.%5"-/6/74

JFK assassination appeals: the Hosty flap. Oswald's v151t to the FBI and its
destruction of his alleged threatenlng letter ,

My earlier appeals illustrate the situation‘created whenlan aééncy like the FBI
refuses to comply with specific information requests for long periods of time and then
smothers the requester with vast volumes of paper most of which are merely a tfibute_‘
to the FBI's capacity to devoting itself to the irrelevent so this can cover itsvfailuéé
to address the relevant. ‘

With ﬁo guide to the approximately 10045000 ‘sheets of paper it was difficultlto find
any relevant records. Then it was ﬁof possible to find all of them because they aré scétter- ;
ed - in different files,’even,different locations,

. Then it becomes impossible to remember all of theme

hlS exactly dupllcates the 31tuatlon in the “1ng case, where the FBI has yet to
respond to my actual requests after more than a decade yet has given me some 50,000 pages
" most of which are without meaning, in terms of the crime itself,

In further review of the records I have come accposs others of relevance, Some rélse 'Hl:“
new questionse. For example, in 62—109060 Sectlon 180, a Legal Counsel to Adams memo of VH
9/17/75 on which notatlons, 1nclud1ng any possible Serial Number are illegible. Either -

a copy of the original a:o filed in 62— 116435 as 77. I do not know what this file 1ncludes
but the 1nformat;on in the copy I have relates to the House 1nvest1gat10n of the Hbsty?flapf,.:'

I also dr;w your attention t§ the last sentence on the first page. It quotes Direétor
gelley as testifying that the FBI does not destroy investigative records. This'canﬁot then
be used, as it has been used, as an alleged explanation for not supblying me with’coﬁiGSs

Now that I have foﬁhd and read a fairly large number of relevant records I cgp under—
s¥and the refusal of the Fél to permit any outsidevinvestigation (op‘page 2)s The real?f:fs {
purpoSe.was to control what could be known. I have read the available resul#s of 'its so=
called invéstigation and‘have read what it did not investigate to.the degree it is availablé.
It does essentially the same thing in non-compliance aﬁd in partial compliance with my‘
information requests., .

Serial 7582 states that a transcript is attached. lt was not in the records provided.



In Serial 7396 the so-called Hosty investigation was used as an excuse t;)" tﬁ to 5
cut off other and unrelated inquiry. I also appeal the Wn.thhold;mg from th:x.s record.
Serial 7378 also reflects that the FBI declined to do what 1t could to be of help to
the Congressional investigation on the alleged ground that it w'as‘ conducting its own:m-
vestigation of itself. This record also does not respond to the Cong‘ressiohai :anuiry :
relating to "Do Not File" files. My appeal relating to these fil‘és; in CoA.76+1996, is
also without response. L found reference to "Do Not File" files béfore now,‘. In the King .
case I have received no response. . ‘ ’

Further efforts to locate the information in the available records is impedéd by
Oi'weilzkzi.n practise with self-serving langué,ge plus filing idractiSé well calculated fo
defeat the 1974 amend:mg of FOIA, It is dlfflcult lf not impossa.ble to f ollow the FBI's
citations of records, even when Serial Numbers are provn.ded. |

All is couched in language suitable for later quotetion ta:-»inaicate the FBI tcdk the

"hangout" roade Full openness is indicated in Serial T437X in whlch ‘the Director is
quoted as ordering "Go all the Way." This is preceeded and followed by extensive wi‘bhhold—
' 1ngs m—w for which "natlonal security" is cla:.med. .As I have ini‘ormed you, I.
.- believe, "national security" withholding includes even the J.dent:z.ficatlon of a Mr, Stern. :
' (The Warren Commission counsel involved in that part of its J_nquiry, which ignored the
& ; Oswald visit tc; the FEI and alleééd threat, is named Samucl Stem.')’

