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SUBJECT - HELIO FERNANDES CASE 

la 

R Stf 1. IN RESPONSE TO SUMMONS, HELIO FERNANDES APPEARED VOLUNTARILY 

\6 
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AT FEDERAL"POLICE HQ IN RIO AFTERNOON MARCH 16 TO CONFIRM 
AUTHORSHIP MARCH 15 ARTICLE IN TRI BUNA DA IMPRENSA. ACCOMPANIED 
BY THREE LAWYERS, FERNANDES DENIED HAD COMMITTED ANY CRIME, 
SAYING REFUSED ACCEPT DISFRANCHISEMENT BECAUSE ACT WAS ILLEGAL, 
UNCONSTITUTIONAL AND WITHOUT VALIDITY. ONE OF LAWYERS GONTENDED 
NO LEGAL BASI5 FOR TAKING ACTION AGAINST FERNANDES NOW 
BECAUSE SO-CALLED STATUTE OF DESFRANCHISED (COMPLEMENTARY 
EDICT NO. 1) HAD EXPIRED WITH INSTITUTIONAL ACT 2. 

2. CARLOS LACERDA APPEARED AT POLICE STATION WITH FERNANDES 
AND DENOUNCED "HUMILIATION" TO WHICH LAff^ BEING SUBJECTED, 
ASKING REPORTERS WHETHER CONSTITUTION IN EFFECT OR JUST NEW 
NATIONAL SECURITY LAW,OBSERVED NEW ADMINISTRATION COULD NOT 
MAKE POLITICAL PROFIT OUT OF INCIDENT, PARTICULARLY BECAUSE OF 
ULUMSY WAY IN WHICH HANDLING FERNANDES. 

3 . MINISTER JUSTICE GAMA E SILVA ANNOUNCED TO PRESS WOULD 
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STUDY CASE OVER W.EEKEND IN SAO PAULO AND. EXAMINE POSSIBLY 
PERTINENT LEGISLATION, INDICATING THERE SOME KNOTTY LEGAL 
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PROBLEMS INVOLVED. 

4. COMMENT: ALTHOUGH ARTICLE 173 OF NEW CONSTITUTION GIVES 
CONTINUING LEGAL FORCE TO ACTS PRACTICED UNDER INSTITUTIONAL 
ACTS AND MILITARY,EDICTS, STILL NOT CLEAR THAT . 
FURTHER ACTION CAN BE TAKEN AT THIS TIME BASED ON THOSE 
TEXTS. FERNANDES, LACERDA AND COMPANY* SEEM COCKSURE OF LEGAL 
GROUND AND'fHEIR LAWYERS SHOW HAVE LOOKED CAREFULLl INTO 
SATUTORY ASPECT'S OF CASE. DOUBTFUL HOWEVER THAT ADMINISTRATION 
WILL PERCEIVE MATTERS IN SANE LIGHT. TUTHILL 
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