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JFK assassination agﬁbal the Hbsty flap' Oswald's visit to the FBI and 1ts
destruction (f his allegsﬁ threatenlng letter

My earlier appedls illudtrate the gltuatlon created when an agency like the FBIL
refuses to comply with specific 1nformat10n requests for long perlods of tlme and then
smothers the requester with vast volumes of paper most of whlch are merely a tributc

to the FBI's capacity to devoting itself to the 1rrelevent so thls can cover its fajlure
tofaddress the relevant.

| With no guide to the approximately 100,000 sheets of paper it ﬁas difficult -to find
any relevant records. Then it was not possiblé to find all of them because fhey are scatter—
ed — in different files, even different locations,. |

Then it becomes impossible to remember gll of themo

Thislexactly dupli;;tes the situation in the ™ing case, where the FBI has yéf to
respond to my actual requests after more than a decade yet has given me some 50,CDO pages .‘*
most oi which are without meaning, in terms of the crime itself,

In further review of the records I have come accmoss others of relevance, Some raise
new questions. For example, in 62-109060 Section 180, a Legal Counsel to Adams memo of
9/17/75 on which notations, including any possible Serial Number are jillegible, Either
a copy of the original %go filed in 62~ 116435 as T7. I do ﬁot knOWVWhat tﬁis file includes
but the information in the copy I have relates to the House 1nvest1gat10n of the Hbsty flap.

I also draw your attention to the last sentence on the first page. It quotes Director
gelley as testifying that the FBI does not destroy investigative»reqords. This cannot then
be used, as it has been used, as an alleged explanation for not supblying me with copiés.

Now that I have found and read a fairly large number of relevant records I can under-
spand the refusal of the ¥BI to perudt any outside investigation (on page 2). The real f 3 /
purpose was to control what could be known. I have read the avallable results of its so-
called investigation and have read what it did not investigate to the degree it is available,
It does essentially the same thing in non—compliance and in partiai compliance with my
information requests, ; |

Serial 7582 states that a transceript is attached. lt ﬁas not in the records provided,



In Serial 7396 the so-called Hosty investigation was used as an excuse to try to
cut off other and unrelated inquiry. I also appeal the withholding from this record,
Serial 7378 also reflects that the FBI declined to do what it could to be of héip to
the Congressional investlgation on the alleged ground that it was conductlng 1ts own ine
vestlgatlon of itself., This record also does not respond to the Congre351onal :anulry o
relating to "Do Not File" files, My appeal relating to these flles, in CoA°76-1996, is
also without response. I found reference to "Do Not.Flle" files before now, In ~the King
case 1 have received no response. ‘ [ 1 O ’ ‘f‘
Further efforts to locate the information in the available records is iz'iiﬁec'tédf by
Orwelldan practise with self-serving language plus filing practise well calculated to
' defeat the 1974 amendlng of FOIA, It is difficult if not impossible tq follow'the EBI?S
citations of records, even when Serial Numbers are provided. : »
. 4All is couched in language suitable for later quotation to indicate the FBI took the
"hangout" roade Full openness is indicated in Serial 7437X in which the Director is
quoted as ordering "Go all the Way." This is preceeded. and folloWEd by extensive withhold—
1ngs 1ﬂ~¢h8$23535rdf for which "national security" is claimed. As I have informed you, I .
. believe, "national security" withholdlng includes even the identificatlon of a Mp, Stern.
~ (The Warren Commission counsel involved in that part of its" 1nqu1ry,‘whlch ignorvd the
Oswald visit to the FBI and alleged threat, is named Sauuel_Stern.)