Sera.al 743%: opens with a citation {(;)f the ‘}memorandum of 1 1,/ 14/75 from Legal Counsel
~to Nr. Admas," This is identifiable as T40TX, (ﬁ opens and through its length there extends
"national security" w:LthholdJ_ng for this supposedly full and open investigation of noth:Lng
more than the FBI's allegedly lett.me; it all hang out over the allegedly 1nnocent Oswald
Vvisit to see Hosty and his leav:mg a note aE-wEEENRE- des cr:.be/as threaten:mg After these

extensive W1thhold1ngs in the "natlonal security", with almost all of page 6 of 7407 X
thus withheld
thm:d:ﬁsd, the FBI is Droperly self‘-—mghteous‘ "eooln this way we are shnw:.ng we

bsolutely
havefnothifiz to hide eoo"
With'nothing to hide';ma. wi‘bh what is alleged to be all of the relevant FBIHQ and
\ ;

Dallas Office files and with citations throughout these records (and 7462X) merely locating



and seeking to identify the cited records took an entire day for the student who is helping
wme at the moment. : ‘
This trace shows that essential and relevarif regords are withheld by filing them in
other files although they without any doubt are essential vflv:b fhis file and to this sub-
Ject, as the attached 11’:(:01'{1,3 showe sl =
If by any chance there is properly slassified ihfomatiozi thaty is withheld, the
reasonally segregable also is withheld. an oxample is the iﬁchtification of Stern.
Hlu first pame and official function are nof a matter of natiOnal security, an ,appé‘al to
which you have not respondcde ' ’
In 7437X on page 2 under "Obse'rva‘.‘bionsi' ahd in the sense of relating toHosty‘
disclosed stateménts there is an opening "“ecret" claime Error is attmbuted to Hosty
and a record is 01ted. The recommendatlon is for no further :anu::.ry and senda.ng the AG=
the attached cammunication, dated % 12/3/75. 5
In it there is similar withholding. On the mme first page the second "Secret" cla:x_m
is mede for quotation from the disclosed Hosty statnment. Following a colon a.nd contlnu:Lng :
'for four more paragraphs on page 2! N ; |
Not providing the supposed attachmentswz.th the redord m required some search
for theme The first cited on page 3 is "serial 5‘7 in the Oswald file." It is a WFO airtel

of 11/19/63 . W:Lth the entire matter relating to marks made on it in Dallas, ‘the 'Dallas

copy is withheld as "Previously Processed." w:v;ﬂ!fﬁ‘ $Attached is th worksheet page
A ¢ Jorn] bolh 2¥e

for it from 100-10461.) The record is also. 105—82555-78fﬂ3v7ever, this ava.llable record

- 1s not identical with the Dallas copy, which is the subject of the :anulry over Hosty‘
conduct in the JFK assassination n_nvestlgatlon a.nd with regard to both Oswaldse

The memo to the AG refers to Hos:by‘s representation, »that-- he had crossed his name off
the record, and then states "A review of this serlal‘thn- determined that SA Hosty's name
is crossed out in the block stampeso" This and other information here referred to is on
the withheld Dallas copy onlye Obviously neither Hosty nor his Dallas supervisor could have
marked the FBIHQ copy of the WFO commuhicatibr‘i. |

I cite this as and also as more than the fact that "Prev:l.ously Frocessed" is a means



of withholding what in most instances is not and cannot be an identical cop& and 1n most
if not all instances does incdude other information of value.

Almost all of the content of the document itself, 105-82555;% withheld under
"nati€nal security" claim. The record relates to what was explored by the Warren Com—
mission, several Congressional committees of both Houses, has been disclosed by the FBI;
CIA and Secret Service in varying degrees, wasy leaked extensively by various official
pPersons and was discloseq in other court proceedings. Aside from some possible comment that
could lead to official embarrassment the withheld information is almost certainly within
the public domain. I have never been told that the FBI disputes my repjieated representa~
tions over the years that this information is within the public domain, The FBI instead
merely withholds it, without response. (It has never once replied by proving any such state-
ment by me to be in error and has never once made any unequivocal represe'm:ation that any ‘
such statement by me is in factual error. )

Date of classification is &iven as long after my specific request for this 1nformat10n,
7/6/T1. Classification is by 2040, who as I've observed is willing to classify anything;.
And I add doeg, |

The next record cited in the memo to the AG is "Serial 50 of the Oswald file (ié) é.v-l
copy of an airtel with two enclosures vhich the .New Orleans Office sent the Bureau; with
copies to Dallaés, dated October 24, 1963." It isfsta_ted that this and two enclosures,
identified as Serials 49 and 48 a:fe attached. They are not in .th'e copies provided to ne.

