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

My earlier appeals illustrate the situation created when an agency like. the FBI'
refuses to comply w1th spe01flc 1nformatlon requests for long perlods of ‘time and then
smothers the requester with vast volunes of paper most of which are merely a tribute

-

to the FBI's capacity to devotlng 1tself to the 1rrelevent so. thls can cover its failure
to address the relevent. Bk : |
dWith no guide to the‘approximately‘100,000 sheets‘of paber itbwes'difficult to find
- any relevant records. Then it was not pos sible to flnd all of them because they are scatter—i
ed - in different files, even dlfferent locatlons.

Then it becomes 1mposs1ble to remember all of them, i

h1s exactly dupllcates the 31tuat10n in the A1ng case, where the FBI has yet to :
respond to my actual requests after more than a decade yvet has given me some 50,000 pages
most of which are without meanlng. in’ terms of the crime itself,

In further review of the records I have come accposs others of relevance, Some raise
new questions. For example, in 62-109060 Section 180, a Legal Counsel to Adams memo of
t"9/17/75 on which notatlons, 1nclud1ng any pOSslble berlal Number are illegible. Either c‘h
‘a copy of the original =2e filed in 62=. 116435 as 77. I do not know what this file ineludes
but the 1nformat10n in the copy I have relates to the House 1nvest1gatlon of the Hasty flap,

I also draw your attention to the last sentence on the first page, 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’ explanatlon for not supdlying me with copies.

l Now that I have found and read a fairly large number,of relevant records I can underb
spand the refusal of the FBI to permit any outside'investigation (on page 2)s The real 7131
purpose was to control what could be known. I have read the avadlable results of its sé=
‘ucalled investigation and, have read What‘it did not investigate to.the degree'it is available. -
A does essentially the same thing in.nonfcombliance and in partial compliance with my
information requests. b

Serial 7562 states that a trenseript is attached. ]t was not in the records provided.



In Serial 7396 the so-called Hosty investigation uas used as an eXouse to’try tot
cut off other and unrelated inquiry. I also appeal the withhblding from this records
Serial 7378 also reflects that the FBEI declined to do what it could to be of help to
the Longressional investigation on the alleged ground that 1t Vias conducting its own in-
'vestigatlon of itself. This record also d0esvnot respond to the Congressional inquiry 3
relating to "Do Not File" files, My appeal relatlng to the se flles, in C,A.76—1996, is
also without response. I found reference to "Do Not Flle" flles before nows, In the- King
case I have received no response.' E
Further efforts to locate the information in the avallable records is 1mpeded by
Orwellnan practise with self-serving language plus flllng practise well calculated to
defeat the 1974 amendlng of FOIA, It is difficult 1f not imp0351b1e to follow the FBI‘
citatlons of records, even when Serlal Numbers are provided. :
411 is couched in language sultable for later quotation to 1nd1cate the FBI took tha ;Y -
hangou " roade Full openness is 1ndlcated in Serial T7437X in which the Director is .
quoted as ordering "Go all the Way." This is preceeded and followed by extensive withhold—}ﬁ“bn
7 }ings m—thsmwdf for which "naticnal security” is claineds 4s I have informed you, I ,’ '
b9116Ve, "national security" withholding includes even the identification of a.Mr. Sterno
(The Warren Comm1s51on counsel involved in that part of its 1nqu1ry, which ignored the
OSwald visit to the FBI and dlleged threat, is named Samuel Stern,)
Serdial 743%:opens with a c1tatlon o ’Zhe jpemorandum of 11/14/75 from Legal Counsel
to Mr, Admas." This is identifiable as 7407X t opens and through its length there extends
"national security" withholding for this supposedly full and open investigation of nothing f
more than the FBI's allegedly letting it all hang out over the allegedly innocent Osweld"
v131t to see Hosty and his lecaving a note ai&:lllliﬁih—deccrmbe/gs threatenings After these
extensive withholdings in the‘"natlonal security", with almost all of page 6 of 7407 X
Mus withhe ;
umﬁg,{.d ttiked, the FBI is properly self-righteous: "s..In this way we are showing we
bsolutely v .
Witﬁxnothing to hide:,aaﬂfwith what is alleged to be all of the.relevant FBIHQ ané

' 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 whb 1s hé_l?ing
ne at the woment. S o

This trace shows that essential and relevant records are witbheld by f:n.l:mgthem o
other files although they without any doubt are .essentia.l to» this file and to: *bhissub—
Ject, as the attoched rocords showe : 5 : : v <

If by any chance there 1s properly elasolfied inf ormat:.on that is w1thhe1d, the
reasonably segregable algo is withhelde An e;ample is the 1d9nt1flcat10n of Stem.