Serial 743%:opens with a citatlon‘zf‘Zhe "memorandum of 11/14/75 from Legal Counsel
to lre Admas." This is 1dent1f1able as 74071./f¥ opens and through 1ts length there extends
"national security" withholding for this supposedly full and open investlgation of nothing
more than the FBI's allegedly letting it all hang uut over the allegedly 1nnocent Oswald
visit to see Hosty and his lcaving a note aiisullliﬁiﬁ-descrlbq/gs threatenlng. dfter these
extensive withholdings 1n thei"natlonal security", with almost all of page 6 of 7407 X

Thus withhe! |
: th&sE!:thtéod, the FBI is properly self-righteous: "eooIn this way. we are showing we
bsolutely . - : b DR
ha;;?ZEEEEHE'fs)hlde ooe'
Witﬁknothing to hidet,:ﬁ&‘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 seeking to identify the cited records took an entire day for the student who is helping
ue at the noment.

This tra;:e shows that essential and relevant roeords are withheld by filing them in
other files although they without any doubt are essential to this‘ file and to this sub-
Ject, as the attached rocords shovr; , ) : =

If by any chance there is properly elassified information that is withheld, the

reasonably sesregable nlso ia @ithhelde An example in the identification of St,e:m.

which you have not respondade v

In 7437X on page 2 under "Observations" ahd in the sense of relating to Hpsty"s ; :
disclosed statements thdre is a.‘nvopczniux- "Secroth claim. Error is attributed to Hosty
-and a record is cited. The réconnnénc_latioh is for no fprther inquiry and sending the 4G
the attached cammnication, dated £ 12/3/75.

In it there is similar ﬁl’chholding. On the == first page the.second "Secret" vvwcla.im
is mede for quotation from the disclosed Hosty statement. Following a colon and ;:’orit:imiing
for four more paragraphs on page 2!

Not providing the supposed attachmen’rsw:.th the redord m reqm.red some search
for them, The flrst cited on page 3 is "ser:Lal 57 in the Oswald fileo," It is a WJ‘O airtel -
of 11/19/63 . With the entire matter relating to marks made on it in Dallas, the Dallas

copy is withheld as "Prev:Lously Processed." SAttached is the worksheet pag\°
+lorn] dulh aHe

for it from 100~10461.) The record is also 105-82555~T8( However, this ava:\.lablP record.

}lS not :.dentn.cal with the Dallas CODY » Whlch is the subject of the inquiry over Hosty'
conduct in the JFK assassination investigation and with regard to both Oswaldse

The memo to the AG refers to Hosby's representation, that.he had crossed his name off
the record, and then states "A review of this seriameternﬁ;ned that SA Ho,s'i;y's.name
is crossed out in the block stampeso" This and other information here referred to is on
the withhéld Dallas copy only. Obviously» neither Hosty nor his Dallas supervisor could have
marked the FBIHQ copy of the WEO comnunication.

I cite this as and also as more than the fact that "Previously frocessed" is a means



of withholding what in most instances is not and cannot be an identical copy and in most
if not all instances does incdude other information of value,

Almost all of the content of the document itself, 105-825552£§: withheld under
"nati®nal security" claim. The record relates to what wa: expldred By the Warren Com-—
mission, several Cohgressional committees of both Houses, has been disclosed by the FBI ,—
CIA and Secret Service in varying degrees, was leaked extensively by various officigl

persons and was disclosed in other oourt proceedings. Aside from some possible comment that

'7/6/77. Classification is by 2040, who,és I've observed is willing to classify anything,
And I add doese

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 enclosures vhich the hew Orleans Office sent the Bureau, with
copies to Dallaé, dated October 24, 1963," It isfstated that this and two enclosures,
identified as Serials 49 and 48 afe attacheds They are not in the copies provided +o ne,

Here Sgrigl fO turns out to be of théiiii—100-10461 file and to be Serial 42 of the
FBIHQ filed Again they are not identical copies gdd the notations added to the Dallas copy
are of relevant ang important information, They tend to suéport what A%sty said ané show
filing of the three Serials after the assasgination, which was a month later,

