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The President of the United States

H E Barack Obama

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20500

USA

BY FAX: +1 202 456 2461
28 February 2011

Dear Sirs

RE: CHARLES MILLES MANSON
We refer to our application under Article II, Section 2 of the United States Constitution which states that the President "shall have power to grant reprieves and pardons for offenses against the United States, except in cases of impeachment." The Supreme Court of the United States has interpreted this language to include the power to grant pardons, conditional pardons, commutations of sentence, conditional commutations of sentence, remissions of fines and forfeitures, respites and amnesties.
The application on behalf of the above was a request for commutation of sentence and not a pardon.

We have received observations from colleagues observing that it may be you have no powers to pardon a State Offence but we wish to make clear our application was in fact an application to commute or remit a sentence and not a free pardon.
As a jurist yourself you will no doubt be aware that in our submissions, shared by many of our colleagues, the 14th Amendment of the Constitution indeed must permit the President and Commander in Chief the right to fulfil Article II, Section 2 of the US Constitution. The 14th Amendment states the following:

“Section 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.”
In order to be compliant with the section: “No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States” and more important “nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty” or the chance of liberty in our submission and “nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws” the President must have the right to decide upon commutation, remission and/or pardon failing which there would indeed be a conflict between Art II, Section 2 and the 14th Amendment and if that were the case since this is a criminal case the resolution of such potential conflict must always be in favour of the Applicant.

We sought to clarify this issue in the event it caused confusion or raised issues that are frankly obiter. In our submissions you have and hold the power to apply the prerogative of commutation and in fact even pardon even though pardon is not sought.

You will observe that in our application we did not raise in depth the question of the facts and factual merit. We relied upon the vices the trial process produced and of course the wholly unfair manner upon which the Applicant was convicted of an offence he did not and could not have committed.
It is necessary for us however, to touch on one issue that may be important for your considerations. The Prosecutor at the trial produced to the jury the so called theory of ‘helter skelter’ namely that the Applicant may not have told his co-defendants to murder anyone but in a kind of extra-terrestrial manner influenced their minds to murder. It is a fact that the co-defendant Tex Watson was the perpetrator of a number of the murders committed. There is however, now evidence from a California Police Officer that Tex Watson may well have committed murder some nine months prior to any of the killings which if correct would destroy the theory of the Prosecutor that the co-defendants murdered by the mind control of the Applicant!
Tex Watson was seen following a man named Karl Stubbs to his house and that man was later found dead on 9/15/1968 in Olancha, California. This the verbatim statement from the California Police Officer as below:

“I have another murder that I want to tell you about. The victim is an 80 year old man named Karl Stubbs who was killed November 15, 1968 in Olancha, Ca., almost a year before Tate/LaBianca/Hinman/Shea. A witness identified Tex Watson in 1970. There were also two unknown girls there when Karl was beaten. The murder was not followed up on. Why? Because Charlie was nowhere near Olancha then and it would show that Tex is the serial killer. There is no way the Bug could have convinced the jury that he had total mind control on everyone back in 1968!  

I spoke to the witness that lived behind Karl. She told me that Karl crawled to her trailer and told her husband that there was a boy and two girls that came in his house demanding money. Every time the boy would kick him in the head the girls would laugh. The witness said that Karl was totally lucid but he could not see. He died hours later. A year later, Tex Watson confessed the Tate/LaBianca murders to Diane Lake while there were in Olancha. Olancha is the gateway to the Barker Ranch via Hwy 190.

The case was investigated by the California Department of Justice. Tom interviewed the investigator who said that the investigation "fell through the cracks". It was not until Tex was finally extradited from Texas, after everyone else was tried, that the clerk at the store recognized Tex on TV as one of the kids that followed Karl home from the store. It is unknown if this was ever reported to Law Enforcement.

To this day, DOJ will not do anything with this case. (I have talked with them). Why not?????

It would show that Tex was killing people almost a year before, independently on his own, as well as two of the girls. That would not support the Bug's Helter Mind Control/Helter Skelter theory.

Olancha is a very small town. Gas Station, Store and one restaurant. About 500 people scattered over many square miles on ranches. It was not local kids. The Hannum Ranch is in Olancha. David Hannum worked at the Spahn Ranch in 1969 and the family used his mother's ranch in Olancha to park a semi trailer full of supplies and use it as a base.”

We remain reluctant at entering into the facts of the case because we believe that the Applicant did not and never had any opportunity of a fair trial and with the passage of time and new evidence emerging the only real resolution to put right a serious wrong is by the application of the US Constitution and by remission of sentence as previously stated.
We take this opportunity at thanking you for your kind consideration and request the relief requested as soon as possible bearing in mind the time this Applicant has spent in custody and the strong desire that justice cannot permit this Applicant to spend his days in custody any longer for the reasons stated.
Yours faithfully

Giovanni Di Stefano
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