad atrarh ng o 0. 2 B will exploin u.)imj ;

#1 The. puint s bel g &\J’Dl(&\e(,\, The svede seys +heal Wy
Aawn of ‘(\'}W( o Yhe documents T req uested 19 woot because
T dont heve pamv\‘\'w\ r %()N:; becewse the stede tooke Yhewn bt
my Gssertion is T hae o night 1o the clocaments b ecause
Yhe whole tevminodion (ond evidence used wn thhed pv'o(;eerﬂmg)
WG Ioased on pohice ancl DeES misconcluet Theretove the
w hole ‘g\rmceac\}m«) was Tavnted b\_) \\\ej o vw;’)cawﬁwﬁh g
wvehid . That's "y poird. And te set the vecoid eﬂ-mkj M, the
clldvens wother pnd t\f\\u)sel‘f' ave shll --h>5e'fh@( Therve fore T cm

entitled to he vecords and T h{aV)Q demonstvated the vi gh t 1t them.
{



w3 T)emo~.\:a\'va"¥\vxc) -}cuermww.v\"m\ wisonduct o velevant in
dedermin ng my H:.)"l’\“\‘ v dhe decuments, do prove. 4heX Ahe
P"'O"‘ee‘\\“"\‘}‘g auc nst me were c@nﬁﬁ’w‘\i‘mncﬂ\j infirva. T haewve
some docmments which suppery My conclugion thet theve
Wwas phee and 0cFS wis conduet avd i allowed +o e
subemitted in Secl, T can suomit Ahem o support iy
conclusion thel T congtituti 0\.«0\“3 evtirtled to Yhe doc -
wnents T vec[ue.s“}‘ed‘

Theve tove oy Yeatons $ov want oy wecovds iy velevoant
to he analysis of Ahe dasaificetion under aRAMA .

w3 'm\j assertion remai ng the sowe, QRAWMA 1y f’;\é?s'sg\f\eo‘ o
Keep peraons fom cbtal v\“mj needed governmental documents
'\'\em(;e,’ This Q{Dc,wd'mﬁh Tt keeps thewn fvom pevsons anel cdlows
the zjovewxmewf Yo M Lose or dector® up dotuments ag need ed
onel the ™ Lecoved oy vy «:yzwe," i used as a veason +o cleny
vewrds efc. of course the AGK ol Cice will state thet no wheve
hwe T staved their vesponse. fu my QRAMA vequest was inGppvo fmde.
My whole vesponse to . Qouglas explaing where ais. verdeia's answer
was ihﬁpf[ﬂ///ﬁ/c‘?. The slalewents T maolke ahoutl CéAmA sve }mpm"fz%mf“
to the case as dhey explain, ot eriticize, the shord comings of
GRAMA andl how ERAmA s dw/:grm{ +o allow the jouemme,mf to hicle
theiv mis concluet amel ill 27&»[ actions.
¥4 the amouwnd of redaction was ouf of lne . T do wnd e;’&‘fz’:w/ thet
vedaction is important i cases wheve 4 porty has no clue whe

i% invaiuec{ oY w/\m'/ \ p§ 5&115/ ém‘f in this csse T Bnpy who wes
involued with exceptivn of the police, buf, the knew leclge of Ahat
persen s pot ,W/m.ﬁ v ob"/éi/n/}v 1he r‘c‘z:omi or its Sulyj ect
matter.

(2)



The vecods weve needed o Gnel oul dhe ETOLeSs lm\/}
which the seaveh \'\c\\e{mm(\, how the warvean was plotoinecd
amdd how DeFs confdbuleded ity evidence bated onthe <eaveh
aswell as DCFS s m’mmmhﬁ fgenerad el dvcuaments
BS . Thig s Trae annel velevant. T Lnew tovs of 4he ‘(ectie:xc;"f%p‘
nformation, T just dond have the wnve dacted Aocument 4o
wee as an Gxhvibit on a cowrt Avcument, That's My whole claim.
Wl X reaslize that the Awiv%bvwz:j Generals office is not in the
position and cloes not have the mrhhwi#y 1o counsicler p£ Rule on
the (‘mjh%m'wm//%fy of any GRAMA provision nor el Yot haive the
Jurisdiction pg du-'//mri*)fﬁ 0 Bul T realize ihet T heve +o
raise the issue 4o axhaust the Adminictrative remedies in
this case since conshitulional, pvocedural gpel statutory
provisions are im,ahc:z‘% in this case as weil s the iSsues involved
heve i,

F1 ponel ?f'{m\khﬁ when T used Yhe wwovel Vet " it e

was used on the end of o specitic gef of w‘»z/um'f«rc(
docwents, of a cevtain subjec! matler which weould be wniqpe
ply fo thal p‘e:]wfsff?cf fype .

Tt cornnet ke impossible Yo determine whed tywe of
document T am \fec[ue.is‘hx«\f}. { T said “police Re porls e-&;.“
it wmean veperts of the same subyect matter. There
Gve ofticers feporte anel detective vepeils H’“"“} ave boti
polce veporis even ﬂwv\jh cn o ticer s c'xvcjw.&&»fj Aiftevent
thanm o detective alleid cm\u) oy rinle. TS havel fovr me 4o
comprenend that loy the way T wewte the vequest with an
e on dhe end, how the s‘lc‘;‘fe would have problems vl e standin

'Hflé V'é’[{uésf ov how Glama woe,z[(f{ ,ﬂro/’li/,‘f} the N?(véil' Luen w.'-ﬁ’)
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how claiy i} is.

Thevedove & g MY GrgUm ent that the shrates seven (1)
reasons for denal have no mevit and provide no basis

for whmdh te A@“‘j r\m:) GRAMA \(eqme.:):{’,

™Y s My assevfion that the state i Wids g eviclence
of s wfbw\ﬁdmm) o it is b c‘\imf) be.\'\“ma\ GRAMA to clo o
even th ough GRAMA carnot Conshituti Dm:\\\j do 5.

I ve;ped'v{iu\“\‘ﬁ rec‘?mf:;;\' A heav ny on i § vnecH Ly, amdl
T vespect (5\.\\{\3 vequest an order divech Y the agHm‘hf:,:j
Generals ofGice 4o veleage the ve quest ed clocume s

prompt 53, Thanle Yyou.
Deded this 202wl o ay of Mavchh gois
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