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MORE EVIDENCE OF RACKETEERING

Ln 1996, met another death row inmatfe From Clearwater,
Flovicla ., As we spoke, I asked him (f he knew the couple 1 my
case, and to y surpriﬁe he did. He fold me *H-.atx_( were javelved
in his case and thaf he had o dﬁpa.&if“ian the female of the couple
gove in [185. I asked if I could read it, and he sent if fo me. To
my added Eurf?riﬁa, the Jﬂpa*:}'h'nn conTwined the evidence T eecl-
ed to discredit this couples 'i’ﬂEJf'Emd'h}r against me . So I jmmedi-
afely wrofe To the afforneys appointed o represent me on ap -
faa.ir‘, fo fell them of my df&cnm&r}r. T wes ecstafic a5 T had juwst
Fornd the evidence thatf heel -ﬂ-{jﬂ'ﬂ;z:ﬂﬂf}f elucle me, and knew if
toowld new exanerate me, But instead o pattern of reckefeering
begewn To emerge. T did noet understand it, nor was I able to
Edzn'{’fﬂr it .-"nlﬂhi' awoy . (dnti| T beégan te realize I was wp against
. Pawﬂr‘ﬂq.f mFluence that did not want the Froth ef ey Lo -

Fign :
Come when the tricl Jndjc-'. re -

cence coming to light. The First
Fused all avenwes o iy bﬂznﬂ Fre:‘-rzn‘[‘ aT the I1e:-.rfn5 fo eletey-
anvie i f thas P"IEL--’I':]; discovered evidence warranted her gront-
‘.*L""ﬂ e G g._.r'“;:p_ﬂﬁ.:._r:,.- !1mrin3. Next, T learned oun attorney I clid
not lanow vepresented me before the Juwdge. . Meking it easier

For the ju:l'ae to Flip flog on lher 1987 r*ml'u'nﬂ ;{er-u-;; Fnﬂ e cun

EEU:_JEH'H-:LF}; hEd.l'";ﬂj . This Fimme rnlfnﬂl even \F She threw gwt the
CGL-LFIE-"E 'f’Eﬁf‘fmﬂntf ~whieh still Felt to be crecditable - there waos
still the eyewitness, and blood evidence. Which she reasoned to

be enowgh te recch a G H';g verdicf. Once more denying me an
EU:ﬂ"lEH'f’IﬂvFT hearing on the guilt /innocence 15saes. alrecdy knew
+his ju.dﬂe was bias ﬁ,ﬁﬂ-:nﬁ'l" me when 1n [983  she refuged fo
qraat me o frial continwance, wnless L cqreed Yo change my plea
From sronocent to f'Eﬂ‘qf-fe:f'ﬁl"'?r insanity I refused, and she feorcecl
me §o stand trial. T will expocnd on the prejudical effect in

o Fectere b!aj entry ... After T got over the § hock. oF the trial
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juud_-:ja dE‘”"J":”.ﬂ' wie A Eun'd'a.frl'{a.r}r he::_r;nﬂ on the ey discover-
ed ewvidence of presecuforiel miconduct, T reasoned the Floricda
jul:-mme CowmrT wowld have to reverse her r‘u.l?-xﬁ_j{m,:-h; based
on The factT she l"-"fr'l-: FJ’::IFPEIJII own her ruh!a'.-;gs* Penying me the
c}FF:?r“'f'un-lf}’ te show how the cumulative -fn"'t:.ju.c”c.ﬂ OF tlie with-

helel fi—-:-.u:'rr".:.'..&_l'e evidence ]r::ir'%'n.ﬂ.-“.ri.f"&d me From mﬂ.ﬂl’:{f’l.ﬂa & Feir

ancl tmportiel trial. Cnly the Floricda Supreme Court wowld net
hear |[the evidence Enﬁﬂ:’nﬂ me to an Eufdehf'imr-:_.r f1e;ﬂ.r:nﬁ an the quilt/
\hnocence [S5umes. Because The afforney mﬁsEﬂnec{ fo represent me,
reliclows |}r S‘irr“n:n_}-'er:l from The evideace. By f‘-iI'IFnE Hhe cowrT .::i{.u.r.-nﬁ
orel ﬂ.rﬂurﬁan'f':i‘, that ymy case was mot o first deqree murder, 5ince

T wes driunk at the e of Fhe crime . This Sur_,r?r't-:-‘;#.-.{ the cawrt
as 1t was Fﬂ'flﬂ'f"ecf oul by one of the justices That L hael mecintain-
ed My Innocence 'f‘hr‘f-‘uﬁhau.'f'_ Need less To Sﬂ-}f the cowrt denred s
ﬂ«rFFEu.i- Thewn more evidence 1n the pettern of reclefeering emerqged
whena T Filed a complannt to the Flociele fav, aqeinst fhe ::-,Hame?r
whe heel 5&&:01’&3&:1 my case be fore the Flordda Sepreme Court.
ﬂajpéf‘e the evidence T presented Yo the Floride Bov eftoraey, he
sided with the other aftorney, At thaf Pcﬂm‘f I wwder stood what
T wes up against, and decicled o wse that knowledge te build

« record oF evidence to prave o crimmal enter prise of reck-
eteers were ljFE.Fm.""i,'n:,i within Flaevida's IEﬂuJ {.-{'lr'l-"lrﬁ-l.t_ﬂ.l-r_:r-, T iy o
Freﬁen‘ﬁnj this evidence before this cowrt of peblic opinion.
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