' most of whlch are W1thout meaning, in terms of the crime itself.

T g

JEK assass1nat10n appeals: the Hosty flap. Oswald's v1sit to the FBI and 1ts
' destruction of his alleged threatenlng letter :

My earlier appeals illustrate the situation created when ansagency like the FEI
refuses to comply with specific information requests for 1ong perlods of time and then
smothers the requester with vast volumes of paper most of whlch are merely a tribute

-

to the FBI's capacity to devoting itself to the 1rzelevent so thls can cover its failure
to address the relevant. ,

With no guide to the approximately 100,000 sheets of paper 1t was dlfflcult to find
;“:vany relevant records. Then it was not posalble to find: all of them because they are scatter—?jl
’ed»— in different files, even different locatlonso v .

Then it becomes impossible to remember all of them,
‘his exactly dupli;atea the situation in the Aihgﬁcase;fwheié the:FBI‘ﬁas:yét“to !

~respond to my actual requests after more than a decade yet has g:ven me some 50,000 pages

In further review of the records I have come accvoss others of releVance. Same raise

. new questlons. For example, in 62—109060 Sectlon 180 a Legal Counsel to Adams memo of

9/17/75 on which notatlons, including any posalble Serial Number are illeglble. Either
;ja copy of the original 3B filed in 62— 116435 as Tie I do npt know what' thlS file inc?udes
, but the 1nformatlon in the copy I have relates to the House 1nvest1gat10n of the Histy flap,
I also draw your attention to the last sentence on the first pagé. It quotes Dlrector
Kelley as testifying that the FBI does not destroy investigative records. This cannot then
be used, as it has been used, as an alleged'explanation for not supblying me with copies,
'Now‘that I have found and read a fairly large number of relevant records I can under—
s¥and the refusal of the FBI to permit any outside investigation (on page 2)o The real f:fS '
- purpose was to control what could be known. I have read the available results of its so-
called investigation and have read what it did not investigata'tb #he degree it is available.
It does essentially the same thiag in non-compliance and in partlal 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‘aﬁ*eXCuSe tb*tzy ﬁa”?
cut off other and unrelated inguiry. I also appeal the vuthhold:.ng from this record. X
Serial 7378 also reflects that the FBI declined to do what it could ‘to be of help to e

-the Congressional investigation on the alleged ground that 11: was conducting its own :Ln- i

vest:.gatlon of itselfs, Tln.s record also does not responc3 to the Congressn.onal inquiry @
relat:x.ng to "Do Not File" f:Lles. My appeal relating to theee f:.les, 1n C.A.76-1996, is :

‘also without response. I found reference to "Do Not File" f:x.les before now. In the in

case I have received no responseo
Further efforts to locate the information in the aVaile‘ol'e re"ébrd's 1s mpeded by ;

Orwellian practise with self-serving language plns filing practise well calculated to e

def eat the 1974 amend:.ng Qf FOIA. It o dlffl SilE :Lf no t imposs:.ble to follow”the F

citat::.ons of records ’ even when Serlal Numbers are prov:Lded. Ll '

All is couched in language sultable for later quotat:.on to 1nd1ca'be th‘ £

hangou‘h" road. Full openness is mdlcated :m_ Ser]_a.l 74371( in wh:.ch the Directer i b 5

quoted ‘as order:!.ng' "Go all the Waye" This is preceeded and followed by extensive withho-

ings m—bmmr for which nat:.onal security"” is cla:x.med. 4s I have informed you,
. believe, "nathonal security" withholding includes even the ident:.ficatlon of a Mr. S‘he
(The Warren Commlss::.on counsel involved in that part of its J_nqulry, which ignored 'bhe E
Oswald visit to the FBEI and alleged threat, is named Samuel Stern.) o
¥ e
Serdal 7437, opens with a citation zf pzhe ‘}memorandum of 11/14/75 from Legal Counsel
to Mr. Admas." This is identifiable as 7407X./ﬁ opens and through its length there extends
"national security" withholding for this supposedly full and open J.nvestlgation of noth:z.ng
~more than the FBI's allegedly letting it all hang out over the allegedly innocent' 08w‘ald
' visit to see Hosty and his leav:x.ng a note m—descnbeyas threaten:mg. After these :
ex‘bens:.ve withholdings in the"’na‘blonal securn.ty“, with almost all of page 6 of 7407 X
Thus withhel ;
ﬂasal::ﬂ:t‘ﬂd, the FBI is properly self‘-—righteous' "eooln this way we are showing we
ybsolutely ,
haveynothing to hide eoo" :
W:Lth\'nothing to hlde" s=d with 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 seelding to identify the cited records took an entire day for the student Who;,_s helping
me at the momente " P “ , o