Here s;n»;:v O turns out to be of theXME 100-10461 file and to be Serial 42 of the
FBITHQ filed Again they are not identical coi_:ies .E.dd the notations added to the Dailas copy
are of relevant and important information. They tend to suin_port what )_%sty said and show
filing of the three Serials gfter the assassination, which was & month iater.

Both copies are attached hereto. The searches slip attached to the HQ copy followed in
Section 1. It lists the searching of files from which I have received no records, all four
fol:gwing the 105-82555 records. 97-4196 is Fair Flay for Cuba Committece I do not recog—
nize the others,

The worksheet for the Dallas record, referred to and included above, lists both



48 and 49 as "Previously Processed." In the FBIHQ files these are listed on the worksheet
(attached) as 43 IN and 43 OUT. Although 43 IN is an FBI récord, from the Legate., Mexico,
id is referred to the CiA. £rom 7/77 until now, 22 months later, the CIA has not provided
that €and other) records. (Referral slip attached.) On 43 OUT a note on page 2 is withheld.
After the obliteratibon "secret" classification is indicated. The basis for the claim, from
the worksheet, is no more than that the‘;;;ii information came from the CIA..Ih fact there
is Bo reason to believe that the information is not within the public domain and every
reason to belieﬁe it iss (The intercepts of Oswald and the‘wrong pictureé in Mexico Citg1$

Other withholdings under claim o classification also appealed in T437X.

T7462X is of 12/31/75, It if Assistant Director (InqgectiOn) HoN.Bassett's report on
the House subcommittee'Eestimony of four I'BI witnesses whose evidence allegedly #as been
released in these files, in the FBI's internal investigatibn. Bassefrbegins by referring
to what is not provided in any record I have been able to loéate, "a detailed review" of
the testimony of these four. I appeal the withholding. For these 10 pages such records of
a detailed review are required.

Discussion of Hosty's testf—ﬁony begins on page 3. Some of the material duplicates
his Warren Cormission testimony, which is available and I-havé reviewed it againe

Questions of who is telling the truth if ﬁbt of who is perjuiious relating to the
investigation 6f the assassination of a President remain. In fact, they are more numerous.

‘Hosty is one of the asgents disciplined over the JFK cases.’fhis is public knowlecdge and
it was testified to before 4 number of committees, most recently and in some detail the
House assassins by the then Inspecior, Je.HeGaley who filed a repdrt I have not seen in
- these records and therefore believe remains withheld. (Appealed.)

The disciphinary action and reasons for it aie-diséussed beginning in paragraph 3
on page 3. Here there are references to records not provided, relevént and I appeal their
deniale They should be in HQ and Dallas fiies. These were the subjec@’bf public testimony
and are part of the FBI's disclbsed internal investigation. In connectiob with the JFK
case and the Oswald case questions were as£;§;Z£§32nswered (1%/6/63).in.writing. Their

content was discussed before the committee and are in this memo. The means of withholding



appears to be filing of JFK as.aassz.natlon :mvestigata.on records in personnel f::.les only

(or other than in the 62-109060 and 105-82555 f:.les) and not :mclud:.ng coples in the
files relating to the assassination investlgatlon. This is a clear and to the best of
my recollection unique departure from practn.se, which is to 1nd:1.cate a copy w
for personnel fileso S . e i i &
One of these records is identified on page 6, last paragraph, as in’ 67—798 as 3048.
It is described as a Dallas airtel of 12/8/63 in responee to the questlons of 12/5 and
12/ 6"enclosing among other things an undated 24—page letterhead: memorandum (LIﬂVI)
captioned *Lee Harvey Oswald, aka,! respondlng to 15 of Gale's quest:.ons'." This des—- :
cription places the record clearly Wlthln ny requestso Denial appealed.‘ “ :
4t the top of page ¥ there is reference to the SACst "personal and conf:.dent:.al '
f:n.le.'f I have rece:n.ver1 no records from any such f11e under any request or in: any sm_t :
a.nd no ¢laim to any exemption coveI:Lng any. such fllesa I appesal the den:l.als; e,
Although Dallas records did not dn.sclose some of those cited above, on page 7 :Lt ‘
is stated that Hosty provided copies to Dn.re,ctor Kelley in 197%. They are. not here
They are ieleve.nt wherever or however. f:.led. Dem.a.l appealedo Aga:m fll:.ng appears to’, o
: ha:ve been of JFK assassmatlon mvestlgatlon gnformatlon in a personnel f:.le gx_z_:_l.l