Both copies are attacﬁed‘hereto. The searches slip attached to the HQ copy followed in
Secfion 1e It lists the Searching of files from which I have received no records,-all four
fo%ewing the 105-82555 records., 97—4196 is Yair Play for Cubsg Committee, T db 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 FBINQ files these are listed on the worksheet
(attached) as 43 IN and 4% OUT, Although 43 IN is an FEI record, from the Legat., lexico,
id is referred to the CIA. Yrom 7/77 until now, 22 months later, the CIA has not provided
that fand other) records. (Referral slip attachedo) On 43 OUT a note on page 2 is withheld.
After the obliteratbon "secret" classification is indicated. The basis for the claim, from
the worksheet, is no more then that the s information came from the CIAQ,Zh fact there
is RO reason to Believe that the information is not within the public domain and every
reason to believe it is. (The intercepts of Oswald and the wrong pictures in Mexico Citg]j

Other withholdings under claim to classificatioh‘also appealéd in 7437X,

7462X is of 12/31/75. It if Assistant Director (Inspection) H.N.Bassett's report on
the House subcommittec %estimony of four FII witnesses whose evidence allegedly #as been
released in these files, in the FBI's internal investigation. Basseﬁrbegins by referring
to what is not provided in any rccord I have been able to locate, “é detailed review" of
the testimony of these four., I appeal the withholding. For these 10 pages such records of
‘a detailed review are required.b | |

Discussion of Hosty's testf—ﬁony begins on page 3. Some of the material duplicates
his Warren Conmission testimony, which is available and 1 have reviewed it again.

Questions of who is telling the truth if nbt of who is perjurious re;ating to the
investigation of the assassination of a President remain. In fact, they are more numerous.

| Hosty is one of the ageﬁts disciplined over the JFK caseso'fhis is public knowlecdge and

it was testified to before 5 number of committeeé, most recently and in some detéil the
House assassins by the then Inspector,'J.H.Gale, who filed a repdrt I have not seen in
these records and therefore believe remains withhelds (Apbealed.)

The disciphinary action and reasons for it are discussed beginping in paragraph 3
on page 3. Here there are references to records not provided, relevant and I appeal their
denials They should be in HQ and Dallas files. These were the subjec@’bf public testimony
and are part of the FBI's disclosed internal investigation. In connectioplwith the JFK
case and the Oswald case questions were as£l§;2£333nswered (12/6/63)'in writing, Their

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



e iE f:.le." I have received no records from any such flle under any request or in any

: kappears to be filing of JFK assassination :anestig;atz_on records in personnel files onl'y”." &

‘.‘_(or othér than in the 62-109060 and 105-82555 f:.les) a.nd not mclud:.ng coples m tlle
files relating to the assassination investlgatlon. Tln.s :.s a clear a.nd o the 'best of |
my recollectlon um.que departure from practn.se, which is to :Lnd:.cate a copy d.

for personnel flles. ‘ | ; ol
One of these records is 1dent1f1ed on page 6, last paragraph, as :Ln 67—798 as 3048

'It is described as a Dallas airtel of 12/8/63 in response to the ques'cz.ons of 1 2/5;and

2 12/ 6"enclosing among other th:.ngs a.n undated 24~page letterhead memorandm‘n (LHM)

*captioned Tlee Harvey Oswald, aka, responda.ng to 15 of Gale's quest:_ons. i
criptlon places the record clearly w:s.th:n.n ny requests. Dena.al appealed. b v

At the top of Ppage ? there is reference to the SACs' personal and conf:.den'

‘H‘",i‘iit'and no cla:.m to any exemption cover:.ng arxy o flleso I appeal ‘the denialss
Although Dallas records did not dJ.sclose some of. those cited abovey, on page T ‘11:
‘:1s stated that Hosty provided cop:.es to D:Lrector Kelley in 1073. They are not here
T_hey are;relevant wherever or however filesgh Den:ga.l eppealed. “Again filing appee;rs;
‘have been of JFK assassination investigation ',’nfdfmmon in a personnel file onlye
:_:‘Pages 7 and 8 of this memo make the relevantgff the 24 Ppo IHM - clear)a '
.;;_'Th‘erevis reference to a covering airtel for it on pege >8, 3rd paragraph. ; »
A note added at the end, probyély with ‘the year of the date incorrect, states that f'
. on 1/1 2/7_5 copies including the 12/6/63 record were sent ‘o Dallas. If these rema:ﬂled
there I do not recall reading them in thc Dallas files and I believe I would have made a.