This trace shows that essential and relevant regords areiv‘:ithheld‘;.by fiﬁzigi"‘them‘ :,_n v
other files although they without any doabt are eséer}tial to this file and b5 thls sub- L::': ;

If by any chance there is properly elassified information that is withheld, the .
‘reasonably segregable also :_r; ~ritlﬂ1eld., an e;':ample isl{:lre .idehtification of Sféin. '
His first name and official functiidn,aréj-ﬁat;# matter of ', A bt oanT ‘Seci;rity,_' an appeal to’w g
which you have not responded. | " o i "

In 7437X on page 2 under "ObseIV'ations" ahd in the sense of relating t=ov -Hosfy"s

disclosed statements there is an opening "Secret" claim., Error is attiﬁ.b_utéd,to;:‘-'.Ho_‘:s_tyj_

and a record is cited. The recommendation is for no further inquiry andv'yseadjihg the Al
the attached communication, dated % 12/ 3/ 75¢
In it there is similar w&.thholdlng On the =me u first page the second "Secre

is mede for quotation from the d:l.sclosed Hosty statcnent. Follom.ng a colon an contm

for four more paragraphs on page 2!

Not providing the supposed attachmentsw:.th the redord pnﬁﬁag reqm.red seme searchj‘v ;
for thems The first cited on page 3 is "serial 57 in the Oswald f:.le." It is a WFO a.:.rtel
of 11/19/63 . With the entire matter relating to marks made on it in Dallas, the Dallas

ERLTIRR Attached is thg worksheet page
, et d—»‘ws dolh M
for it from 10010461, ) The record is also 105-82555~78.(Tfowever, this available record

‘copy is withheld as "Previously Processed.”

is not 1dent3.cal with the Dallas copy, whlch is the subaect of the inquiry over Hosty'
“conduct in the JFK assassination :anest:.gat:.on and with regard to both Oswaldse

The memo to the AG refers to Hosby's reprGSentaticn, that: he had crossed his name fov
the recorci, and then’ states "A review of .this“‘ s’e’riametermined that SA Hosty-‘s name
is crossed out in the biock stampees” This and other information here referred to 'is on |
the withheld Dalla'a copy only. >Obvious1y néither.Hosty nor his Dallas supervisor could have ct
marked the FBIHQ copy of the WFO communlcatlon. »

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



of withholding what in most instances is not and cannot oe an 1dent1cal copy and :m mostf
if not all instances does :.ncrlude other 1nformat10n of valueo o

Almost all of the content of the document J.tself, 105—82555% withheld under
‘"hatienmal securlty" claim, The record relates to what wau explored by the Warren Com~
m:.ss:.on, several Congressional committee's of b‘oth‘ 'Hous"es, has been d:l.sclosed by the FBI,
CIA and Secret Service in varying degi?ees s Was" 1eaked extens:.vely by various official
-persons and was disclosed in other oourt proceed;l.ngs As:n.de from some poss:.ble coment tha.t
could lead to official embarrassment the W1thhe1d 1nformat:|.on is almost certa:n.nly mth:n.n
the publ:.c domain., I have never been told that the FET. dlsputes my repfeated representa-
tions over the years that this inf ormation is within th‘e public fdomainﬂo The FBL instead
menely withholds if, without response, (It has never once replied by provu.ng a.ny such stai:e-

ment by me to be in error and has never once made any unequivocal representa.t:.on that a.ny i

v such statement by me is in factual error. )

Da'te of classification is gt.ven as long after my specific request for th:.s 1nformatio o

7/6/77. Classification is by 2040, who as I've observed is Wllllng to. class:.fy anythlng. s

- And T add does.