His first name and oflicial fuﬁctlon are not: a matter of national secu.rity, an appeal to
which you have not;_,les,ponci(—:u.,

In 7437X on page 2 und.ei' "':(ibéeifvatian" ahd in the sense of relating to Hostiv‘ '
disclosed statements th’ere is an ODrﬂ;ﬁnﬂ "Secret” claim. Error is attmbuted to Hosty
‘and a recoré. is cited. The recommendatlon 1s for no further inquiry and sending the AG ’
the attached camminication, dated t 12/3/75. ,

In it there is similar withholdings On the =me first page the second "Sécfét" " cla:un i
s made for quotation from the disclosed Hosty statemente. Following a colon a.nd contmu:.ng |
‘for four more paragraphs on page 2! “ ‘ S

Not providing the supposed attachmentswith the redord m requ:nred some search

for theme The first c¢ited on page 3 is "serial 57 in the Oswald f:.le." it is a WFO airtel

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

copy is withheld as "Previously Processed." XRibrriss $Attached is theg worksheet page
+orn| bolh ate

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

is not identical with the Dallas copy, which is the subgect of the inquiry over Hosty's
conduct in the JFK assassination investigation and w::_th 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 serial-diws determined that SA Hosty's name
is crossed out in the block stampeeo" This and other mfomatlon here referred to is on
the withheld Dallas copy only. Obv::.ously neither Host‘y nor his Dallas superv:.sor could have
'ma.rked the FBIHQ copy of the WFO communications

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



of withholding what in most instances is not and cannot be an 1dentlcai copy and in most
if not all instances does incdude other information of Value.

Almost all of the content of the document 1tself, 105-8255g?£i; withheld under
"nati#nal security" clalm The record relates to what wae explored by the Warren Com—
vm1s51on, several Congressional committees of both Houses, has been dlsclosed by the FBI,
CIA and Secret Serv1oe in varying degrees, was leaked exten51vely by varlous official
bersons and was disclosed in other oourt proceedlngs wAside from*SOme possible comment that.ot
could lead to official embarrassment the w1thhe1d informatlon is almost certalnly w1th1n
the public domain. I have never been told that the FBI dlsputes my repféated representa—
tions over the years that this information is within the publie domaln. The FBI instead
merely withholds ik, without responses’ (It has never once replied by proving any such state—*:
ment by me to be in error and has never once made any unequivoeal representatlon that any |
such statement by me is in factual error.)"‘

Date of classification is glven as long after my specific request for this: 1nformat10n,f‘
7/6/77. Classification is by 2040, who as I've observed is willing 4o clasolfytanythlnga
And I add does. »

The next record cited in the memo to the AG is "Serial 50 of the Oswald file (is) a m
copy of an airtel with two enclosures vhich the.New Orleans Office sent the Bureau, with
copies to Dallae, dated October 24, 1963." It isfstated that this and two enclosures,
identified as Serials 49 and 48 ate attached. They are not intthe copies provided to me.

Here S ’ri ‘ turns out to be of the’ﬁ—. 10()—10461 file and to be Serial 42 of the
FBIHQ filej 4gain they are not identical copies ;dd the notations added to the Dallas copy
are of relevant and important information. They tend to support what ”%sty said and show
filing of the three bevlalo,gitgg the assassmnatlon, which was & month later,

Both copies are atitached hereto. The searches Sllp attached to the HQ copy followed in
Section 14 It lists the searching of files from which I have recelved no records, all four
,f010W1ng the 105-82555 records. 97-4196 is ¥air Play for Cuba Committees I do not recog—
Anlze the others.

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



48 and 49 as "Previously Processed." In the FBIHQ files these are listed on the!workéheet’
(attached) as 43 IN and 43 OUT. Although 43 IN is an FBI record, from the Legate, Hexico,
i# is referred to the CIAe Yrom 7/77 until now, 22 months later, the CIA hasvhot prdtided
that §and other) records. (Referral slip attached.) On 43 OUT a note on page 2.is withheld;. :
After the obliteratibon "secret" classification is 1nd1cated. The basis for the claim, f}om'e
the worksheet, is no more than that the in-iz 1nformat10n came from the CIA.,Zi fact ﬁhere
’ls BO reason to believe that the 1nformatlon 1s not W1th1n the public domain and every
reason to believe it is. (The intercepts of Oswald and the wrong pmctures in Mexico Ciﬁ??ﬁ

Other W1thhold1ngs under claim to claselflcatlon also appealed in 7437X.

