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JFK assassination avitals: the tbsty flap: Oswald's visit to the FBI ana ate destruction # his alleged threateniig letter 

My earlier appeals illuétrate the situation created when an | agency like the FBI 

refuses to comply with spaeldae information requests for long periods of time and then 

smothers the requester. with vast volumes of paper most of which are msnery ate iate 

to the FBI's capacity to devoting itself to the irrelevent so this can cover its ol iure 

to.address the relevant. | 

| With no guide to the approximately 100,000 sheets of paper it wis at tal aa find 

any relevant records. Then it was not possible to find all of them because they are scatter— 

ed — in different files, even different locations. . 

Then it becomes impossible to remember all of them. 

nis exactly duplicates the situation in the “ing 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 1 have come accwoss others of relevance. Some raise 

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

9/17/75 on which notations, including any possible Serial Number are Al tobe bias Bither 

a copy of the original iy filed in 62~ 116455 a as 77e I do not know what this file includes 

but the information in the copy I have relates to the House investi get oh of the Hasty flap. 

I also arawe your attention to the last sentence on the first pagee It quotes Director 

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 supplying me with copies. 

Now that I have found and read a fairly large number of relevant records I can under~ 

sgand the refusal of the FBI to permit any outside investigation (on page 2). The real Fi isd 

purpose was to control what could be known. I have read the available peauits 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 partial compliance with ny 

information requests. ‘ 

Serial 7582 states that a transcript is attached. dt was 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 daclaried to do what it could to be of help to 

the Congressional investigation on the alleged ground that it was conducting its own ine 

vestigation of itself. This record also does not respond to the Congressional Angubry = 

relating to "Do Not File" files. My appeal relating to these files, in CoA. 76-1996 5, is 

also without response. I found reference to "Do Not File" files before BOs oe ‘the King 

case I have received no response. : 7 oe a : 

Further efforts to locate the information in the available records is snpodea by : 
Orwellaan practise with self-serving language plus filing practise well calculated is 

defeat the 1974 amending of FOIA, It is difficult if not impossible to follow the FBI's 

citations of records, even when Serial Numbers are provided. : 

| All is couched in Largudde suitable for later quotation to indicate: the FBI took the 

"hangout" roade Full openness is indicated in Serial 7437X in which the Dixeetor- is 

quoted as ordering "Go all the Way." This is preceeded. and followed by extensive withhold~ 

ings in~thatpeserag for which "national security" is claimed. As I sare informed you, I . 

. believe, "nathonal security" withholding aes even the identification of a Mr, Stern. 

(The Warren Commission counsel involved in that part of its inguiry, whitch ignored the | 

Oswald visit to the FBI and alleged threat, is named Samuel Stern.) 

Serial 7434, 0 opens with a citation me esp “memorandum of 11/14/75 from Legal Counsel 

to Mr. Admas." This is identifiable a 7T407K. / t opens and through its length there extends 

"national security" withholding for this supposedly full and: open investigation - nothing 

more. than the FBI's allegedly letting it all hang aut over the allegedly tiNgadnt Oswald 

Visit to see Hosty and his leaving a note stemmmareas- describ/as threatening. 4fter these 

extensive withholdings in theq "national security", with almost all of page 6 of 7407 X 
thus Wehhhel 

taieaetthiahed , the FBI is properly self-righteous: "so.ln this way. we are showing we 
bsolutely 

nave) nating 40 hide seal 

WithVnothing to hide", aed, with what is alleged to be all of the pelowet 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 

ne at the romente 

This iceas shows that essential and relevant re¢ords are withheld. by filing them in 

other files although they without any doubt are sadeitdad to this file and to this sub= 

ject, as the attache? records show. = 

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

reasonaily segregable also is “withhe tde 4n example is the identification of Stern. 

