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While Raymond Lewis was in towm I went over this case
whith him and 4th Boy Corrvigsn, inapector, on the problem of build-
iog up s sbrong =nough cese with respect to tracing goods in com=
MEPCH .

The Tirst four of the soven gounts of the iundletment are
based on Seetion 6. The third count involves Mary DiPietro and the
fourth count involves Niecoletta Vantorino. DBoth of these employoes
are tagsel workers. 1t seens biat these two sre the oniy two tassel

workera mMsw@fwﬁ by the company. I other wordg all tasszels produced
by the sompany wers made by these two suployess. (Carriv&n ig choek~
ing this to make sure that this is so). 4About 858 of the tassels went
into commeree. This narrows the problem t?@mwﬁmﬁuﬁly and 1% might be
pogssible fo bulld up a very high wmathemstical probability on the juce
tlon of troelng with reospeet to thase two eaployezs. Corrizsn is g
ting up the figures. I $his can be done, you might be willinz %o st
the case oo counts three and four in addition to counts five, six and
geven even though you misghd regord the proof weak on the guestion of
traeing as to counts one and two. UF course, this does nod moet the
problem raiged by the defeet in the indietment. However, I am layiung
this aside for the moment H0 Soe whnt develops under our usy apoprocch
under the third and fourth countse.
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