[t was a dud case from day one
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Pity L5, Attorney Eddie Jordan as he wies
to put 2 prave face on it after that abordon of a
trial in Baton Rouge.

He will have a nard job finding anyone to
agree with the assertion that his assistants pres-
ented ¢ strong case and pus “ecompelling” wit-
nessges on the stand, He savs he has no regrets,
but taxpayers might, for this was a dud case
from day one.

The star fink. ex-state District Judge Foxy
Sanders, was so far from being a compelling wit-
ness as to be simply repetient. [t made every-
one's flesh crawl as be recounted his various
betrayals of the publie trust in an effort to nail
his erstwhile friends in return for the lenient sen-
tenee promised by the fecds,

Evidently, jurcrs were unwilling to convict
anyone on Senders’ say-so and agreed with de-
fense counsel that he was the crook around here,
The oniy mystery is why it took so long to hand
out aequittalz sll round after a dull proseeution
team iaid out its threadbare case,

The feds did noteh up one suceess, and they
should be ashamed for it

Although the jurors rejected the entre thrust
of the government case, they convieted Insur-
anee Commissionar Jim Brown on seven periph-
eral charges of [ving to the FBIL

This presumably means curtains for Brown
politicaily; which harily deems fair when neither
he nor former Gov. Edwin Edwards and Ron
Weeams were found guilty of the eriminal conspir-
aey alleged by the povernment.

Brown was the vietim of an FBI triek, which
may not meet the legal definition of entrapment
but will strike any fair-minded layman as dirty
pool. When the FBI interviewad Brown it was
nat, as he wouid naturally have assumed, to
gather information,

Thanks to bugs in Edwards” office and on his
home telephone, the feds already knew all the
answers, and the only point in guestioning
Brown was apparenty to eatch him stretching
the truth, With the dual advantage of the secret
tapes and the law that savs they can lie to us bat
we ean't lie to them, the feds managed to reel
their man in.

Sinee the evidence on the tapes was spactac-
ulariy inadeguate to support a criminal prosecu-
tion tn any ease, Brown will now ruefully rerleet
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Insurance Commissioner Jim Brown addresses the media on Oct, 2 in Baton Rouge.

that he could have told the guth with impunicy:
He had. after ail, done nothing wrong.

The feds nevertheless have now convicted the
lust three insuranee commissioners elected in
Louigiana. although there has never ceen any
suggestion that Brown, unlike Sherman Bernard
and Doug Green, trousered any illegal money,

Notwithstanding Jordan's protestations, his
assiztants never came close to proving that the
defendants conspired with Sanders, “insurance
duty judge” in Baton Rouge at the time. to settle
the liquidation of the Cascade Insurance Co. on
tarms that let its cwner David Disiere make off
with & bunch of moolah and stiff his policvholders
and other erpditora,

Al three defendants on che stand persua-
siwvely argued that the settiement they engi-
neered was legitimate, producing a higger payoll
for the state than any other company in doui-
dation at the time and zatsfving ail claims.

Jurors must have seratched their heads after
the povernment told them that Edwards “oor-
rupted” Sanders. Wouldn't that be a wick?

Aecording to the government., Edwards of-
fered to get the dogs called off in an nnreiated
oriminal investigation of Sanders in return for
his agreeing to do Disiere a favor. Edvards was
indeed attormey for both Disiere and Sanders at
the time, but Lthe government effortlessiy dis-
proved its own case by plaving tapes on which

Edwards repeatedly telis Sanders that the two
cases must be kept 2eparate.

That was not the only time that jurors had
cause for bafflement. Proseeutors alzo gave plea
hargains to Disiers and to Robert Bourzeos,
who was appointed by Sanders to oversee insur-
anee eompany linuidations, yet neither was called
o the stand.

Asked to explain the tactical thinking behind
rhis. Jordan said that his assistants figured the
witnesses they did cail had been sufficient to
prove their ease, If zo, Jordan's assistants arve
sasily satistied, for nobody else who set foot in
the courtroom appeared to share that view:

Bourgecis, in [act, even after siening his deal,
contnued to insist that the Cascade settiement
was “exeellent” for the state. Why he copped a
plea therefore remains semething of a mystery,
bt it is & fair bet that his teatimony would have
made the government, case even weaker, SUppOs-
ing such a thing to be possible,

Now attention nirne to the federal appeals
court, which is considering whether to overturn
Edwards’ conviction in the great riverboat li-
rense scam on grounds that a juror was dis-
missed in the middle of deliberations. Jordan is
one guy wio probably does not relish the pros-
peet of a retrial.

(T TR}

Lamas Gl is 3 staff wriler