- The next record cited in the memo to the AG is "Serial '50 of the Oswald file (is) a &
copy of an airtel with two enclooures which the New Orleans Office ‘sent the Bureau, with
copies to Dallas, dated October 24, 1963." It 1s}stated that this and two enclosures, -

identified as Serials 49 and 48 are attached, They are not in the copies provided to mes

fere Serip

0 turns out to be of theX 100~10461 file and to be Serial 42 of the
FBIHQ filed 4gain they are not identical copies g.dd the notations added to the Dallas copy
_ are of relevant and :meortant inf ormatlon. They tend to support what ﬂlosty said and show
fil:Lng of the three berlalo after the assassination, wh;.ch was a month later, .

Both copies are atiached hereto. The searches slip attach'edi fo fhe HQ copy followed in
Section 1e It lists the searching of files from which I have received no records, all' four
folowing the 105-82555 records. 97-4196 is Fair Play for Cuba Committee. I do not recog-
nize the others.

The worksheet for the Dallas record, referred to and included above 5 lists both



48 and 49 as "Previously Processed." In the FBIHQ filesxfheSe'are*listed on the WGfksheet
(attached) as 43 IN and 43 OUT., Although 43 IN is an FBI record, from the Legat., MeXICO,
~ i# is referred to the CIAe From /77 until now, 22 months later, the CIA has not. pmuv1ded
| that thd other) records. (Referral slip attached.) On 43 OUT a note .on page 2 is- wlthheld.u,'
After the obliteratibon "secret" classification is 1nd1cated. The basis for the claim, frcm }
the worksheet, is no more than that the iﬁli: 1nformatlon came from the CIA..Zh fact there |
is BO reason to believe that the information is not w1th1n the publlc domaln and every
reason to believe it is. (The 1ntercepts of Oswald and the wrong plctures in Mexlco Cltyl$
Other withholdings under clainm to classification also appealed in 7437x.£,ﬁi] i
462X is of 12/31/75. It if Assistant Director (Inqgectlon) H.N.Bassett's report on
the House subcommi ttee testlmony of four FBI witnesses whose evidence allegedly has been
-released in these files, in the FBI's internal investigations Basseﬁrbeg1ns by referring

to. what 13 not provided in any record I have been able to locate, "a detailed.rev1ew :

'the testlmony of these four. I eppeal the withholdinge For these 10 pages s

i

-1a detalled review are required.

Dlscussion of Hosty's testl m mony begins on page 3e Some of the materlal dupllcates e
 h1s Warren Commission testimony, which is available and I have reV1ewed 1t agaln.

- Questions of who is telling the truth if not of who 1s peraurlous relating to the
_ inyestlgatlon of the assassination of a President remain, In fact, they are more numerous.
- Hosty is one of the agents disciplined ower the-JFK‘ceees.'Tiis is public knowledge and

'it‘was testified to before 5 number of committees, most recently and in some detéil the

lv'”fHouse asoass1ns by the then Inspector, J. H.Gale, who flled a rephrt I have not seen in

ethese records and therefore believe remains w1thhe1d. (Appealed.)
- The dlscipilnary action and reasons for it are dlgcussed beginning in paragraph %
on page 3. Here there are references to records not provided, relevant and I appeal their
denial, They should be in HQ and Dallas files. These were fhe.subjecq/bf public testimony
and are part of the FBI's d1scloaed 1ntern?l 7n;§s§1gatlone In connectiob with the JFK
12/5/63

case and the Oswald case questions were asked/and anqwered (12/6/63) in writing, Thelr

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



appears to be filing of JFK assassination investigation records in pergonnel flles onl;v
(or other than in the 62-109060 and 105-82555 files) a.nd not :anludlng copies in the

files relating to the assassination investigation. This is a clear and to the 'b*e'st of,

my recollection unique depa:cture from prac’cn".se,. which is to V:lnd:i'.cate a ‘copy -
for personnel fileso ‘ ’ b
One of these records is identified on page 6, last paragr_aph‘,: as in 67798 jas':*‘30485 :

It is described as a Dallas airtel of 12/8/63 in response to the questions of 12/5 and
12/6"enclosing among other th:.ngsan undafed 724‘—page letterhe'ad niemoran&um' (LHM) Y2
captioned *lee Harvey Oswald, a.ka, respond:mg to 15 of Gale's questionse" This c’tes-‘g
crz_ptlon places the record clearly within my requests. Denial appealed. ‘ ‘ .