Pages 7 and 8 of this memo make the relevantef{f the 24 ppo LmVI-cleaz:

There is reference to a covering air’cel for it on page 8, 3rd paragraph. -
‘ 4 note added at the end, probgﬁly with the year of the dete incorrect, states that
on 1/ 12/75 copies including fhe 12/6/63 record were sent‘ ‘to Dailaeo If ithese remaihed
there I do not recall reading them in the Dallas files and I believe I would have made a
v"separa,te copy for subject filing beeaus‘_e of my strong interest in this ovevam
from the o‘utset, from the research for my firet'vbodk._ »

 The "we have absolutely nothing to hide"'_Ieg'al Coﬁneei to Adams 11/14/75 memo referred
to above, T407X, attached, is captioned as relating to the YI_Iou”se‘ subcommittee's public
inquirye (The hearings were covered extensively, including‘ by‘ coa.et;-to-coast TV.) The
firsf paragraph, which normally states the purpOSe, is eritirely iw':'i.thheld,» claimed to be
. "Seci‘et‘." The second paragraph discloses that reasonably Segfegeble information is with=

; =, i
held. if onlv the identification of SAC Will/}_ams and the refernce to him. (Kansas Citv.)



Ther: follows a reference to a new Hosty memo i do not recall seeing. it is relévan't:a'

From context what is withheld as "Secret" on page 2 dig preparat:.on for pub‘:Lc testlmony.
It includes what is supposedly disclosed in what Hosty tes t:.fied. toy others test:.fied to,
and the FEI disclosed as part of its 1nterna1 :.nvest:.gatlon.

There then is another "Secret" w:.thholding, apparently in reference +0 what is
public knowledge of Oswald in Mexicoe It is apparently :_n reference to the WFO airtel
referred to and included above, This is said to be attached as 3 Tab 3° It 1sn't. It is
not podsible to determine all of what ouppo_oedly wasv attacheds’ If there are refer’enoés to v’
two earlier Tabs they are ihcluded in\ahaf 1s obliterafed as "Se,eret'f andare reasonably
segregables [ Yo y m/v)

10010461~ so(IQ*EQIE‘;;abe attached and is, but of the two attachments to it

L

only one is in this Volume although the memo etates that both are.[ ﬂl&l 05" *8’253’.5 W’ vm’pu/;?;ﬂ
"Stripping" of the file that has to have been aftc,r the assass:mat:.on is. next v”‘:&#" "
represented as normal prac’c:.se anc}'proper. This is followed by the total w:u.thhold:.ng ( page :
'5) of what i$ "pertinent" in the WFO airtel, which reports that Oswald s in Menco and X
m’cercepted and/or photographed there and/or under the wrong name, etce Not a single
word of more than a page, of four or more ent:.re paragraphs, is found to be reasonabls
segregable because not a word of them is not obllterated. Imposs:l.ble as « th:.s 13, w:.th
regard to what is public domain :Ln particular, it is this that is followed by the chest-
'thump:.n{., of "we are showing that we have absolutelv nothing to hided" (page 6) and the
Director's "Go all the way."(page 7)
- One wonders what more would have been withheld without the order to "Go all 'bhe way"
a:n.d if the FBI were not "shov.:mg that we have absolutely noth;mg to hide" ovér the tota’l.:.ty
of suppre3s:|.on of Oswa.ld's vn.s:rl: to the DFO a.nd his. reforted threats
Of course :1.1: has always been the official FBL position that before the assassinat:.on
Oswald showed no tendency toward v:z.olence. And when SA Hosty was quoted to the eontrar'y ‘
by thévead of the intelligence unit of the Dallas police he Filed an affidavit denying

:Lt - without reference to his hav:.ng received and destroyed the wr:x.tten alleged threat :

to such v:.olence as blowing up the Dallas office and the police departmente



None of the many FBI people who Mmew about this ever sa;Ld a word outstide’ the FBI, g
from clerks to the top at FBIHQ, so obv:Lously there was noth::_ng to hide. Why else h:Lde J..t?
Even more, why hide it when Oswald was the only ofi‘lcn.ally accused assassing the
lone assassin according to the FBI?

