


Supreme Qonrt of the Mnited Sintes
Mrelington, B. 4. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE JOHN PAUL STEVENS

August 1, 1983

MEMORANDUM TO THE CONFERENCE

Re: 82-271 - Chardon v. Soto

The last footnote in my first draft in this case
was inadvertently omitted from subsequent drafts and
from the slip opinion, and accordingly the last few
footnotes are misnumbered. The omitted footnote
illustrates a point made in text about statutes of
limitations in the antitrust area, and I would like to
reinsert it in the version of the opinion that will
appear in the U.S. Reports. Attached are the footnote
itself (pp. 11-12 of the first draft) and a marked up
copy of the appropriate pages of the slip opinion,
showing how the last few footnotes would be relocated
and renumbered to rectify the error. I do not think
these changes would affect the dissent, and I assume
there will be no objection.

Respectfully,

Attachments
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Supreme Gourt of the Hnited States
Haslhington, B. €. 205%3

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE SANDRA DAY O'CONNOR

August 8, 1983

Re: 82-271 Chardon v. Soto

Dear John,

I have no objection to adding the omitted

footnote.

Sincerely,

w

Copies to the Conference

Justice Stevens
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