_matter p il
“ ‘sep‘arate copy for subject f:.llng because of my strong mterestj;in this overal.

from the outset, from the research for my f:s.rst booke : :
The "we have absolutely nothing to h:.de" Legal Counsel to Adams 1/1 4/ 75 memo referred

to above, 7407X, attached, is capt:.oned as relat:.nr te the Houee subcomma.ttee ] publ:.o

. inquirye (The hearings were covered extenelvely, :.nclud:.ng by coa.;t—to—coast IV .) The

fll‘S‘t paragraph, which normally_ states._the purpose, is entirely withheld, claimed to be

"Secret." The second paragraph discloses that reasonably segrege.ble information is with-

. 5 :
held, if only the identification of SAC Wilﬁems and the refernce to him. (Kansas C:Lty.)



vIt includes what is supposedly dJ.sclo ed in what Hos‘by teut:.fied to, o‘thers tes_i

and the FBI disclosed as part of iteJinterhal'invesﬁigation.

There then is another "Secret" M.thholdlng, apparently in reference to what is S
publlc knowledge of Oswald in Mexicoe ,It is apparently in reference to the WFO airtel

referred to and included above. Th:.s .'.LS sa:Ld to be a'l:tached ‘as Tab 3., It 1sn't. It is

- not podsible to determine all of what oupposedly Was attached. If there are references 'l:o’vr-“‘:""‘}"':

o ffj"._;jword of more tha.n a page, of four or more en'h:.re paragraphs, is found to be: reasona “ljr

.‘l:wo earher Tabs they are :.hcluded :.n\ehat is oblz,terated as "Secret" end are reasonably i
: ,see;r'egable. [ #wﬂdfél'nb) : H
100=10461~3 S(KS' said to be attached and 13, but of the two attachments to :Lt

only one is in th:.s Volume -although uhe memo s‘bates that ‘both are.[ ﬂw/Dé’ EZJS‘.S ‘}LU

"Stmpp:mg of the file that has to have been after the assassn.natlon :
represented as normal practise em{proper. Thls is followed by the total W:Lthhol
5 ) of what i$ "pertinent" in the WFO a:x.rtel, wh:.ch reports that Oswald . was: in M_

in'bercep'bed and/or pho’cogr-aphed there and/ or under the wrong name, etes Not a

;segregable because not a word of them is not obllterated. Imposs:.ble as « thls isy w:.th

regard to what is public domain :Ln partlcular, 11; is this that is followed by the chest— : L

thumpn.n{> of "we are showing that we have absolutely nothing to hide." (page 6) and the : :" '
D:Lrector' "Go all the way."(page 7) v LA
One wonders what more would have been w:.thheld w:_thout the order to "Go- all the Way :

and if the FBI were not "showing that we have absolutely notlfn.ng to hide" ovér the ’cota.hty
of supPress:.on of Oswald's visit to the DFO and h:x.s re;}orted threats | e e

~0Of course it has always been the official 'FBI position that before the assassinatlon
Uswald showed no tendency toward violence, 4nd vwhen 'SA‘ Hosty was qpoted to the contrary :
by fhévead of the intelligence unit”offthé'néiiaé poiiéé’he filed an affidavit denying
it - without reference to his having rece:a.ved and. destroyed the mtten alleged threat ‘

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



None of the many FBI people who llmew ‘about thls ever sa:Ld a word outsiide the FBI,
from clerks to the top at FBIHQ, S0 obv:u.ously there was noth:_ng to h.':.deo Why else h:.de :.t?
Even more, why hide it When 0swa1d was the on.ly ofi‘lcn.ally accused a.ssass:m, the

lone assassin according to the FBI‘? . ‘ ‘ v

’ In earlier appeal I made refei-ence to the total truthfulness of ﬁosty's Commn.ss:.ea g
testinory; and as I ‘state abovs T rev:Lewed it again,s I a'btach two pages (473 and 475)
as published in Volume 4, '

