Dear Jim, 5/30/63

At about 3130 this aftermoon, about a helf hour after I was able to work for
the first time today, I came upon an incomplete appeals I was drafting when I
was interrupted, one I was never able to complete, I presune because of my health
problens after I hadrborked past whatever interrupted me. I believe these can be
soue of the most iuportant records in 0322/0420 and I'll be putting them all
together in anothe> affidavit. Ky purpose in writing is to inform you rather than
going into detalls over the phone and to ask that you take s forceful step.

What 1 have found is copdes of Dallas records garked for ticklars!

So, firet of all,, 1'd like a short mption to coiipel that the swom statement
that the Dallas office did not credte or kesp any ticklers be made by someons with
firgte=nerson knovledge, not by evaszive Phillips. In this case I want %0 go a
1little farthur than vou ordinarily would in susbh & motion and to point out the
deliberateness of Phillipas ovasiveneas, even after begng corrected several times,
and add that I believe I can prove that the rcason no firsteperson affidavit hag
been provided is that I could prove it to be perjurious because the FBI provided
me, if unintemtionslly, that Dallas did have tickliers.

I tidnk that puts it directly up $o them snd wamns them in advance, it is nommal
to provide firs =person afi'idavits, of couras, and abmormal to refuse to. ind what
lawyer can defend the incompotent -hillips attestations.

S maka it olear that they always intended to schieve the henefits of perjury
vwnlle tachndcally avelddng it by iradstin. on incompetanet si’estations.

How I wish you's cited the case i+ nentioned to you after you sent me a copy
in which the court held that {irsteperson affidavits are required if anyone with
that knovwledge is aveilsble.

E'1) have aboiiy 15 FRT Dalles docuconta norked for toiiders fhak I geleckad

2ag048 «-.ond all from thy irst seotion of 89471 In one case, perhaps
more, but one I used in thy dra’™ 9 the oopeal, they gove me two d4f¥4rent coples
of the same derial, th: difference being in the added notations. One only was
uzed for Hiclder coplas, th: other did not besr these notationa!

And it is cleur that the added notes are not for indexdnp ovenmuse the
iadexing is inddcated in the atndend FEL monnerd

I wontt De uble tu got en this until tosorrow et the eurliust, anc I'1L be
delayed by the week®s extrn bloocdieatdng, if net aloo the wewthor.

This is & g reat op.ortunitye. Please do it up Grown?
In h&ﬁtey

AT



