To Guin Shes from Hareld Boisborg, 4ppeal, J¥K records  &/12/78
Dallas Field Offies Files 100~10461, Lee Earvey Osuald

In thlg sppeal I include the de fascto dendal of tiwes unidestifiable records
withrold wader workshee$ mta%im as "grevicualy processed” for the rzessons ststed
eariisr, ithet they ocznnat be L@@t‘_ fied in FBIED records provided aud that they
withbeld from PEIEY recerds I have cheeked, ssul Tary to Hr. HeCreight's mmsaaw
ticn that I have besn given those indiested as previcusly processed.

“ris "0swald" filef inclufes wo Subs ss provided, I am confident there sre Subs
that ave withheld, {Sectisns of inventories and transiabions are net indicased ae Subs.)
I therefore agpeal the dongal of any Subs.

The Barine Oswaléd fils remsins withheld although translations of her sgrrese
M&m ave included iu the 30481 records., I renaw 2y appesl of the denisl of &
“pring Uswald file with confirmstion tuad it is sst includes 4n the Les Csunld file.

I also appeal the necdless withholdings atteibuted te (B){7){E) en the grownd sf
wadver in addition %o earlier grounds. From recellection ths 1046 records disclose
hysicals; telophone and bug smemam snd inficate others. Records resulting from
ﬁaem and obher zurvell lancoes sre ai:m withheld,

{#hen we can mske copies I wih be providing you with copies of records relevant
to the appeal, including references {o attackments thetfare not attached and not
referred to on the workshoelsd and io surveiliances. )

dmgng the still withbeld records cre gogme Lee Hervey Usweld tax records. Some in
fact sre pot withheld. 1 thersfore vegard the partisl disclosuve of taz records ass a
walver ané ask for those that remain withbbld, The privacy question is frivolous with
Oswsld's death sad the dksclosure of other tex records ic the JFX cnse, besides those
of Crwaldm now disclossd. ¥What is net friwgious is the possildlity thet these tex
records refliect unsccounted Uswald income, sz from being sn frformsnt. Perticularly
if these records So not refiect seeh income and do not indicate that Qewsld wes an
inforsent do I believe = natlonal purpose is served by disclosuwwe.The converse is true, ob.

There gre refecences to a "Setwrity lowvestipaxiics” and to sscurity®™ reporis that
are not identifiably ineluded if ineluded in any way in rocords provided. So I appeal
the densil of records relating to the ssourity izvestigation snd reporis,

Uther relevant files sve veferred %o and not previded, I made notes of thyee in
10% files nob provided. I appeal the denisl of #l1 yelovent files, known %o the Fil.

Bécause enowgh time has A#f passed 26r veferrals %o hsve been provided I wegewd
net providing thew now as s de facto denisl and I sppesl it. The workshests are dated
in Sune, Other records show that the processisg begsn earlier. This means that by

mﬁwmﬁ&mmwmm@éwzmnmw mld have been. In some



Friey ¢sses yeays have passed withoud complisnce. ﬁlmesiz tée years with some King
gssasinstien vecords. ﬁi}is is long in exeess of claimed backlogs. I% wss the practise
of agencies without any claimed backloge.l am mot at all sure that all King referrals
have been provided or accounted for. Yiven the age of some of my requests, now more
than a dscgde old, uy age, the stags of my heaith and the time girveady elapsed I
believe expedited processing of sl refexrals is not an unressonabls expectation.

in veviowing these records I ik made notes of some, perhaps not all, :agmzei%é to
which veferrals are nmpted on the worksheets. X have heard nothing from sny of these:

Bevy Depte; NIS; USh FOSI; USHC;INS;Seovet Serviee; GIA: ilr Force; Gustoms
S8ervice; Postal Sexrvice.

For your further information, the time aveilable for processing of ‘these
reierrals is up o fous months, L have records of the making of FOIi Siletes of the
records in this file on 5/15/78 by 185/213

Witkheld files are mot limi%ed bo 1058 HhSs withheld files are kmews bo tue FAL.
4 regard the withboldings ss deliberate. 4e one illustration, Serial 77 is ssid o be
in Sub 1A I was provided jo Sections identified as from Sub 1. Jbviously this was
imown Yo those whe processed the records. The records are my source.

Another iliustration of deliberate wiithholidng is Serial 2068, i@ is recorded as
destroyed bui with a copy in 44-1639, a8 2927. This was withheld, not provided. inother
siwilar illustration is Se-ial 2745 and perhaps 3182 and 3432, By noles are unclear
on the last %uwe.

These Oswald revords conbain mo vefersuee to say of my extensive wriling oo lim
that would be relevani in the 100 file. i beldeve these records sre filed elsevhere
if not withbeld in this file and 1 sppesl thelr demisls In this comnoction I remind
you z speclal ballss fiies on rolevant books, still met provided, alse appealsd.