His first name and official function are not a matter of national security, ak appeal to. 

which you have not responded 

In 7437X on page 2 under "Observations" ahd in the sense of relating to Hosty's: 

disclosed statements thére is an opening "Secret" claim. Error is attributed to Hosty 

- and a record is cited. The recommendation is for no further inquiry and sending the AG 

the attached communication, dated # 12/3/75. 

In it there is similar withholding. On the sme first page ine ‘nebo "Seoret" claii 

is mede for quotation from the disclosed Hosty statement. Following a colon and continuing 

for four more paragraphs on page 2! 

Not providing the supposed attacknents with. the redord — required some: search | 

for them. The first cited on page 3 is Naovial 57 in the Oswald file." It is a Wd airtel — 

of 11/19/63 . With the entire matter relating to marks made on it in Dallas, the Dalles 

copy is withheld as "Brew oualy Processed." Attached is the worksheet page 
et ere sul atte 

for it from 100-10461.) The record is also 105=82555~78£ However, this available record 

is not identical with the ‘Dallas CODY > which is the subject of the inquiry over Hosty"s 

sendiict in the JFK assassination investigation and with regard to both Oswalds. ~ 

The memo to the AG refers to Hosty's representation, that.he had crossed his name off 

the record, and then states "A review of this serial-thee determined that SA Hasty» Hake 

is crossed out in the block stamp..." This and other information here referred to is on 

the withheld Dallas copy only. Obviously neither Hosty nor his Dallas supervisor could have 

marked the FBIHQ copy of the WFO communication. 

I cite this as and also as more than the fact that "Previously ‘rocessed" 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, iene te, withheld under 
"nati@nal security" claim. The record relates to what was explored by the Warren Con— 
mission, several Congressional committees of both Houses, has been disclosed by the FBI, 
CIA and Secret Service in varying degrees, was leaked extensively by various official 
persons and was disclosed 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 repfeated 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 representation that any 
such statement by me is in factual error.) 

‘/6/TT. Classification is by 2040, hb sak I've observed is Willing to classify anything. 
And I add Sood, 

The next record cited in the memo to the AG is "Serial 50 of the Oswald file (is) ag 
copy of an airtel with two enclosures vhich the New Orleans Office sent the Bureau, with 
Copies to Dallas, dated October 24, 1963." I+ isfstatea that this and two enclosures, 
identified as Serials 49 and 48 shes attached. They are not in the copies provided to Mee 

Here S rial turns out to be of theme 10010461 file and to be Serial 42 of the 
FBIHQ tied Again they are not identical copies aid the notations added to the Dallas copy 
are of relevant and important information. They tend to —— what fosty said ani show 
filing of the three Serials after the assassination, which was a month later, 

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 
folowing the 105~82555 records. 974196 is air Play for Cuba Committee, I io 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 FBIIQ files these are listed on the worksheet 

(attached) as 43 IN and 43 OUT, Although 43 IN is an FBI record, from the Legat., liexico, 

ié is referred to the CIA. “rom TT 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 obliteration "secret" classification is indicated. The basis for the claim, from 

the worksheet, is no more than that the Jammie information came from the cta. fn fact there 

is BO reason to beldews 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 city!) 

Other withholdings under claim to classification also appealed in T437TX» 

7462X is of 12/31/75. It if Assistant Director (Inspection) H.N.Bassett's report on 

the House subcommittee testimony of four PBI witnesses whose evidence allegedly tas been 

released in these files, in the FBI's internal investigations Bassetf begins by referring 

to what is not provided in any record I have been able to locate, Na detailed review" of 

the testimony of these four. I appeal the withholding. For these 10 pages such records of 

‘a detailed review are sequined: | 

Discussion of Hosty's testi mony begins on page 3. Sone of the material duplicates _ 

his Warren Conmission testimony, which is available and I have reviewed it agains 

Questions of who is telling the truth if not of who is perjurious relating to the 

investigation of the assassination of a President remain. In fact, they are more numerous. 

| Hosty is one of the agents disciplined over the JFK cases. This is public knowledge and 

it was testified to before 4 number of mond ees: most recently and in some detail the 

House assassins by the then Inspector, J.H.Gale, who filed a rephrt I have not seen in 

these records and therefore believe remains withheld. (Appealed.) 

