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NOTE TO 
FILE

	DATE:
	September 13, 2021

	
	

	FROM:
	Greg Lohmeier

	
	

	RE:
	Dick Donovan, matter no. 1179455


*** ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT***
Notes from meeting with Stefanie Burford on 9/13/2021
Today, September 13, 2021, Ashton Murphy and I met with Stefanie Burford at her law office in Marietta.  
Burford provided us with additional emails of her communications with Dick Donovan regarding the Jamie White case, which she had been able to locate since we had set this meeting.  She said that these appeared to be all of the emails between her and Donovan regarding this case.  She said that she and Donovan had never spoken on the case by phone, or in person except for the meeting at her office and in court when the case was dismissed.

Burford said she had reviewed these emails and they appeared to be accurate depictions of their communications and were consistent with her memory of what happened.  She said that some of them might be duplicates because they were on different servers.  In particular, she said, the timeframe appears accurate.

Burford said that Donovan made the offer to sponsor her on her Cobb County Bar Association application.

She did not remember telling Donovan at the time of their meeting or before she looked at White’s file that White’s case would likely be dismissed (due to her being a First Offender, etc.).  She said that White did not get anything other than what someone else in those circumstances would have received.  She did think it was important for White to have to come to court in person to have her case dismissed there.  
Burford no longer practices criminal law but said that in her experience, it is not automatic that first offender shoplifting cases are dismissed, and that it would depend on the judge and the court.
Burford said that one of the problems in the DUI case was that there had been a videotape which had been lost.  She thought that the officer’s rendition of the facts – particularly regarding location – differed from that of her client’s.  She said that she remembered the case had been continued for several reasons, including once when the similar had been granted without her having been notified of the hearing – something she said she had to move to overturn.  She said that another time the case had been put on a calendar without her having received notice and so it was continued again.  Nonetheless, she said she was surprised that the case was dismissed.  She said she had just asked Donovan to look at the case and thought he would have someone call her to review it.
In speaking with Burford, I said we were not trying to prove the existence of a quid pro quo.  Burford said that reminded her that Donovan had told her, after they had discussed White’s case and she had asked him to look at the DUI case and he had agreed to, that: “This is not a quid pro quo.”
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