When agked, cons:.demng that Oswald was a defector and Jche rsst of h::." ear]ier 'h:.stor_v 2

“Lng1q 44 ooeur to you at all that he was & potent:.ally dangerous person" " Hosty 'test::.:t‘:.ed :

"Nogsir," adding, there was "no. :_ndlcatlon that he “would commit a violent act"™ and no P
" indication "to me that he was capable of v:.olence. " (See also Page 473)
Two pages kater he testified that the FBI cons:.dsred nobody else involved in the

,3Ssassa.nat10n, that the Osw ald case was ass:.gled 1;0 h:Lm and that all records came to h:.m. e

(Elsewhere in this testimony he twt:.f:.ed to and use was made of He}aco :Lnfonna.t:l.on

that remains withheld from me todaye)
Hostthlso testifed that afterjthe Oswald file had been closed he had it reopensd

g

in “arch of 1963 1B/ (455-6), after whiéh -it- ‘was.closed as a Dallas case when mferred/'to_u

New Orleans and "Then in October the case was sh:.fted back to Dallas again," Asked to be

(¥ be‘I‘ mwlu{ In "‘"”lf

“ more specific he said, "Well, actually Novem‘oer 4 Would ‘be our requesteec" / have. lypln Jol. )
411 those withheld Fexico bits of 1nforma1:10n appear not to have stirred the FBI

very much, Hosty or anyone else. Noth:m,g had 'happened as of the time of the assassinatioa

~ (page 459). Hosty said he was waiting "&l&ew Orleans to:marded the necessary papers to me.“

‘There was'no hurry- because"Onwald was no}’employed ina sens:.tlve industry.”
Oswald had left New Orleans the end of Sepd:ember and the NO'FO :unmedlately :.nformed

‘ fﬁallas, whlch received the :Lnfomatlon 10/3. (p. 446)

Hosty also testified ‘that the chzﬁge back,toﬂDallas did not reach there‘un‘l:il the

i afternoon of the day before the aSsassinafidﬂ,"(?;?462) He claims he did not get it

| until after the assassination. S :

This picture of the FBI and its only candidate for assassin, of its investigation



a.nd procedures, of its withholding as secret wha’c proved 1t had absolutely not ir
h:Lde and, of course, of 1ts having kept the OSwaJ.d tmp to the FEI and h:}.s alleged ’threa‘t

"ent:.rely secret, plus the nature of the omissions in ’che I‘BI's 1n't;emal mvestiga'hon,

prompted me to make further searches, for J.nforma’clon and to determ:x.ne truthff"' css. Yeeh

relates to whe‘bher de.)pm.te all the chest-—thump:.ng,‘ S

~ miguse of FOIA %o hJ.de it. SO e Lo ‘,

suasive in recounting how Oswald_ "d_ram;;’c_o' ejxc,ess a.nd beat his wife on numem .
(Copy of record attac: ﬂed.)

attached

On ‘the sam;?ﬁ/osty transferred the casqs of ‘both Oswalds to New Grle_"'_'
.82555—34 and 35

ald had moved t'o ‘“ew Orleans that 4prile

Despu.te, if not cohtrary to. Host‘y‘s test:.mony there is 100-1 6926-9 (attae

: Hosty Ifso wrotes Here Dallas is listed ]a of 10/22/63, a full motith earl:.er ‘than ;
testlf:.ed, as Office of Origin in both cases, m (The f:.rst para@a' .

