Dear Jimy 8/2/84

What I did for Thoeharis yesterdsy and today was too much and today, after
gething woozy, I was just sitiing and thinking, not even reading. Todsy, although
it was only two trips o the basement, I spent some time searching files and the
combinationy I guess, is what made it too muchs Anyway, as I thought, it became
appavent that there sinply i no way in which, no matter what I did about trying
%o comply with their discovery demands in the field offices case, I could have
found the record proving that they have the tapes indexed.

I have s file on the police broadoasts and this record is not in it. The reason
is simplet there was no reason to establish such a file until the FBI did not come
up with the tapes, I had no reason to believe that they would not and no resson to
establish a subjeot file on them or the transcript they nade, which was published
by the Warren Commission. “

What is in this subject file is limited to the records disclosed 4o me and
that is limdted to what the FBI did affer HSCA made an issue of the five minutes
of broadcasting that was obliterated (to the human ear) and the FBI had %o at
least pretond 4o look into what HSCA looked intos These avé the records I abtached
to my affidevits in any ovent, if not also to appeslss So I provided all that I
in stabing that the FBI made the tapss and thus, had anyiidng at all been necded
for search, were g1l that could possibly have been neededs

- % go inko this now not only becouse it refiects the frustration the FBEI was
- building in and not only because as what I sent you proves, they neceed no dise
dbopovery from mey but because it sgain illusirates that even without needing any
help from me to £ind what would have been found automatisally 1f they had made a
search but because I hed elready provided and they had all they neoded from me.

I do not think this is something Lynch will want for oral avguuent so I'm
not sending him a copy, but I do think it can be very significant on remand.

I abse wecall quite cleavly that %o prepave an sffidavit or more than one I
did go over the Dallas index and ddd include s defini¥ive statoment on what it does
- and does aot includsy with eitation of the entrises, and stated that it is obvious
that a) the FBEI has the tapes and b)lnows it has #hem o) filed other +han in the
medn assasgination filea.

The legend added te the yecord I sent you is exsctly ghe way the FEI marks
copies up for vouding to the tickler, I*vs sttached similar copies to afridavits
attesting to this and the FBI did not deny i%t. They have an enormous tickler in
Dalias and it will be extraordinerily important to get.

This business of the police tapes can be used, if we get any kind of decent
Judge on remand, as proof positiive of bad faith. Move if as I thdnk they were %old
%o produce all tapes by Shess I undersocres the bad faith in all they alleged about
discovery and the claimed need of it because I was absolutely coxwecetbin all I seid
in addition, And because this was included within the appeels it establishes that the
appeals were not acted upon. Or, all in all, potentially quite inmportent,

Doing something significant about the ticklers may be less easy, but I think
that if we can got a judge to require a firsbeperson affidavit I can specify how
the seaxch can and should be mede. It hasn't been you know, and the a oidance and
evasions and cirounmBocutions ave quite obvious. Boy what & tickler that has to bel

Best,