- At the top of page B there is reference to the SACs® "personal and coni‘:.dentlal
file," I have received no records from any such file under any request or in any suit' |

and no cla:.m to any exemptlon covering auy such filese I appeal the den:.als.

Although Dallas records did not d_'LSClOSG some of those clted above, on page 7 :.t

is. stated that Hosty provided coples to D:Lrector Kelley in 1973. They are not he:ce

They are relevant wherever or however filedh Dem.al appealed. Again filing appea.rs tof.ff e

have been of JFK assassination mvest:.gatlon gnformatlcn :.n & personnel file g_n_:_lg_.

‘ Pages 7 and 8 of this memo make _thereleirantcff the 24 pp‘- LHM-cleaxgm-.
*. There is refererce to a covering airtel for it on page 8, 3rd paragraph, v
A note added at the end, probyaly with the year.of the date incorrect, states that

on 1/1 2/"72 copies including the 12/6/63 record were sent to Vallas. If these remaihed ,

there I d6 not recall reading them in the Dallas files and I believe I would have madea 2
: E matter

separate copy for subject filing because of my strong interest in this ovevalW-

frem the outset, from the research for my first books _

The "we have absolutely nothing to hide" Iegal Counsel to -Adams 11 /14/75 memo réfer‘red
to above, 7407X, attached, is captioned as relating tc the House subcommittee's public
inquiry. (The hearings were covered extensively, including by coast;to-coast TV.) The
first paragraph, which normally states the pu.rpose,' is entirely withheld, claimed to be
"Secret." The second paragraph discloses that reasonably segregable information is withe

2
held, if only the identification of SAC Wilﬁams and the refer,{xce to hime (Kansas City. )



Thers follows a refererice 4o a new Hosty memo I do not 'iécall seeing. Tt is releva.nt.,
From context what is withheld as "Secret" on pageZ 3§ preparation'for publlc testimonye
It includes what is supposedly disclosed in what HoStytfesfified‘to,}otheis testified to,
- and the FBI disclosed as part of its'internai investigations '
There then is another "Secret" withholding, appaféh%ly in reference to what is
. public knowledge of Oswald in Mex:.co. i is apparent]y in reference to the WFO airtel
referred to and included aboves Th:n.s is sa:.d to be attached as Tab 3. It 1sn't. It is
not podsible to determine all of what oupposedly was attached. If there are . refarenoes 0"
two earlier Tabs they are ihcluded in\ghat is obl:.terated as "Secret" a.nd are I‘easonably

segregable. /« #‘ Adl A ”’bi_

100-10461~im 5C(s~, d to be attached and is, but of the two attachments to 11:

vt
only one is in this Volume although the memo states that both are.[ ﬂu,/Og’ ?2533 ¢/L Dm:g:, 47 7

Corld v z#mfz

"Stripping" of the flle that has to have been after the assass:.natlon is. next :
represented as normal practlse an?’proper. This is followed by the total w:.thholding (page
5) of what i$ "pertinent" in the WFO airtel, which reports that Oswald was in I'Ie:x:l.co and
intercepted and/ or photographed there and/or under the wrong name, etce Not a s::.ngle
word of morec than a page, of four or more entire paragraphs, 1s found to be reasonabljr
segregable because not a word of them q.s not obllterated. Impossible as --th:Ls is, with
regard to'what is public domain in particular, it is this that is followed by the chest-
thumping of "we are showing that we have absolutely nothing to hide." (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 the way"
and if the FBI were not "showing that we have absolutely ﬁotlﬁng to hide" ovér the totality
of suppression of Ogwald's Visit to the DFO and his reforted timeats

Of course it has always been the official FEI position that before the assassination
Oswald showed no tendency toward violence. And when SA Hosty was quoted to the contrary
by the\ue,ad of the intelligence un::.t of the Dallas police he filed an ai‘fldavit denying

it - without reference to his having received and destreyed the written alleged threat

to such violence as blowing up the Dallas office and the police department,



None of the many FBI people who Imew about this ever said a word outside the FBI,
from clerks to the top at FBINQ, so obviously there was nothing to hide. Why else iiide it?
Even more, why hide it when Oswald was the only officially acéused assassin, the
lone assassin according to the FBI? ‘

