3/2/72
Loar ld,

- M . 1+ s . - . v sl i . .
fecterday, bofore I read thc nuy Gecisioi,  dnoand I talie . sbout o nusberzof
posgibilities,.

I hav. nou read the decisions U presume you consider it a way of getting into
Coderal court faster. However, if wou do a0t, I got a couplc of ideas vhile reading ite

iy

If it fo. lute to tuke further depdsitions? Stonor's are incompctinte There are

Fldnge he moy have ruined, but 4if they can still be reopemed, do vou want to?

is a matter of recor., note the language that'ne - rctainecz'cmlnscl touk the position
Buakx of treating {the lotiers as motions for a ney triall." Dida t th  counris? day's
letters are dated befove sattle died, too.

4P did move a story 2/ 24 out of Jackson/ I have not huard of it being used, I
presu.e 1t was in Yenne It lwips the decision and the alleged jall breuks, I'de be
ingterested in kmowing the usual lag bvefore decision ang its filing.

Hot by mail, but if you are there, please ask James the names of any vho can in any
way corroborate any part of his story thst he did not rmalre any attenpt to Lroak oute

The whole damned thing is just too pate L have a very uncasy fecling wbout all of ite
1 also have a fecling that they are not only going to have to do sote thing about hin but
have started to lay o foundation for it. '

On another subject that you have let slidesI'd aporcciate the roturn of Ly things
that for mor than t.0 years Yyou were going to and haven't. Amouncencnt of your cal
with th: col ege makes ne more intere:sting in having this hap 6n nov. As you knov, no<iing;
of wine was to lave gone into your gencral files, overs. +_have written about this carlier
and there has nover beun any action or resvonsc. “he long it iu delaycd the bedter the
chances for troublc,

L ha\(c coupleted the draft of the epllogue to POST HORT.M but will lot it co.l for
a little while before editinge, 4l is ot in a position to rutype it no. anyway.
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