Wl'hhheld as "Secret," which I appeale. ) oo _ :

Then, on 11/4/63, on learn:l.ng that and repor’c:LnL, that OSwald Was world.ng ::.n Dallas, e
he reported that New Orleans was 00. (105-82555-48, attached.) N

There is a record of the 11/ 15/63 return of the I“lar:Lna case to Dallas (105-82555-47,
attached) but we have found no record of the return of the Iee Oswald case. As th::.s redord o
; states and as Hosty told the Warren Commission, he elready had all the ;i.nformation. Whatever
the withheld “exico information he received there was no ot ek until the case was ‘
'bét‘ansferred back from Yew Orlcans befoig' launching any investj,gé.tionov ‘

Hbsty did testify that there is a‘vreoord and that'the Bureau r‘éeei&res"a copy (type-

script, pe 6021, attached) but worksheets for the period from the previous :JIuly until
ai"l:er the assassination (100-@ Ser:.als 2%=45, attached) reflect no Dallas record

of thise

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



the worksheetse This added confusion and d::.sclo.,ed dlscrepanca.es. I use 7437X to
_on the worksheet (attached.

The net result ‘and the effectlveness of the FBI's control over outs:.de"‘investigat:.on s

yand 1ts 1nternal mve tlga‘l:lon are‘ - ':i‘lccted in the AP's report:mg of ‘tA'

‘these records. (Attached 89—69A -1425. The FBI's own procla.matmn of bthe ‘exten:
of th:.s and its Walter J.nvest:.gatn.on are mm heralded as "mogt extséns:.v"
- lead and noth:.ng "shakes the conclusmom of both the ‘FBI and the Warren Comm:.ss:.o
‘ ('l‘h:.s is rather odd in v:.ew of - the Hoover/FBI dlsagneement with the Warren;C‘}__v
'over the shots. )"
How in so short a perlod w1tn te) many tlmusands of pages to examine the AP managedl.'
to come up mth just what the FBI wanted covered and to say aust what the FBI wanted s’ i

is one of the reasons I filed my request for. all records rela‘cmg to the processing _Qm ;

£ J_, g,gg of #hsse records. (The case is Guds 78—0249.)

Anytb.mg a.nd everyth:.ng relating in any way to the .,earchmg, dlsclpuure or non=-

disclosure of any kind of Hosty records is also, necessarlly, in the context of Oswald-
being }-@e, going to theXEEXERXFXEKE FBI Dallas Ofi’:.ce right before the assass:.natlon, :

ahd’oi‘ reports irmnedia’celyj# .after the assassinktion that OsWa_ld had had an FBI(a.nd/o;- CI«A)’ i
: c‘onfaéction. : :
' In malcmg any den:Lal ;;he'FBI was in a bad ﬁdsitiono it had to prove a negative when 5
i alone had eny possible proofs and it had -mo’éive,' ,if‘ the report was trughful, for not
© telling the truthe _
Un the okher hand, as former CIA Director Dulles told his fellow Commi‘ssioners on
LAY 27/ 64, the transeript of which was w:Lthheld 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 iskm itself is so



unresponsive, vhen it does not even bother to make pro forma denial of my representations
that it withholds what is within the pubrl)jt.f Ié}gr;]ain, as with the Mexico matters, it brings
more suspicion on itself, There is a,la:h\GSupposed to live within all the lawse. Yet
with me it is in open violation of lawe .

If the FEI might have been expected to take instant dislike to anyone who questionedj
its "solution" to the crime, 'its investigation of it, its relafionship with’i the Commis-—
sion and other such positions and writing, it also is the fact that in my very first
wr:.tlng, about Oswald and the crime I said that pérts of his career are consistent only
with what in intelligence\uzalled establishing a cover.

