Dear Jiu,’ - 8/13/85

You were 4o have sent ne a copy ei" the rules relsting to Motions for
Receonsiderstion but I've not received it or them. Becauss there is s flexibis
dad £ 4 bility may be nisusced against me I've ﬁecz.ﬁeeitc

L s icipate will be appropriate; withoul pagination, «nd I ‘11 put
&emeﬁhﬁ:g at the front; perhaps alse at the end or in the in-botween provision
I'm 2 by shtarding sach séotion on a neW pagte

aft and while “i1 is retyming it as and when she
then, on veflection, decided to eliminate what I

part of my lechure. I enclose a copr. I¥4 rather have
included it but a8 1 ﬁm@t about this while in the morning's therapy I decided
it is wiser to leave i} oute What I zay is wnwelcome enough without ite

As you'll see, the United States Mtorney's office slit my letter open, then

Xed out the address on the window, they siampbed it retwm %o sender. So, all I
did is typs Di Genove's name on a xerox and aleng with the letter and s Xerox of
the returned envelope send it |back %o hin,

I vias about %o says "What people!™ But they aven't people.

i’m'smzm not *Ea:}zje received anything from Smith, After two weeks!
Is be slippimg?
Or, maybe, thinking?