The disciphinary action and reasons for it are discussed beginning in paragraph 3 

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 the subjectfot public testimony 

and are part of the FBI's disclosed internal investigation. In connectiob| with the JFK 

case and the Oswald case questions were ca (12/6/63) in writinge Their 

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



appears to be filing of JFK assassination investigation records ain ceiearean files only 

(or other than in the 62-109060 and 105-82555 files) ig not including copies | in ‘the 

files relating to the assassination investigation. This is a clear and to the: dest ‘of 

my recollection unique departure from practise, which is. to indicate a copy . an 

for personnel eee 

  

x One of these records is identified on page 6, last paragranhy as in 67=798. as 5048s. 

Ig is described as a Dallas airtel of 12/8/ 65 in response to ‘the questions of en a a 

  

     

   

     

  

   

  

ee 12/ 6"enclosing anong other things an “agate 2h—page” letterhead nenorandi (ua 

captioned "Lee Harvey Oswald, aka,? responding eS 15 of Galet's questions." This : 

eription places the record clearly within my cequen ts Denial appealed. 

At the top of page B there is reference to thes Sis" "personal and confident 

se file." I Hive received no records fron ny such file under any request or in any. 

and sis claim to any exemption covering any such filess: t appeal the denials. 

Authough Dallas records did not. disclose some of those cited above,’ on page 7 it 

is stated that ‘Hosty provided copies “Bs Director Kelley in 19736 They: are. not here. 

They éyb\ Seletait ihanaver or however files, Denial appealede ‘Again filing appears + 

have been of JFK assassination investigation (HP Stina on in a personnel file onlye 

Be aed 7 and 8 of this memo make the relevantest the 24 Dbe IHM- clear} 

there is refererice to a covering spied for it-on page 8, Srd paragraphe 

A note added at the end, probifly with ‘THe year of the date incorrect, states’ that 

on 1/1 9/75, copies including the 12/6/63 record were sent to Dallas. If these remaibed ; 

there I-do not recall reading them in the Dallas. files and I believe I would hind made. a. 

natter fo      
separate copy for subject filing because of my strong interest in this ove ad 

from the outset, from the research for my first booke . 

The "we have absolutely nothing to hide" Legal Counsel to Adams 11 if 1 a/ 15, memo ‘referred 

to above, 7407X, attached, is captioned as relating te the House subcommittee's public’ 

_. inquiry. (The hearings were covered extensively, including by doastctioecowet TV. ) the ‘ 

first paragraph, which normally states ‘the purpose, is entirely withheld, claimed to be 

"Secret." The second paragraph diacteses that reasonably. sogvogubis information is with= 

2 : 
held, if only the identification of SAC wit lams and the refernce to hin. (Kansas City.)



   

    

There follows a reference to a new Hosty mero I do not ‘recall seeing. dy is rele 
  

From context what is withheld as "Secret" on page 2 is: preparation for pubfic ‘estinon 

  

It includes what is supposedly disclosed in what Hopty tes tified to, othe toe fied 4 to, 

and the FEI disclosed as part of its internal investigation. SB: 
‘There then he another "Secret" withholding, epparently in reteranes to nat is : ae 

public knowledge of Oswald in Mexicos it is aprarently in reference to the WFO airtel HE 

referred to and included aboves This as said to be attached as Tab 3e Tt fant te. It is. 