The redords relsting to his writing BA Joesby 2 uote and subsegusnt destruction of
it and of what is calied sn invesiigation of the matber remain withohld. Similarly, some
records of outside contacts with Sis aod former Sis on this and siwilsr subjects remain
witiheld, The Dailas papers reported their contaets not all of vhich sre represented
in the pecorés provided. I kuow of others. Tais alse is tyue of Cswald's Hew Jrieans
operations, including literature distribution apnd arrest,

Hp records relating o the killdng of Osuald ave provided, If 100/% of them are
included in the Raby file {not yet provided) this would not be consistent with other
filing practises. None of the ;f&i&?aﬁii"i@&iﬂal renords and of the autepsy are provided.
There are sdandalous prier withheldings thet can explain these withholdings, One is
uareported and kuown injury %o Oswald. 4mother is veporied esrlier surgery not re=
fiected in the subopsy records 4in the 4rchives.

Ho records of Oswald's roported p ickeding or literaturve distributions in Dellas




and virbually nome of political ingwiry known %0 have besa mede are srovided.
done of the notes made by any of the Sis or originsl statements of witnesses
zxe provideds

Hor any of the mepy sholograpbs referzed ito.

There are no rocords of the investigetion of an Oswald 2% the Hexicsn borler cod
in Dallas at the same time. These are referzed o in the 50-43 file, where they also
are not in whet was provided. This is true of other investigatory veids, such as of
the exsmination of a tape or tspes znd phetog-aphe rushed wp from Nexico City by
then Legat 8A Eldon Budd, This extends to the recevds of false reportings of Os-
wald at the Suben embessy in Mexico Uity and the allegations of porsons like
Alvarsds Ugsrte, but not him alome.

There sre ne records of eny W:stigaﬁiaa to idon¥ify the person incorrectly
reforved to as Oswsld in the Hexdce 0ity Recesanbd, If ithers i3 any basls Tor the
gllegationz of the House assassins eami’ctee af 7/3/18 in its relesses of pietures
and sketehes then of this there also are no records provided. In tiis connoction theve
were esrlier allegations atirfbuted %o one Antonic ¥ecimns and refarring to moetings
with an Oswald and Manrice(Merris) Bishoy in Dsllas, o reconis ave provided, sven
though relevant references exish in the 89-4% files.

1 resall no records relating to the providing of these and meny other relsvant
records 36 a number of Congresaional somadttees of both Houses, ¥Widle I am avere of
the possibility that the FBL/F whtbheld Dallas Field Office files 7 s not essuming
this and I do assume that there was compliance with Congressionsl requests. Yot the
records provided include none of these,

¥hile I believe my recollection is dependable, concentration and sontianity of
work on these records was intsrfered wiih by s lares amount of %ime and »egulsr intere
ruptions by reporters over ihe lesking of FEL records reslating to the Mng and the JFK
esssssinations, Iff my recollsction is ineowrreoct those whe processed these records
should be abls o cite records indicabing that oy recoilesction is fiawed, if it is.

The n9st recent of these leaks, 21} kayed to self-preservation and gimilar
efforts by the House sssassins commiites, relates %o an interpretation of a %=pe of
Dalias polioce broadessis at the tdme of the JFK aseassination. This is not a new story.
Several articles saying exacily the ssme thing were published quits some time ago by
Perm Jones of ¥idlothian, whieb is near Daliss, in his smell nsesletter. There has been
no refersnce to his nswlstder or ‘khesa’_aﬁegaﬁms of a fourth zhot recorded on iave.
There thus ave me reflections of any FBI inguiry into this tape or this alleged analysis
of it. Ecwever, the FBI did heve the relevant fapes and records,(Scme recording was
on dise.) It provided en incomplete transcript for the Warren Cozmissiom. I have nob
seen any transeript in these Dallas records provided to date. If there sre any such




FSI inquirdes into this published interpretation of the tape, which would be a direct
refukition of the PBI's solution %o the crime, I have seen no record, mo indiceiion in
these Pallas records. (Thers are sepavete files relating to Pemn “ones. mot provided.)

I believe that amy and sll such records, however storsd or described, shpuld have
been provided. I cannot imagine that there are none or that the Zab was not consulied
in such methers. ¥ith these newsr allegstions and this void in the FBI records I ask
for a dub of all police broadcasty tapes or other recordings, including countfy,
state and federal, If thore sve FEI records not provided, I ask for sxpedited processing
of them because of the interest stirred up by the lesks, which do provide s current
sxd serious petional interest, Dubbing on cassettes will be sdequate.

inother such tape surfeced in sarly 1964. I recsll no records relating to this
in either Dellas file., Such records, as you now know, ¢an be located rapidly from the
mquest for expeditdd processing is heve also relsvant.(My recolisciion is that the 1964
tape was Found not to be awthentic., But the tapes the FEI hes should be authentis.)
The subject is topical and has atirvacted wide stiention. PFarticslariy if the allegations
are not true do I believe the information should e made svailable prompily.

There are recovdings of statemeris by witnesses that slso have mot been provided
and in fact are not referved to in the records provided. In prior appesls I have
referred %o this in conmection with withholdings relsting %o Dallas policemsn Jim
Chaney, If 1 444 not mention that I heve $he phonograph reeord including officer
Chaney's voics mpamhg%ﬁmj“l,,. gtation. XKIIF, I doe If not
prior So the distribution of this wrecord ma&mmm&mﬁmm
relovent FBI records. I belicve they also ave withheld and appeal this withholding.
(Trere is no refevense to them in the Oswald file and there is Bee that I can expect
from the Rubg file, which has not yet been provided.)