In earlier appeal I made reference to the total truthfulness of Hosty's Commission G
testimony, and as I state above I réyiewed 11: againe. i attach two pages (473 and 475)
as published in Volume 4.

When asked, considering that 'Osﬁéld was a defector i e Ot 6 Fe earlier history
"did it occur to you at all that he was a potent:.ally dangerous person" H Hosty tes*l:lf:_ed :

"Nogsir," adding, there was “no mdlcatlon that he would commit a v:Lolent ac'b" and no 8

indication "to me that he was capable of v:.olencea" (See also page 473) . e :

Two pages kater he testified ,that‘ the FBI 'considered nobody else :'anoive”d' in the |
assassination, that the Oswald case was ass:Lgned to h:Lm and that all records came 1%0 ’h:Lm. »

(Elsewhere in this testimony he tcstlfled to and use was made of Hexlco :mi‘ozmation
that remains withheld from me today.) o

Hostyz/also testifed that aftemffhe,oswal_a file had been closed he had it reopened "

—

in “arch of 1963 M/ (455-6), after which it was closed as a Dallas case when referved, to

New Orleans and "Then in October the case ‘was shlfted back to Dallas again." Asked to be
CaR _ (( ppml&l( 1w rocnds
- more specific he said, "ell, actually November 4 would be our requestees" / have. ‘W’“’ vl )

All those withheld Fexico bits of 1nformat10n appear not to have stirred the FEI
very much, Hosty or anyone else, Nothing had ~happened as of the time of the assa's‘sinati’ori
(page 459), Hosty said he was waiting "& ﬂfew Orleans forwarded the necessary papers to me,"
There was no hurry because"Opwald was no’/employed in a sensitive industry."

Oswald had left New Orleans the end of September and the NO“FO immeda.ately :.nformed
ﬁallas, whlch received the information 10/ B CDas ARG )

Hosty also testified that the chg':lge back to Dallas did riot reach there until the
afternoon of the day before the assass:.natmn. (pe 462) He clains he did not get it

unt:Ll after the assassination.

“I‘his”})icture' of the FBI and its only candidate for assassin, of its inves‘c_iga‘t'ion



and procedures, of its w:.thholdlng as secret what proved it had abs olutely noth:mg to Lo
hide and, of course, of its having kept the Oswald trip to the FLI and his alleged threa‘b
entirely secret, plus the nature of the omissions in ’che PﬁI'S internal mvestz.gatlon, s
prompted me to make further searches, for :Lnformatlon and to determine tmthfulness. h‘: .

(:&N’ 15
relates to whe'bher despm:ke all the chest—thumpingy “to something to h:x.de and
~misuse of FOIA te hide ite -
fhe
It is not only AOswald pre—e.s.,ass::.natlon v::.sit to the FBI seeking Hosty and leaving

the allcged threat to blow tlie place up that convinced IIosty and the FBL Bswa.ld lﬁm

was a man of non-violence, Hosty's own x‘-epo‘rt of 9/10/6% (100-10461-Section 1)-is per-—’ e
~ suasive in recounting how Oswald 'fd.-fank to excess and beat his wife on numerous occasionss "

(Copy of record attacheds)

attached
82555<34 and 35 Oswald hed moved to ew Orleans that Apr:Llo

On the same day Ebosty ti:ansfe‘rred +he cases of both Oswalds to New Orleans. (105-

Despite, if not contrary to Hosty's testimony there is 100-16926-9 (attached), wh:.ch

- Oswea ;
testified, as Office of Ora_g:_n :Ln bo‘!:h Cases, bedataunids. (The first paragra.ﬂyh;jis

Hosty 5&so wrote. Here Dallas is listecl Ia? of 10/22/63, a full momth earl:.er than he

‘withheld as "Secret," which I appe ) | | |

Tihen, on 11/4/6%, on learning that and reporting that dsw.e;ld ‘waé ﬁgrk:mg in Dallas,
he reported that New Orleans was‘ 00. -(105—82555-48, attacheds)

‘There is a record of the 11/ 15/63 return of the I’IAxina case to Dallas (105-82555-4T,
attached) but we have found no record of the ,_retiﬁn of the Leo Oswald case. s this redord
states and as Hosty told the Warren }Commission, he glready had all the information. Wh‘ate.ve'r,‘
the withheld exico information he received there was no .reas‘bn to wait until the case wa$
transferred back from New Orlcéms» before launching any investigation. |

chsty did testify that there is a record and that the Bureau receives a copy (type=
ucrlpt, De 6021, attached) but worksheets for the period from the previous ffuly until
ai‘ter the assassination (100—1046—1— Serials 2%-45, attached) reflect no Dallas record
of thls.