7462X is of 12/31/75. It i A551stant Dlrector (Inepection) HeN.Bassett's report on
the House subcomrittee testlmony of four FBI witnesses whose ev1dence allegedly Has been
releaeed in these files, in the FBI's internal inves tlgatlon. Bassefrbegins by referring
to what is not prov1ded in any record I have been able to locate, "a detailed review" of
the testimony of these four. I eppeal the w1thhold1ng° For these 10 pages such records of
a detailed review are required.

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

Questions of who is telling the truth if not of who is peraur1ous relatlng to the
investigation of the assa831natlon of a President remain. In fact, they are more numerous,

Hosty is one of the agents dlsciplined over the JFK cases.'fhis ie public knowlcdge and
it was festified to before , number of committees, most recently and in some detasil the
House assassins by the then InsPector, J.HeGaley who filed a rephrt I have hot seen in
. these records and therefore believe remains withheld, (Appealedé)

The discippinary action and reasons for it are discussed beginning in paragraph 3
on page 3. Here there are references to records not provided, relevent and I appeal their
deniale They should be in HQ and Dallas filess These were the subgec@,bf public testlmony
vand are part of the FBI's dlsclosed internal investigation. In connectiob with the JFK
case and the Oswald case questions were asiezfzégsinewered (12/6/63) in ertlngb Their

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



appears to be filing of JFK assassination mvestigatlon records in personnel f:l.les on.’ly
(or other than in the 62-1 09060 and 105-82555 flles) and not 1nclud:|.ng copies in the
files relating to the assassination :anestlgatlon. This is a clear and to the best of
my recollection unique departure from practn.se, which is to :Lnd:_cate a copy M(_i_i_&;gg
for personnel files. v MO ; ' ‘ i - .

One of these records is :Ldent:.f:.ed on page 6, last paragraph, as in 67—798 as 3048
1y is descmbed as a Dallas airtel of 12/8/63 in response to ‘the questions of 12/5 and
12/ 6"enclosing among other th:.ngs an undated 24~page letterhead memorandum (LHM)
captioned ®lee Harvey Oswald, aka,! respond:.ng to 15 of Gale's questionse" This des- =
cription places the record clearly within my requests. Denial appealed.

At the top of page ¥ there is reference to the SACs! "persbnal and cOnfiden‘Eiéii '.

’

files" I have received no records from any such file under any request or :.n any 'suit'*k' |

and no cla:.m to any exemption cover:mg any such filess I appeal the den:n.als.‘
Although Dallas records did not disclose some of those cited above, on page 7 1‘1:' ;
is stated that Hosty provided copies to Director Kelley in 1973, They are not here. :
They are relevant wherever or however fileeh Denial appealed. Again filing appears ‘to
have been of JFK assass:.nat:.on investigation ;nformatlon in a personnel file gn_l.[. Lg

Page° T and 8 of this memo make the releva.ntef{f the 24 pp. LHM - clear)s

*. There is refererce to a covering airtel for it on rage 8, 3rd paragraph.

4 note added at the end, probyaly with the year of the date incorrect, states that
on 1/12/75 copies including the 12/6/63 record were sent to Yallas. If these remaihed
there I do not recall reading them in the Dallas files and I believe I would have exade a

matter
separate copy for subject filing because of my strong interest in this overal\l\l:;*d
from the outset, from the research for my first book. |

The "we have absolutely nothing to hide" Legal Counsel to '.AdamsA11 /14/75 memo refexrred
to above, T7407X, attached, is captioned as z’-elating to the House fsubcommitte_e's public
inquiry. (The hearings were covered extensively, including by ‘coast-'-to—coast TV.) The
first paragraph, which normally etates the purpose,' is entirely withheld, claimed to be
"Secret." The second paragraph discloses that reasohably segmge.ble information is with=

_ _ i ‘
held, if only the identification of SAC Wilﬂams and the refernce to him. (Kansas Citv.)



Ther: follows a reference to a new Hosty mero I do not recall seeing. "'1:’ is relevant,
From context what is w‘lthheld as "Secret" on page 2 is preparation for pubhé teStimonyg
It includes what is supposedly disclosed in what Hosty testified to, others ‘best;lfied«'to‘,
and the FBI disclosed as part of its internal investigation. ‘ i ‘
There then is another "Secret" withholding, apperentiy 1n refe‘rence to whzit "isv

pi‘zblic knowledge of Oswald in Mexico, It is apparently in reference to the WFO airtel .