‘not podsible to determine all of what supposedly was attached. ‘If there are. references to 

tio » earlier Tabs they are included in \phat is obliterated as "Secret! has are reasonably 

Sepisenrites OL He Aa horelp ») 
: 

100=10461 ies ies SOEs" saia to be attached and is, but of the tyo attachnonts to it. 
only one is in this Volume. although the, memo. states that ‘both ares the 105 12553 ee 

      

   

  

    

“"Staipping” of the file that has to have ibis after ‘the eieieal nn Hany as: next 

Sepradaaeed as normal practise cxfimopers This is. followed by the total wield ne ( 

Fy ) of what i$ "pertinent" in the WFO ried which reports that Oswald . was: in Mexic and 

  

” ntercepted and/or photographed there ana /oe-. under the wrong name, etce Not a oi 

- word of more Aen a page, of four or more, entire ‘paragraphs, is found to be sang 

-segregable because not a word of them is not obliterated. Impossible as ‘this isy with 

regard to what ‘is public domain in varticular, it is this that is followed by. the chest 

thumping of "we are showing tint: we: have HESO UEC. a to hides" (page 6) and the: 

Director's "Go all the way.'( page 7) aa 

-On@ wonders what more would have been withheld without the order to "Go- al. the way" 

and if the FBI were not "showing that we have absolutely iothake to hide" over. the > totality 

of. suppression of Oswald's visit to the DFO and his soyorted threat. Fs ee 

Of course it has always been the official FBI position that before the desebabnntic 

Oswald showed no tendency toward violence. And when SA Hosty was quoted to the contrary : 

by sata of the intelligence unit of the Dallas police he filed an affidavit deniyiine 

it - weehou reference to his having received and destroyed 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 2 word outside the rar, 

from clerks to the top at FBIHQ, SO. obviously there was nothing to hides Why aise hide ite 

Even more, why hide it when Oswell was the only officially series: assassin, the 

lone assassin according to the. FRI? | ae 

“Th earlier appeal I made reference +6 the total trntntiiness of Hosty! s Comission oo 

testimony, and ‘as I state above I reviewed it agains I attach Ho pages (ars and 2 475) 

as published in Volume 4. 

3 When sanedi considering that Oswald was a defector ‘and the perk of his earlier history. . 

Nata it occur to you at all that he was a potentially daniel person? ! 1s ‘Hosty testifica — 

"Nossir,s" adding, there was "no indication that he. would. commit a violent act” anc no aa 

indication "to me that he was capable of Violence." - (See also Page 473) : 

Two pages kater he testified that the FBI considered nobody else involved in the e eae 

assassination, that the Oswald-case was assigned to him and that all records came to heme Soe 
   

    

(Elsewhere in this testimony he testified to and use was made of Mexico information 

that remains withheld from me today. ) : | | 

 Hostyyais0 testifed that afterfthe ( Oswala file had been Slowed he had it reopened ined oe 
= sO a in “arch of 1963 / (455-6), after which at was closed ; as a Dallas case when SR  , 

New i Wewans and "Then in October the case. was shifted back to Dallas again," Asked to be 
gos ate . (Net Gre i) neends 
“more specific he said, "Well, actually November 4 would be our requestee.." Hani. Appeelet.) ae 

All those withheld Mexico bits of information appear not to have stirred the FBI 

very much, Hosty or anyone elses Nothing had happened as of the time of the ddtnaurnaiie 

~ (page 459) Hosty said he was waiting rE ew Orleans forwarded the necessary papers to TE n 

There was‘no hurry’ because"Opwald was neibaayea in a sensitive industry." 

Oswald had left New Orleans the end of Septenber and the NO‘FO asians, informed. 

: ‘Belles, anion recetived the information 10/3 os 446) 

Hosty also testified ‘that the chifage back to. Dallas did not reach there until the 

- aftemon of the day before the assassination. (p. 462) He claims he did not get it 
until after the assassinatione 

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



   
   

  

    

    

   
   

          

cag procedures, of its withholding as secret what proved it. had absolutely vith | to 

hide and, of course, of its having kept the Oswald Arp. to the FEI. and his alleged ‘threat 

‘entirely secret, plus the nature of hie’ omissions in the: FBI's internal investigation, 

relates fc whether despnte all the iuecuat 

mig se of FOIA to ite ite: 

the alleged threat to blow the are ‘up that convincea Hosty and ss Fat 

was a man of non=violences Hosty''s: own report of 9/ 10/63 (100-1 0461=Section 

suasive in recounting how Oswald "drank to excess and beat his wife on numerous: 