The use of Serials to which Xs are added led me to check the ‘sfrrounding records and



 of this and its. Walter investigation a.re s

' vlS one of  the reasons I filed my request for all records relat:..ng to the plocessing _ag@

the worksheetse This added confusion and disclosed dlscrepancz.es. I use '7437X to 1llustratei "f;‘jf“‘
on the worksheet (attached). o
There are two difierent® records identified Bs 7457 The second, :z.ndlcated as of

Six pages, all disclosed to me, is followed by a comment that app"ears to,say, there iS’.a, '
referral to the Sccret Service and does say "crim 1nfo re wr:Lters." But the Volume i‘bself
holds neither 7437 Instedd there is a single ref erral sl:.p, vto 'bhe Secret Serv:.ce, of all
7 pages, which can be of both records decpite indication of one only. % j 6F mes fh’"
The net result and the effectiveness of the FEI's 'OOntrdl“over outside, invesbigation
and its internal investigation are reflected in‘thelAPfs,repéfEiﬁg'df the disc10sﬁxe‘cf-‘

'these records. (Attached 89-694& ~1 425. The FBIts own proclama'tlon of the extensiveness

heralded as "most extséns:LVe" An: the

. lead and noth:;.ne; "shakes the cbnclu.sion of both the FBI and the Warren Commiss:.on.'f

(This is rather odd in view of the Hoover/FBI d:.sagreement W:Lth the Warren Commisslon‘ 4
‘over the shots.)

How in so short a per:.ocl w:n.'bn S0 many thousands of pages %o examine the .AP managed ‘

! ‘to come up with just what the FBI wanted covered and to say :just wha’c the FBI wanted eaid s

: ;I,ea§e of these records. (The case is Ceds 78-0249.)
Anything and everytlu.ng relating in any way to the searchlng, d:.sclpsure or non-
disclosure of any kind of Hosty records is also, neces.aamly, in the context of Oswald

sy {I-osf ‘1.'!
being l.c/ase, going to them}(iﬂgﬂ FBI Dallas Office right before the assassination,

and of reports immediately# after the assass,in&tibn that Oswald"ha;d aad an. FBI(-antl/or CIA)
conne’ction. ‘ i :

In mak:i.ng any denial the B3I ’was in a bad positiona-lt had to prove a negative when
it alone had eny possible proofs and 11: had motive, 1f the repor‘b was. trud;hful, for not
telling the truthe

Un the okher hand, as former CIA Director Dulles told his fellow Commissioners on
1 / 27/64, the transcript of which was withheld from me for yeare, if it were true the FBI
would lie,

When there is no actipn on apoeal for so long and when the FBI xie itself is so



unresponsive, when it does not even bother to make pfo forma denialef ny representations
that it withholds what is wifhin the pug%iffgg?ain, as with the Mexico matters, it brings
more suspicion on itselfe. There is a l;%:‘{;fzg,;upposéd to live within all the laws. Yet
with me it is in open violation of lawe

If the FEI might have been expected to take instant dislike to anyone who questione;
its "solution" to the crime, its investigation of it, its velationship withg‘the Commig=
sion and other such positiong and writing, it also is the fact that in my very‘fifst
writing about Oswald and the crime I said thaﬁ parts of his career are consistent oﬁly
with what in intelligencéﬁgzsélled establishiﬁg‘a covere

TheFBls :

Perhaps this was aggravated whéﬁﬁkﬁﬁ’?gg;ntly disclosed effort to ruin me at the
outset backfired and madg my first book a success byvearning the first major attéhfion p
to it. ‘ ‘\ ’

Why would it research and consider filin spurious libel suitf against me and have
secret memos plotting how to "stop" my writing? (I have séen nothing of this sort'relatingv
to others.) | '

| Then there is the substance of the Hdsty flap itself and the withholding-—(1‘aﬁything,

whatever the reason, true or no%Y’%hile.proclaim%ng "we have absolutely nothing to hides"