In earlier appeal I made reference to the total truthfulness Of'ﬁdsty's*dommission 5
testimony, and as I state above I reviewed it again. I attach two pages (473 and 475)
as published in Volume 4, | :

When asked, considering thét Oswald was a defector and the rest of hié”ééilier‘history
“dﬁd it occur to you at all that he was a potentially dangerous_pérson? " Hosfy testified
"Nogsir," adding, there was "no indication that he would commit a violent act" and fo
indication "to me that he was capable of v1olence°" (See also page 473)

Two pages kater he testified that the FBI considered nobody else involved in the
assas‘s:ination, that the Oswald case was'assigned to him and that all records camé to him;

(Elsewhere in this testimony he testified to and use was made of Mexico informatibn
that remains withheld from me téday.) ’

Hosty?&lso testifed that aftergthe Oswald file had been closed he had it reopened

———

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

New Orleans and "Then in October the case was shlfted back to Dallas again." Asked to be
{(Nuf mvulo[n\ recnds
* more specific he said, "Well, aqt@lly November 4 would be our requesteeo" Ilu,u,, A?Pu

All those withheld lexico bits of information appear not to have stlrred the PEI
very much, Hosty or anyone else, Nothing had happened as of the time of the assassination
(page 459). Hosty said he was waiting "22: &ew Orleans forwarded the necessary pepers to me,"
There was no hurry because"Owwald was no?%mployed in a sensitive industry." :

Oswald had left New Orleans the end of September and the NO'FO immediately 1nformed
ﬁallas, which received the information 10/3. (p. 446)

Hosty also testified that the chéage back to Dallas did not reach there until the
afternoon of the day before the assassination. (ps 462) He claims he did not get it

until after the assassination.

This picture of the F3I and its only candidate for agsassin, of its investigation



and procedures, of ite withholding as secret what proved it had absolutely nothing &
hide and, of course, of its having kept the Oswald trip to the FEL and his alle

entirely secret, plus the nature of the omissions in the FBI's internal mvestigatlon, '

prompted ne to make further searches, for information and to detemlne truthfulness‘. |

ere /S
relates to whether despite all the chest—thumplng,z;hdm to someth:.ng to h:.de and

miguse of I‘OIA to hide 11;.

It is not 0nly Oswald pre-assassmatlon vz.srl, to the FBI seek:.ng Hosty _and 1387‘_35-:«'»"

the alleged threat to blow the place up that convinced Hosty and the FBL 6swa1d» i
'was a man of non-~violences Hosty' own report of 9/10/6? (100-10461-Sect10n 1) is pe:t'-

~ suasive in recounting how Oswald "drank to excess and beat his wife on nume;fqu,‘s.;oc_:gas;:pnss %

(Copy of record attached.)

attached

On the same H osty ttansferred the casesof both Oswalds to New Orle
82555-34 and 354 Oswald had moved to “ew Orleans that PR

Despite, if not contrary to Hosty's testimony there is 100-16926—-9 (attached), which

Oswey

Hosty JfAso wrote. Here Dallas is listed, la of 10/22/63, a full moxhth earlz.er than he
"testified, as Office of Origin in both (ca

ses, besiEuaids. (‘.l‘he first paragraph ds .
withheld as "Secret," which I appeals)

Then, on 11 /4/63, on learning _that and relsor‘ting that Oswald v}as working in Dallas,
he reported that New Orleans was 00. (105-82555-48, attached.)

There is a record of the 11/15/63 rotim of the Havine case to Dallas (105-82555-47,
attached) but we have found no record of the __return of the Lée Oswald case. As this redord
states and as Hosty told the Warren Commis_sion, he ali-ea:dy had all the information. Whataver :
. the withheld “exico information he received there was no '--reason to wait until the case was |
ti-ansferred back from New Orlecans before launching any investigation.

