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Dear Méxk and Jm’

During my morning's walking

12/11/84
therapy I was able to think more about what I want

to do sbout the appeals court decision, but becamuse of a number of medical and other

interruptions I was able to mak

fless progress on it today and there are two more

such days of interruptions the coming two days. Nothing serious, only necessary. For
Jin's information, Iil fell in iy’ cardiologist's office and developed a hematoma on ‘AL
her right forearm so large he ekclaimed "OH myGOD!" when it happened 10 days ago and

o teldl her vesterdey when we had her mother

really scared when he saw it.
today and he told her it is com
and ugly and extensive discolorm

diminshing graduallye. The coming

concerne

sho is now 9%Jthere that he was

I took her to the orthopaedist for the seoond tine

& along very well but to expect the large swelling

tion to persist until after the first of the year,
two are nothing out of the ordinary, so have no

I decided that it was neither necessary nor correct not to inform Jime

I an preparing a petition
will be granted, but to file it
and I do believe that it will b

In form it will consist la
Raised," and I am going over th
the court hell for conjecturing

written an untennble justifics
questions which are just ruinou

I've really been politd, t
instead of the case record, +
but only once, and I did, again
conjured. But the questions are
devastatinge

4nd this is what troubleime

fear that any lawyer who filed

“or an en banc review, without expectation that it
and to have it available for any other possible uses,
of considerable value for other usess

gely of what + believe is captioned, "Questiongd
> precise language carefully and instead of giving
mind-reading, just making things up and having

ion for its preconcpetion trte polite
sreconcpetion, feTTEEES

to its integritye
0. Olice I refered %o its citation of Voltaire
d refer to its mind-reading, with regard to jim,
I think but once, refer to conjecture or what it
Jjust about all self-answering. 4nd utterly

about lawyerse. No matter how proper and polite, I
ivthing like this would jeopardize himself and his oThe,

&lientse I wish L did not belieye this because it would be better for a lawyer to
~do what I'm doinge However, unless, and perhaps even if, court-appointed, it may
well be dangerous for any lawyers Except, perhaps, a Hisschkop, who I'd dearly love

to do this because it can be so

very important in today's climate and realitiese

Sosmwith regard to Mark, whose help I appreciate and whose additional help

I would also appreciate, if he

vents to be released, I release hime e had agreed

b
only to handly this before the appeals court. Where it will still be, but I cannot
3

ask hinm to subject himself and

innocent other clients to retaliatione

If he is willing, because of the conflict that the appeals court has magnified,
to represent me on the remand, I would welcome thate 4nd I would first want to mo¥e
to recuse “mith as prejudiced, which he might not want to doe

_ I don't believe that both of you together will find as much wrong and verys

very vVulnerable as a decision ¢f a court of law as I have because you do not know

as much about the case record as I do and possibly for other reasonse This kind of
thing simply must be opposed and exposed, to the degree each is possible. While there

are what 1 regard as more basic

and great dangers represented, it also is another

assaslt on all lawyerse While agmitting that not fewer than 200,000 pages are
involved, for example, it states clearly that Jim could spend what it does not
mention, uncountrable unpaid days each requiring 100 miles of driving, also unpaid.
(I think the only way this could be safe to address for lawyers would be if what is
not reasonable to expect, a large number were involved en masse and you barristers
ain't about to take to the stre¢ts. Except, perhaps, before the Afrikaner outpostse
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