Here you have Oswald, the self-procléamed defector to the USSR; who is éctually:
' anti-Soviet and anti-American Communiste l}'{e sets up his own, one-man "Fair Play for-cubé.‘
Committeg in Yew Yrleans and gets himself attention and arrested. First thing he does is
ask to be interviewed by the FBI. (FBI records and testimony say a single agent visited
him at the jaile. A witness says two, a witness who was an FBI and CIA source.) :

. How usual is it for such a person to go to an FBI field office? And leave any ldnd

of written commmication? Particulérly any kind of alleged threat?

How ususal is the destruction of this communicatio%;‘uy‘ |

Or keeping it secret from the workd, particularly the_&;;;ident and the Presidential
Commission; once Oswald was the only accused assassin?

With a SOBIR wife such a man goes to the Cuban and SoWiet. embassies in Mexico and

no United States investigation results?



More than a month after federal agencies are aware of this no investigation has e’vénf"
really begun? No hurry is the fruthful tes‘l::i.mony‘? No need? Not transferring the case back

to Dallas explains this? Explains it with the inconsisténcies on when it was ‘trans‘ferm‘d, o

with reference to an alleged record not in thbse privided to me from any of the files of
- the FOs and HQ? ;
The SAC is reported to have ordered the destruction of the oswald note a.ud noth:i.ng AL
happens to him? Th:n.s is usual? Hosty swears he personally’ destroyed it and *that :.s usual?" |
FBIHQ knew contemporaneously, there.is no record reflect:mg this and that also is uaual?

Hosty's punishment, transfer and a minor reduct:.on il pay is what one waul& £ ‘t L
of J. Edgar Hoover, no more? : , |
This is- more like pmu.slfnnent for getting caught, not any otker alleged <

in the foregcing L have nct :beferred to all the w:.thheld z‘eeords e ha
believe exist ey
| Nor to all the f:.les that should have ‘been searched and weren't, It ig

e  also should have included the records ©of the FBIHQ Divisions involved, which
»searched. Or the Dfrectors’ and c‘t:her higher officials, who were, invclvech o

All of this also has & spec:l.al context.

Although in the public press there was prior speculation about Oswald and. an Ff! :
connect:.on the Commlssz.on :.gnored ‘L-hese s’ccmes until it received work on Jantzary 22,1964

that Members of ‘the Texas (‘ourt of Inqu:,ry hea:rd the seme reports and had taken an intarestg- 5

din them. Then, in virtual panic, an executive session was called at the end of the workingf:v'

'f? day, with the court reporter present. Among ‘the questions over which the Comnﬂ.seion S Sk

agonised was the clear FBL preconcpetion o a lone u/ assassin and Hovver's de";_ et
‘that the Commission "fold its tent" and go home. They complained that they'd never be able'i‘ »
to wipe out belief that there had been a conspiracy, which is not the public cr mmal
functlon of an impartial mvestigat:.on. 4nd in the end they decided to destrcy the record..

"The stenotypist's tape escaped the memory ‘hole,and I obtained a forced transcript of it
under FOI4, ’ :



Along with this there is the FBI'sg leaking of its Presidential Report, later
called CD1, This @ig exactly what the Commi ssion complained of in secret - the FBI had
boxed it in before it came to life,

The combination of facts and circumstances do not encourage bellef in any FBI -
representation relating to the searches, disclosures and non-disclosures, They provide
motive for not crediting the FBI, particularly when it stonewalls and w:.thholds the
publlc domain and is not respons:nre when it receives proofs that it is making national

security claim for what is within the public domain,

My requests for some of the withheld information 80 back to 1975, My f::.rst appeals
were not long after the requests were f:.led. And noww the FBI claims it can't find all my
requests? Or did a year ag0, since when I have heard nothing,e

Even the delays, when the FBI is part of the Department and the Deparmentéé other
components have not complied, magnify the historical importances, »

My age and the state of my health when so much of what is known and so much of
what has been forced into public availability is uniquely my wor]s magnify suspicion,

Overloaded as your office is, I hope that bélatedly this and related, earlier appeals,

:anlud;mg for withheld Lexico C:Lty 1nformat10n, now will be acted in Promptly,.
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