-+ referred to and included above, This is sa:.d to be attached as Tab 3, It 1sn't. It 18 ;

not podsible to determine all of what oupposedly was attached, If there are: referenoe.; to

two earlier Tabs they are mcluded :_n\nhat is obl:.terated as "Secre'b" and are ;feesonably

100-10461-h 5 1s said to be attached and iss but of the two attachments to i*l;

G 1t
i
’ /J 4

only one is in this Volume althougti *he memo states that both a.reo[ /h& 105°%.

"S'l:r:.ppn.ng of the f:.le that has to have been after the assassmtlon is dext
represented as normal prac‘c:.se anc}'proper.. This is followed by the total wn.thhold:.ng (page
5) of what ig "pertinent" in the WFO a:.rtel, which reports that Oswald was in Mexico a:nd ‘
intercepted a.nd/or rhotographed there a.nd/or under the wrong name, etc. Not a single
word of more than a page, of four or more entire paragraphs, is found to be reasonably
segregable because not a word of them is not Obiiterated. Impossibie as+this is, with
regard to what is public domain in particular, it is this that is followed by the chest-
thunping of "we are showing that we have absolutely nothing to hideo" (page 6) and the
Director's "Co 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 ootbing to hide" ovér the totality
of suppression of Oswald's visit to the DFO and his reported tiweat,

Of course it has always been the official FBI position that before the assassination
Oswald showed no tendency toward violence. And when SA Hosty was quoted to the contrary
by the‘xead of the intelligence un:Lt of the Dallas police he filed an affidavit denying
it - without reference to his having rece::.ved and destroyed the wntten alleged threat

to such v:mlence as blowing up the Dallas off:.ce and the police department, ;



None of the many FBI people who kmew about this ever said a word outside the FBI,
from clerks to the top at FBIHQ, so obviously there was nothing tq hide. Why else hide it?2

Even more, why hide it when Oswald was the only officially accused assassin, the
lone assassin according to the FBI? _

In earlier appeai I made reference to the total truthfulness of HOsty's Cbmmissidn v
testimony, and as I state a“bove I reviewed it again, I a‘bfééh two pages (473 and 475) )
as published in Volume 4, v ‘ ‘

When asked, considering that Oswald was a de_féctor and the vest of his: éarliér ‘history
"did it ooccur to you at all that he was a potentially déngerous person? " Hdsfy'tésﬁfied
"Wogsir," adding, there was "no indication that he yywould commit a violent act" and no
indication "to me that he was capable of violence." (See also page 473)

Two pages kater he testified that the FBI considered nobody else invblvedfiﬁ‘¥hé‘ »
assaSsinétion, that the Oswald case was assigﬁed to him and that all records came ‘tdhi'r_z‘i." .
| (Elsewhere in this testimony he testified to and use was made of Hexico in_formation
that remains withheld from me today.) | |

Hostyr/also testifed that aftérz’the Oswald file had been closed he had it rebpened

g

L : : G ‘
in “arch of 1963 ¥/ (455-6), after which it was closed as a Dallas case when referred Ly to

New Orleans and "Then in October the case was sh:Lfted back to Dallas again," Asked to be
mmlm( 1w racnd,
" more specific he said, "\’Iell, actuglly November 4 would be our requesteso" / have. @P[ﬁ [ )

All those withheld lexico bits of information appear not to have stirred the FEI
A very much, Hosty or anyone else. Nothing had -happeﬁed as of the time of the assassination
(page 459), Hosty said he was waiting "& Rfew Orleans forwa.rded. the necessary papers to me,"
There was no hurry because"Omwald was noyemployed in a sengsitive industry."

Oswald had left New Orleans the end of September and the NO‘FQ immediately informed
.‘l?allas, which received the information 10/3. (ps. 446)

: Hosty also testified that the ch‘zﬁge back to Dallas did not reach there until the
afternoon of the day before the assassination. (p. 462) He claims he did not get it

until after the assassinatione.