Hosty did testify that there is a record and that the Bureau receives a copy (type-
script, ps 6021, attached) but worksheets for the peﬁod from the previous :’Iuly until
after the assassination (100-/13#%-/, Serials 23-45, attached) reflect no Dallas record
of this.-

The use of Serials to which Xs are added led me to check the s#rrounding records and



. the worksheets. This added confusion and disclosed d:s.screpanc:x.es. I use. 7437X to 1llustrate.,
on the worksheet (attached)s) Sl
There are two :difierent® records identified Bs 4 ~The second, :.nd:.cated as of :'" ;

six pages, all disclosed to me, is followed by a commen‘t that appea.rs to ‘Say there isa’
referral to the Secret berv:x.ce and does say "erim info re mters." But the Volume itself
holdo ne::.ther 7437, Instead there is a s:.ngle referral slip, to the Secret Serv:.ce, of all
7 pages, which can be of both records despite indication of one only. / 9 o7 ’”“” Ther
The net result and the: effect:.vanesz; of the FBI's control over outs:Lde :anestigatlon :

- and its internal mvegtlgata.on are reflccted :m the AP's reporting of the d:.sclosure of

these records. (Attached 89-69A -1425. The FBI's own proclamation of the ex‘!;_" vene
of this and its Walter investiga‘.tioxi are hmm heralded as _"most extséns‘i (=

lead and nothing "shakes the conclusions of both the FBI and the Warren Commiss:

(This is rather odd in v1ewoi‘ theHoover/FBI disagreement with the War

over the’ shbtéo) , V oy : '
How in so short a penod W:Ltn so many thousands of pages to exam:x.ne the‘

to come up w1th just what the FBI wanted covered and to say just what the FBI
is one’ oi‘ the reasons I filed my request for all records relating to the proces,
release of these records. (The case is Cods 78-0249.) ’
dnything and everything r.elating in any way to the searohing, ‘disclpsurei“ork;'noz.i-: ,

. disclosure of any kind of Hosty records is also, necessarily, in the context of "Oswald-
ﬂ-os'f\.l'.f :
- being }-c/ase, going to theXKEEKE

‘and of reports immediatelyyf after the assassinktion that Oswald had Bad an FBI(and/or CI4)

% FBI Dallas Office right before the assassmation,

connections | 7 |
In making any denial the FBI was in a bad position. Tt had 0 prove a nesative when
it alone had eny possible proofs end it had 'motiv‘e,' if the report was truohfol, for not
telling the truth.
Un the okher hand, as former CIA Director Duiles told his fellow Commissioners on
1 / 2'7/64, the transcript of which was withheld from me for years, if it were true the FBI
would lie, ‘

When there is no actipn on appeal for so long and when the FBI imim itself is so



unresponsive, when it does not even bother to0 make pro forma demal of my representat:.ons

that it withholds what is within the. publlc f’%gl?ain, as with the Memco matters, 11: brlnga

more‘suopn.cmn on itself, There‘n.s a law,o is' supposed vtq hve,j‘w;;i;hln all the' l@gi.f -Y'e'b

with me it is in open'violation of lawe
If the FBI might have been expected to take instant disliketo anyone who ques‘&ibned
its "solution" to the crime, its :.nvestlgatlon of 11:, :Ltq rela‘t:.onshlp mtb‘ the Commis—

sion and other such pos:Lt:Lons and mt:.ng, :.t also is the fact that 1n my very f:.rs'b

wrltlng about Oswald and the crime I sa:t.d that parts of hJ.S career are cons:.stent;"_: nly .

w0,
with what in intelligence % alled establlsh:.ng a cover.

MeFBla.
Perhaps this was aggrava“bed when rccentlj disclosed effort to ruin me at the

*

' outset backflred and made my f::.rst booL a success by earning the first major atten, ion

to ite

Why would i¥ research and oons:.der fll.ﬂ_nj pumous libel suits against me a.nd
secret memos plotting how to "s‘bop“ my" wnt:.ng‘? (I have seen nothing of this sort jre
to others.) |

Then there is the substance of the Husty flap itself and the w:.thhold:mg -0
whatever the reason, true or no‘ty While procléu‘m:i.ng "we have absolutely nothing to an

Here you have Oswald, the self—proclédmed defector to the'USSR; who is -gctualljf“ ‘

: anti-Soviet and anti-American Communist, Qe sets up his own, one=man "Fair Play fbr'cubf'a"
Committe;?in New Urleans and gets himself attention and arresteds First thing he does is
ask to be interviewed by the FEBI, (VFBI recor&é‘- and »’gestin;ony say a single"agent visited
him at the jaile A witness says two.-,- a'witness who‘wé.vs an FBI and CTA sources ) ;

How usual is it for such a person to go- 'bo an FBI f:.eld office? And leave any k:’i.nd.
of mtten communication? Partlcularly an,y k:_nd of alleged threat‘?

