Doax Yir, ’ T o 6/12/83 ,

It is after 9 Sonday ndght, I wad working on the affidavit 5330 this rorming,
141 bas comploted the retyming of it and fs echaustod and in bed, and I've just
corpleted the rough and unvesd dreft of an addandur 4o 4t I want you to know sbout
in the event it cunnot got retyped tomorrows Renember, Tucsdsy momdng we leave to
see my mother end Idl hes mich Yo do in preparing for that.

The very lest yecord dn this last batch of Marks 2a dynanite on Anderson ent.
the Fille Aad i% can be very significant in amsk any oth.o uscs of this affidavit,
of whioh + have one Limedlatoly 4n mind, House comdttoc chairiane

Fortuitously, it provides an exceilent nsw vasls for yeconsideretion of Swith's
rolection of our dmproporly-crded MNotion to Beguman e FRI's officoviis, and the
kind of thing nobody ought want to go up on appeals ALL iy enalyols in ny Apcll 20
affidavik, iaclucing evon the subject metlier of the 1051456 FRU file, is 2008

- asourabt. _ ‘

4ndeyson sworo to the existance of two How Orleans goudes of that one wecord
of wirich _ koow, Bub this recoxd dlsclosod nnt but g, So oven if the one
ho patd s destroyed was destroyod, there are others in Jew Urleans at the
least end one of these is 4n i entircly difffspent file than that ene. I tihdnk i%
i3 cloar that the duplicote in this 105 £ile ia the anly destroyed conys That leaves
the original in that file, the copy in the other file, and exactly as I atbested,
the additoonnl coplas at FEINQ and elsswhere,

dotve got the B £0Bs aniled amain, in fact 4 not in Sitiden $eoms and destires,
Whon I g0t baock I'nm pofng fo oimet naddng soms offerds becavse *he iuporianse to
FOIA im to00 yeele

After the Ludb work Somorxewr X expaet 4o 1 able 4o read snd corrvel ihise I
did it ia haste, after supper. If it 1z cldar enough then and I41 4s not shle %o
rotyce it in tlos for At Yo muko the mail, 1'11 enclooc & copye If 1% 43 not, you'll
have this indfcation of ite contenise ‘

I think the motien now should dnclude all FAI attestublon, perheps o rensvod
zotion because it will alsoiunciufie Spechs, who had no: provided an sariiew
ghblestation but who I alse adirdssed after he rejected the earlier muticu. Tall
then that it will not be possible for me to got Tk anothar new affidavit,with
new svideance I've just obtained, %o you hofore the end of the week but thob in
fairness to them you want them to know nefore the hearing on the 23rde Can't you
 Just call 1% a Notloe of Henowed NEEE Mokion to Exmungs end give them, in addition,
something to worry pbout while atvthe same time baing very fair %o them and putting
them on rotice? Including Sith, who may have a tolerance s not yet indicated?

They have not made this cese political dynardte for thenselves, despite thadw
dependance on “nith's protection, and thero oughd be o Aianis to whwt he is willing
to do %o himself %o prutect them, '

¥hen you do got around to yalsing the perjury guestion again, I think 4%t is
essentlal to soy that the plaiatiff bollowes that any question of sowrn wtrutifulness
is of such momend that it requdres a Juddelal determirsiion of fact and thet this
Plaintiff requests that 1% bo addrdased in a panner enabling imwediato aprenls What
I anm seying is put it swvarely on the Xnoy

I'n tired, keyed up, want to relax bvefore I try to sleep, and won't now write
you aboui the rest ui that stuff you just semts I think the Tom Davis stuff is
uiterly worthless and that there is no basis for any waturc interest in it. Nor is
there anything of subject-matter value. There is a litile on the FBI/HSCA, but what
else is new? Some of the latter roflects the FSI's knowledge of perteince of other
records in this litigation, but do we want to go to that toouble now? I think ncte