This picture of the FIT and its only candidate for ass‘assink, of its investigation



" and procedures, of its withholding as secret what provgd it had absolutely ‘noth':ing-vtoi{:,
hide and, of course, of its having kept the Oswald trip to the FEI and his allege‘& threat
entirely secret, plus the nature of the omissions in the FBI's internal mvestigatlon, :

: &
pronpted me to make further searches, for mformatlon and to detemlne truthi‘ulness. yﬂh

relates to Whe'bhez:) despike all the chest—thumping, SR ‘"th 'solnet-ha_ng to hlde, and ?'_1_.-';:. e

miguse of FOIA to hide ite
It is not only Oswald pre-assassination v:.s:t.t to the FBI seek:mg Hosty and- leavmg
the alleged threat to blow the pldce up that convinced Hosty and the FBI Uswald nﬁna

was a man of non—v::.olence. Hosty's own report of 9/ 10/6% (100-10461~Section 1) is peTs=
suasive in recount:l.ng how Oswald "drank to excess and beat his w1fe on numerous occas:.ons.‘ .

‘~,(Copy of record attach ed.)

On the same day H osty ttansferred the cases of both Oswalds to New Orleans. (105-
attached £

82555—34 and 35g4f Oswald had moved to “ew Orlea.ns that 4Aprile

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

. Osw
testified, as Office of Origin in both (cases, bedi=lEunids. (EL‘he first paragraph is

Hosty gﬁuo wrote. Here Dallas is listed, (aj of 10/22/63, a full mokth earlier than he
‘withheld as "Secret," which I appeales )

Then, on 11 /4/ 6%, on learning that and reéozfting that dswald was working in Dallas,
he reported thé.t New Orleans was 00. (105-82555-48, attacheds)

There is a record of the 11/ 15/63 return of the Marina case to Dallas (105-82555—4T,
attached) but we have found no record of the return of the iée Oswald case. As this redord
states and as Hosty told the Warren Commission, he already had all the inf ormation. W'hateyer
the withheld ‘exico information he received there was no 'reason to wait until the case was
transferred back from New Orlcans before launching any investigation.

| Hosty did testify that there is a record and that the Bureau receives a copy (type-
script, pe 6021, attached) but worksheets for the period from thev previous j.uly until
after the assassination (100—% Sem.als 2%=-45, attached)‘reflect no Dallas record

of thise

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



the worksheetse This added confusion and disclosed discrepanciese I use 7437X +to 111us‘tra‘be. ‘ g
on the worksheet (attached).
There are two difierentk records identified Jas 74 The second, indicated as of
Six pages, all disclosed to me, is followed by a comment that appears to say there is a
referral to the Secret Service and does say "crim info re ﬁriters." But the Volume itsél’f' s
holds neither 7437. Instead there is a single referral sl:x.p, to the Secret oewice, of all

T pages, which can be of both records despite :Lnd.:.ca'tlon of one onlye / j - 7’ 7’ “ /}"""

The net result and the effectlvenesg of the FBI's control over outs:.de investi

and its internal investigation are reflccted in the AP's repor‘b:.ng of the d:.sclosure of
these records. (Attached 89-694& ~1 425, The FBI's own nroclamat:.on of the extens:.veness
of this and 1ts Walter J.nvestlgation are hmnthﬂ:mt heralded as "most extséns:l.ve" :m t

lead and nothing "shakeo the conclu. 1on.f> of both the FBI and the Warren Commiss:.on." T

(This is rather odd in view of ytheb Heover/FBI disag;reement with the Warren Commissz.on
over the shots.) |

”-

How in so short a period with so many thousands‘ of pages to examine the AP managed
to come up with just what the FBI wanted covered ahd to say just what the FBI wa.n'béd seid
is one of the reasons I filed my request for all “records relatn.‘ng to the processing _@Q

releage of these records. (The case is Cube 78-0249.) _

Anything and everything relating in any way to the searehing, ‘disclpsure or non-—
disclosure of any kind of Hosty records is also, necessarily, in the context of Oswald-

fost u".f
being }.c/ase, going to theXKEXHEXFXXKE FBI Dallas Office r:.ght before the assassination,

and of reports immediatelyy after the assassinstion that Oswald had had an FBI(and/or CIA)

connection.
In making any denial the FBI was in a bad position. It had 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.