How ususal is the destruction of this communlcatlon;,’lw

Or keeping it secret from the worid, particularly th'ev fési’dent and the Presidential
COmn):i.ssion, once Oswald was the only ac¢u'se_d .assé.ssiﬁ? ’

With a SOBIR wife such 'a man goéé to the Cuﬁan and Sobiet. embassies in Mexico and

no United States investigation results?



More than a month after federal agenc:.es are aware of th:n.s no mvestigation has eve.n:
really begun? No hurry is the m___q; testimony’:‘ No need‘? Not transferring the case bagk-r -
to Dallas explains this? Explains it with the incons:.stenc:.es on when it was transferred, %

 with reference to an alleged record not :m thbse pmvn.ded to me from any of the files o;t‘. :

the FOs and HQ?

The SAC is reported to have ordered the destruct:x.on of 'bhe Oswald note and noth:lng

happens +to him? Th:n.s is. usual" Hos‘b‘y swea.rs he personally destroyed :.t a.nd

: VFEIHQ knew contemporanecously, there.is no record reflecting this and. tha.'b .,also 4

Hosty's punishment; transfer and a m:.nor reduct:.on i pay is what one
of Jo ‘Edgar Hoover, no more"

This is more like punishment for gett:.ng caught, not -any other alleged

In the foregoing I have not :beferred to all the w:z.thheld reeords Ivha
beheve existe S |
Nor to all the files that should s s sedrelisd sad weren't, 2
- also shou.ld have :mcluded the records of the FBIHQ Divisions n.nvolved, wh:.ch ,
searched, Or the Dfrectors' and other. hz.gher off:.c:.ctls, who were mvolveda

411 of this also has a special context. ,.

Although in the public press there was prior speculation abbuth‘swal‘Ld and an FBI
connection the Commission ignored these stories until it ret:eivéd work on January 22,1964
that Members of the Texas Court of Inquiry heard vthe same reports and had taken an interest

in them. Then, in virtual panic, an executiv.e'. 'se'slsio‘n— waééalie'd at the end of the working
4 :, day, with the court reporter present. Among the ciu‘estions‘ 67ér‘ which the Commiission

: agomsed was the clear FBI preconcpetion of a lone”l;g( assassin and Hovver‘s determ:.natian
that the Commission "fold its tent" and g0 home, }They complaa.ned that- they'd never be able
to wipe out belief that there had been a conspiré,cy, which 'is not the public or nqﬂal

function of an impartial investigatione 4nd in th’e end they decided fo destroy the : record.‘: |
"The stenotypist's tape escaped the memory hole,and I obtained 'a-f-o:'rcéd vtrangczipt of it
under FOIA, |



Along with this there is the FBI's leaking of its Pres:.dentia.l Report, later
- called CD1, This did exactly what the Commission compla:.ned of in secret - the FLBEI had

boxed it in before it came to lifes

The combination of facts and cz.rcumstances do not encourage belief in any: FBI e

representation relat:.ng to the searches, disclosures a.nd non-disclosures. They

public domain and is not responsive when it receives proofs that it ds leinig

. security claim for what is within the“pubhq domain,

My requests for some of the m.thheld information go back to 1975, My firstﬁappeals

were not long after the requests were flled. And now the FBI claims it can't fi’n& all my

requests? Or did a year ago, since when I haVe heard nothing, o
Even the delays, when the FBL :i.s part of the Department and the Depar‘l:ment&B other
components have not complied, magn:.fy the historical importances,
My age and the state of my health when so much of what is known and so much of i
what has been forced into publ:.c availability is uniquely my worls magnify suspicion, iy

~ Overloaded as your office is, I hope that be‘latedly this and related earlier ap‘peala,,

-+ including for withheld l\lex:Lco Ci'ty :.nformatlon, now w:.ll be acted in promptly.
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