(Copy of record attached.) | 

On the same H i osty transferred the cases of both Oswalds to New Orleans 
os De a as attached 
82555—34 and 359 Oswald had. moved. 6. sy Orleans that Aprile 

Despite, if not contrary to. Hostyts touldaony there is 100=1 6926~9 (attae ni » which 2 
   

“Hosty Jfso wrote. Here Dallas is listed a of 10/22/63, a full motth earlier than be a e 

testified, as Office of Origin in both Cases, betieOsieide. (The first: paregral ah 

: withheld as "Secret," which I appeal. ). ee 

Then, on 11/4/63, on *egaaaivig that and reporting that Oswald was wong in. Dales, ee 

i -Pepotted that New Orleans was 00. (105-825558, attacheds) . : 

There is a record of the 11/15/63 return of the Marina case to Dallas. (ros-eo565-an, 

attached) but we have found no record of the return of the lee Oswald case. As’ this redord 

: statés and as Hosty told the Warren Commission, he already had all the information. Whatever _ 

the withheld “exico information he received there was no poteed to: wait until the case was 

transferred back from New ‘Orleans before launching any investigations | 

‘Hasty did testify that there is a record and that the Bureau Heceived-a ‘copy. Ciype~ 

script, pe 6021, attached) but worksheets for the period from the previous July until 

after the assassination (100-EK, Serials 25-45, 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 ai Seni rentinas I use TASTE to 
_on the 2 sonst (attached) js) , 

(This is rather ead in view of the: » Hoover disagreement: with the Warren : Con 

eae the shots.) 5 

How in so short a eatod. with so ) many thousands of pages to examine the AP. managed | 

ea come: wp with just what the FBI wanted. covered and to say” y just what the FEE ‘wanted sai 

is one ‘oF: the reasons I filed my request for. ‘se records relating to the processing oe a 

selesse of these records. (The case is Cod. 78-0249.) 

  

Anything ‘ana everything relating in any way to “the seukunina: -disclpsure. or non 

disclosure of any kind of Hosty records is also, necessarily, in the context of Oswald- 

  

 ftosty’s *e 

being hie Case, going to thexXKRXHQxxxeKE PBL Dallas Office right before the assassination, 

and of reports inmediatelyd after the assassin&tion that Oswald had had an FBI (and/or cra) me 

connections | | 

‘In fable any. aundAl ‘the’ TRI was ina tad poettions Tt hail to prove a negative when 

it alone had eny possible proofs and it had motive, if the report was truéhful, for not 

telling the truth. 

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 years, if it were true the: FBL 

- would lie. : 

sd 

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



unresponsive, when it does not even bother to make pro forma denial of my representations 

that it withholds mes is within the pubtic opts as with the Mexico matters, it brings 

more suspicion on itself. There is iA te wipes to live within all the laws. Yet 

with me it is in open violation of lawe , 

If the FBI might have been expected to take instant dislike to anyone who asst oned 

its "solution" to the crime, ‘its investigation of it, its relationship with the Commis— 

sion and other such positions and writing, it also is the fact that in my very first 

writing about Oswald and the crime I said that cagis of his career are consistent only 

with what in inte gehoe Memeo’ establishing a iis 

heFBloy 
Perhaps this was aggravated wheil tes eecontly disclosed effort to ruin me at the 

outset backfired and ‘alee my first book a success by earning the first major attention 

to ite | | 

Why would it research and consider filin /spurious libel suitg@ against me and have 

secret memos plotting how to "stop" my writing? (I have seen nothing of this sort relating 

to others.) | 

Then there is the substance of the Hosty flap itself and the withholding — of anything, 

whatever the reason, true or not while proclaiming "we have abdolately nothing to hide." 