Yn 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 FBI
would lie,

When there is no act:.pn on appeal for so long and when the FBI m:: :Ltself is so



unresponsive, when it does not even bother to make pro forma dehial of my representations
that it withholds what is Wifhin the publicf%gﬁain, as with the Mexico mattérs'»it brings
more suspicion on itself. There is a laMupposed to live within all the la;vlS. Yet
with me it is in open violation of law.A v v
If the FBI might have been expected to take instant disliké to"a.nnyone'who quasfione; ;

it "solution® to thé erime, ibs iivestisabion of it,Lits relationship withf the Commis—
sion and other such positions and wﬁ"cing, it aiso is the fact that in my very f:.rst il
writing about Oswald and the.crime I said that parfs of hlS careei- are consistent ,c’_aﬁly
with what in intelligence & alled estab'lishinga“cov‘er. e e

e : TheFBls :

. Perhaps this was aggravated whéméntly disclosed effort to ruin me at the S

*

otitset\-backi‘ired and made my first book a supdegs by earning the first major!,atta‘iim on' . Ve

to ite ‘ i
Why would it research andcons:.derfllln spurious libel suitd against me andh&ve N
secret memos plotting how to""s'tpp"' my wr:.t:.ng? (I have seen nothing of this sorl; ‘ 1a'lr.i.n,g
-to othérs.) o e i
- Then there is the substance of the Hosty flap itself and the withholding - ogarm‘bbmg, ; J
whatever- the reason, true or noiy whi_lér:proclaim%ng "we have absolutely nothiné tohide.” ”
Here you ha_ve Oswald, the s‘elf—prochémed defector to the USSR; who is actua_ily y
" anti~Soviet and anti~American Commﬁnis‘co %e sets up his own, one-man "Fair Play fdr‘cubé‘
Committeg in Yew Urleans and gets himself attention and arrestede 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 4 witness says two, a witness who was an FBI and CIA source.)
How usual is it for lsuch a person to go to an FBL field office? And leave any kind
of written commmication? Particularly any kind of alleged threat?
How ususal is the destruction of this coumluriication;mﬁ |
Or keeping it secret from the WOrid, particularly the &gsident and the Presidential
Commission, once Oswald was the only 'acéused' agsassin? v
With a SOBIR wife such a man goésvto the Cuban and SoWiet. embassies in Mexico and

no United States investigation results?



More than a month after federal agen¢ies are aware of fﬁig o9 mvestiga‘ha.onhaseven
really begun? No hurry is the fruthfyl test:.mony? No need? Not transferring the oase baek 4

to Dallas explains this? Explains it with the inconsmtenc:.es on when it wa.s forred,

Hosty's punishment, transfer and a minor md;uct:.on 18 pay is. wh'at ‘o;‘xé,'w
of Je Edgar Hoover, no more? Sy % | e ’

This is more like pun:n.shment for gett:l.ng caught, not any other alleged

in the foregoing I have not :beferred 4o all the withheld fecords I h&‘v
believe existe v 4 . :

Nor to all the files that should have ‘been searched and weren"lz. % is obﬁ.uus these
‘also should have included the records of the FBIHQ Divisions :.nvolved, which wera nat
 searched, Or the Drectors’ and other higher officials, who were. iuvolve&.

All of this also has a spec:.al context. s

Although in the public press. there was prior speculation about Oswald and an FBI
connection the Comm::.ss:.on ignored- ‘these stories upt:.l it received work on J anuary 22,1964
that Nembers of the Texas Court of Inquiry he'ard ‘the samé reports and had taken an interest
in them. Then, in virtual banic, an executive session was called at the end of the working
' da.y, with the court reporter present. Among the questlons over which the Commi ssion
agom.sed was the clear FBI preconcpetion of a loneﬂx:g( assassin and Hovverts detemlnation
that the Commission "fold J.ts tent" and go home. They complaa.ned that they'd never be able
to wipe out belief that there had bee‘n‘z_s. consplracy, which is not the public or normal
function 'of an impartial investigatiéﬁai and in the end they decided to destroy the records
: The‘ stenotypist's tape escaped the memory hole,and I vobta’ined & forced 'branscrip‘t vof id
under FOIA, . i



Along with this there is the FBI's leaking of its Presidential Report, later
called CD1e This did 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 stonewélls and withholds the
public domain and is not responsive when it receives proofs that 1t is making national
security claim for what is within the public domain, v

I believe this appeal addresses matters of the most urgent histor:.cal importames.

My requests for some of the withheld information go back to 1975, My flrst appeals
were not long after the requests were filed, And now: the FBI cla:uns it can't find all m;v
requests? Or did a Yyear ago, since when I have hesrd nothinga

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

My age and the state of my health when so much of what is known a‘n‘d"s"o» much \pf '
what has been forced into public availability is uniquely ‘my worl‘s magnify suspitﬂtm;.

Overloaded as your office isy L hope that bélatedly this and related, earher appeals,

-+ including for w:.thheld Mexico City information, now will be acted in promptly.
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