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Captain John O'Hagan


Yavapai Sheriff's Office


255 East Gurley St.


Prescott, AZ 86301








Dear Captain O'Hagan:





Per my conversation and brief to Sheriff Buck Buchanan yesterday, he recommended that I speak with you,  and that you could, if you chose to,  take action to secure evidence in regard to the following possibly illegal activities by the Prescott Court:


1) The illegal tampering with physical evidence   A.R.S. 13.2809  (a class 5 felony)


2)  Interfering with Judicial proceedings    A.R.S. 13.2810


3)  Simulating legal process   A.R.S.  13.2814


4)  Malicious prosecution  A.R.S. 12.541


5)  Oath of office     A.R.S. 12.201


6)  Custody of records / court clerk A.R.S. 12.282 


7)  Power and duties of court clerk     A.R.S. 12.283


8)  Custody of records / justice of the peace  A.R.S. 22.124


9)  Criminal liability based on conduct of another  A.R.S. 13.303


For a statement as to potentiality of this possibility please reference enclosed Petition for post-conviction relief filed July  31, 1995 by Walter J. Burien, Jr.  Take note of PAGE 2, line 15 through PAGE 4, line 26.


The original tapes of that proceeding (#9506005J) on file and held by the Prescott Court Clerk,  of which lasted approximately 3 hour and 15 minutes would show upon expert examination of the tapes and recorder of which was used in the proceedings as to whether the testimony given that day was accidentally not recorded or was deliberately not kept, in violation of law,  at the hands and under  responsibility for control of the Prescott Court.


Being a technician myself for over 20 years, I know that electronic devices leave specific traits as to their functionality.   Examination of the original tapes by an expert would definitively establish whether:


A) The original taped record was erased.


B) The original taped record was intentionally not recorded.


C) The original taped record on file is not the original, but an altered copy thereof.


D) The original taped record when being recorded was effected by a legitimate mechanical malfunction of the recorder of which the specific malfunction would be evident in the recorder used and evident as a specific matching electronic marker on the original tapes examined.





In the event your investigation finds (D) to have been the reason for the deleted proceedings, no crime has been committed.  But in the event your investigation finds (A),(B) or (C) to have been the reason for the deleted 