The FBlo :

Perhaps this was aggravated vrhemently disclosed effort to ruin me at the
outset backfired and made' my first book a success by earning the first major attention
to ite | e

Why would i} research and consider filing spurious libel suit# against me and have
secret memos plotting how to "stop" my 'ﬁ;iting? (I nave seen nothing of this sort relating
to others.) . |

Then there is the substance of the Hosty flap itself and the withholding — 06 anything,
whatever the reason, true or nO'M while proclaiming "we have ébsolutely nothing to hidee"

Here you have Oswald, the self-proclédmed defector to the USSR; who is actually
" anti-Soviet and anti-American Communiste Qe sets up his own, one-man "Fair Play for Cuba®
Comrru'.tteg in Yew Yrleans and gets himself attention and arrested. First thing he does is
ask to be interviewed by the FEI. (FBI records and testimony say a single agent visited
" him at the jaile & 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 kind

of written communication? Particularly any kind of alleged threat?

How ususal is the destruction of this commu.nication? _
N

Or keeping it secret from the Wortd,‘ pai'ticularly the fPr/es;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 ageneies are aware §f this ﬁa investigation has even
really begun? No hurry is the fruthf gg, testimony? No need? Not: transfemng the casge back _
to Dallas explains this? Explains J.t with the incons:.stenc:.es on when it was transferred,
with reference to an alleged record not in thﬂse pnhvided to me. from any of the files of
the FOs and HQ? i o
The SAC is reported to have ordsved the: -ciesfruetion oftheoswald note and nothing
happens to him? Th:n.s is usual? Hosty swears he personally destroyed it and that is usual? -‘ :
} FBIHQ knew contemporaneously, there.is no récord reflect:mg this a.nd that: also is tzsual? e
Hosty's punishment, transfer and a minor reduct:.on i¥ pay :i.s what one would expect : |
of J, Edgar Hoover, no more?
This is more like punishment for gett:mg caught, not a.ny otber alleged offense.

In the foregoing I have not t-eferred to a.ll the withheld records I have reason to

e bel:.eve existe

Nor to all the files that should have been searched and weren't, It is obvious these
also should have included the records of the *FBiHQ Divisions involved, which were not
searcheds Or the Dfrectors' and other h:.gher offn.cn.als, who were immlvedo

All of this also has a spec:.al contht. ;.

Although in the public, press j;here was prior specuiaﬂoh ebeut Oswa]id and an FRI .

connection the Commission ignored -f&se stories until it received wo@ on January'22,1964
that Members of the Texas Court of Inquiry heeid'fhe same reports and had teken an interest »

in thems Then, in virtusl panic, an executive session was called at the end of the working
da.y, with the court reporter present. Among the questlons over which the Commission
‘ .agoniaed was the clear FBI preconcpetion of a 1oneﬂa'i;( assassin a.nd Hogwer!'s detem:.nat:.cm
that the Commission "fold its tent" and go home. 'l‘hey compla.:.ned that they'd never be able- 2
to wipe out bel:.ef that there had been a conspiracy, which is not the public or normal Ay
: }{functlon of an mpart:.al mves‘l::.gatlon. 4nd in the end they decided to destroy the record. o
"‘yz"”i‘:;The stenotyp:.st's tape escaped the memory hole,and I obtained a forced transcript of it
| under FOIA.



Along with this there is the FiI's lecking of its Presidential Report, later
called CD1, This dig exactly what the Commi ssion complained of in secret - the FBI had
boxed it in belore it came to life,

The combination of facts and circumstances do not encourage belief in any FBI -
representation relating to the searches, disclosures and non—-disclosures, They provide
motive for not crediting the FBI, particularly when it stonewalls angd withholds the
public domain and is not responsive when it receives proofs that it is making national
security claim for what is within the public domain,

I believe this appeal é&dresses matters of the most urgent historical importances,

My requests for some, of the withheld information go back to 1975, My first appeals
were not long after the requests were filed, And now the FBI claims it can't find all my
requests? Or did a year ago, since when I have heard nothing, |

Bven the delays, when the FBI is part of the Deparfment and the Departmentés other

components have not complied, magnify th_e historical importances,

what has been forced into public availability is uniguely my worlg magnify suspicion,
Overloaded as your office is, I hope that belatedly this and related .earlier appeals,

including for withheld lexico City 1nformat10n, now will be acted in Promptly.
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