Here you have Oswald, the self—procl@amed defector to the USSR, who is actually 

' anti-Soviet and anti-American Communist. He sets up his own, one-man "Fair Play for Cuba® 

Corinto in “ew Yrieans 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 jail. 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 kind 

of written comumication? Particularly any kind of alleged threat? 

How ususal is the destruction of this communication? 

Now 

Or keeping it secret from the worka,’ particularly the Proxiact 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 even 

really begun? No hurry is the trut ful. testimony? fe need? Not transferring the case back 

to Dallas explains this? Explains it with the inconsistencies on. whet it was transferred, 

with reference to an alleged record not in thise maivided to me. from =~ of | the files of 

the FOs and HQ? 7 | 
The SAC is reported to have ordered the’ dsataition bf the. Udeaia note and: nothing 

happens to him? This is usual? Hosty swears he personally: destroyed it and that is ee 

3 FRIEQ knew contemporaneously, there .is-no récord reflecting ‘this and that also is: isa? 

Hosty's punishment, transfer and a minor reduction iff pay is what one would. expect 

of J, Edgar Hoover, no nore? 7 

This is more like punishment for getting caught, not any other alleged offenses 

Jn the foregoing I have not beferred tb: all the withheld records I have reason to 

.. believe exist. 

Nor to all the files that should have been searched sit weren't. It is obvious these 

also should have included the records of thé FBIHQ Divisions involved, which were not 
searched. Or the Directors' and other higher. officials, Who. were Saisie 

All of this also has a special contexte 5 

' Although in the public. press Sieve was prior dpocitlation about Oswald and an FBI 

connection the Commission ignored ‘sibs stories unt at received wor} on January 22,1964 

that Members of the Texas Court of Inquiry heard the same reports and haa taken an- interest _ 

in them. Then, in virtual panic, an Sxbeutdve: Sepston was called at the end of the working 

sf is, with the court reporter present. Among the dhesktons over which the Commission 

‘ppbntiead was the clear FBI preconcpetion of a tone assassin eine, Hogver' s determination 

that the Commission "fold its tent" and go home. They complained ee they'd never be able A 

to wipe out belief that there had been a conspiracy, which is not the public or normal 

: “function of an impartial investigation. And in the end they decided to destroy. the records 

a ‘The stenotypist's tape scaped the memory hole,and I obtained.a forced transcript of it 

under FOIA.



  

Along with this there is the FuI's leaking of its Presidential Report, later 
called CD1. This aig exactly what the Commission complained of in secret — the FBI had 
boxed it in before 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 and withholds the 
public domain and is not responsive when it receives proofs that % is making national 
security claim for what is within the public domain, 

I believe this appeal addresses 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. 4nd noW the FRI claims it can't aoe all my 
requests? Or did a year a0, since when I have heard nothing. 

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

Hy 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 work magnify suspicion. 

Overloaded as your office is, I hope that belatedly this and related earlier appeals, 
including for withheld Nexico City information, now will be acted in promptly. 

O
N
I
O
N
 
R
N
I
N
 

Re
nn
er
 

= 
se
at
s 

e
o



62-109060 - 1f0 a) 

7396 Py 

?4U3tx Py: 
PYUO?X Pp 
W462 Pq 

(O0~10UG}- Worksheet Ss? s. 
| O5-Sasss - F¥+ wwerttahoour OY 

Pam 100~-(04UGI- sO 
1\OS-8asss- 42 

- séchin |, S earchshp ae 
- Ww ork sheer a d 

100 - 10%6) Se our - worksheet 4,49 '- 
- sechm L, 4fr0fo3 ps 

10S-Fasss- 2y | a 

"35 Pa. 9 100-16426 -9 P4.9 
10S- $aS§s - 48 ; mt a 

100- (ee1- workshuts, 23-4S° pq. 9 
b2- 109060, worksheets, ser.743> pq: 10 

89-69-1425 pq. /0 
Testimony p. 493495 p48 

Typescript, poz! PH


