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ter two the afternoon of “ovember 22,1407 ag eac

1 Was

5 5 - s ) S BT QA Japmes Patad 1 Taa B
into the Dallas police headquarters FBI S& James Patrick Hosty, Jr., and

Revill of the police intelligence section huupe! into e.ch other. What Hosty tien
out to *evill troubled him. Ag soon as he saw Chief Jesse Curry he told Curey what

ed him to write a

id that almost immediastely. The co
I Eav%}from the @ records the nolice guve the UCI and to the Commisziog)are ident
The “evill report is dated the day of the assassingtion. When under Curry's ins

“evill suore %o bm Aptil 7,1964, Zixks The sworn-to copy that was entered into the
Commission's record as its exhibit 709

A fewu details were later added, in his report of April 20, by Detective V.J.
Brian, also of the intelligence sectione I have his report from the TCI files, Bri
says he was with ﬁevillf'whel they were in the basement, where the parking lot is,

Hosty "had already parkeé his car and was walkingrzzpiR®y very fast toward the ent

of the Vity Hall," wher@ bolice headquarters werc located. Brisn continues,

- — 1

| "o ooHosty made the atatement that Z#s ILee Oswald had killed the President an
N%dV‘ Oswald was o Gommuniste. Hosty also said that he knew that Os.u: 1d was a Eommunist

he knew Oswald worked at the School Boock Depository. While we were in the basement
also gaid scvc\ai other things to Lieutenant Revill that I could not hear as there
a lot of excitement and commotion there., Lieutenant Revill and myself then accompa

Hosty to Captain “vituz's office and Lieutenant Revill introducdd Hosty to ILie

tenant Ted Vells, Ve, Lieutenant Revill andd myself then went to the Special S

2 Bureau Office where Lieutenant Revill made a report of the incidente.."
~is
In tmvﬁxeﬁ*t; vport, later affidavit, Revill says that "Hosty related to thi

i

~ I tal 1 i . Z 3
officer +that the Subject was a “ember of the Comnunist larﬁyn.» that he "was arre

]

for the murder of Officer J.D. Tippits and is a prime suspect in the assassination
e e i

Precident Kennedy."@mgizfgs: What became the subjeet of controvesy but werfis uadems
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If there is any erplanation for the »olire having any address for Oswald in the
official récords I do not recall it. It thus would seem that despite their complaint

of not having been informed about Oswald by tho FuI the polize had some political

te the correct address a litile

later to malke the search, without any warrvant, at hiz Beckley Avenue rooim,
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A \ "Mhe information regarding the Pubject's afifiliation with the Communist arty
is the first information this officer has received from the federal Bureau of

\investifation regarding the seme,

1ation of President Kennedy."

return to this information soon but I emphasize that what should be borne in

@

that Oswald was not and hever had been g Communist and he was strongly, passionstely

\
2
I.J
o

anti-Comumiste Hosty's political views, of the ant%%ﬁbluviant righ: extreme, color all

he believes and says. e may well have believed that Uswald was a Communist, ﬁe might

have believed that of all not as far to the right as the John Birch Sogiety., But the

fact is that neither Hosty Mor the FBI had any information that Uswald was a Communist.
Mot Thesy auad sad Aakts —ne var

That Hosty could and did believe this is an indication of more than his extremist poli-

tical views. 1t reflects the need to discount much of what he says that is colored by

Dy-the real trouble
first hic political views and later == 2z all of this caused.,

1,

the Dallas police were so unag iare of Ysuald that hissldress as given by

%W
U

In facg

Revill din his report/affidavit is 007 Elsbeth Street. That was quite some time earlier,

4ft er going to Yew Orelans and from there to “lexico Oswald's address was 1026 Horth

Eec§1~v Avenuee That the volice recors weyc{;o out of date confirms that the FBI had

T
That the police did have anfddress fof*ﬁiﬁ/ﬁﬁen

H0T given them information about Oswald. Tha

he had not been arrested indg@itzd that “hey had an earlier interest b—=in him that was
not related to any crime charged %o him or of which he was suspected, l/i424£/[1544~
v ¢
- - . a ‘2{
Oswald had been arrosted for the /ippit murder but he had not‘been charged with i
tf oty

or with the JFK asaassination and if there was at that early time any reason for

o 2

=

porize to consider hin the "prime suspect’ in “he assassinstion I am not aviare of it

Not at shortly after two the afternoon of +the assassingtion.

i

As soon as the 112th ﬂrmy intelligence unit let it be kmown that Oswald had defected

veillance bec.use of his supoosed political orientatior
- i R — L\l L — L a
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police depariment

presence there.

S s O
In support of this he disclosed the QGVLll rePorte

The vorld-wide attention that got did get Yoover's attention! and did it anger

min! Little angered “oover ag much as the truth that he did not want to be the sruth

4.

about the FBI. S0, the FBI deTended iiself by telling the media tha

it had no 3

1

tell the poliftie police anything about Os
i . - -~ o P ¢
suspect that he was capable of any violence. 5ﬁdﬁ7 l;f¢1,4¢¢7ﬂ{,7% [hees,

ocver, it will bv recaelled, had also saild that Oswald was a Communist, as Hosty dide

because there wWas no resson even o

4

/
With no small mEdnto be hobgobblined by consiste c%%tne “oover who proclaimed that

/
2 ’ - - . . . . 1
there was no ¥ eason to tell the Dallas police abnut Oswald also disciplined &eeé;’a

|t

not placin
£

o]

Qosen—end-a helf sgents for their B alleged £iAlfes that included

wald on its securdity list of those to be vatched with care!
Thatesihes ruckus died down after this 3T denisal of any reason o have told the
i

%Mf’
police about Oswald (Hoover's ire did not. What + now report ALLWU‘ the Hauléﬁ EBi'i) 57
o [ (A 28 0922/9 w20 meh,bmf/w{uq‘ [1ound v The Dadlty,
1 /

1 records disclosed to me in 1977y’ 1976] plus_uhat I later seb—frem—the—sone 11 ~1163s47h

s

o .u..._‘_

K ass agulﬂubLOﬂ and *1 Lee Harvey Oswald filed. The disciplining of the

on each agen%gf o WBITHR,

we his explanation accepted universally. U9 metter

he
hol wrong he and the 8I sre. come hell or high water Z/1.8 never UTrong,nagnrnesninis
L b2 & > 22

af%? neo motter vhat. ie also belioved that any criticem of thg FBL weflected on him
and no natter hou justifizde So, he ordered Shanklin to make
v " ) 3 i
urry go on/TV and apolog
D 5

relatvions they can ha
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sak in relstbions police~ and 811 + salf hers is recorded

5 SR,

¢ W records ~vas so complete the ¥BI discontinued even training the

bruth Hogver even

his all was in secret, not a .ord of it ever leaking o out, so also, after

sone time, was the restoration of more or less normsl relations 2 betueen

The disciplining of all those scints was at best unfeir, Hosty is one who under—
oy
took to fefend himself. Those who were disciplined for not suggesting Osweld's addition

o that sick "security" iﬂde&'06 the FBL's pointed oub that Ossald did not qualify for

or inclusion on ite. But nothing made any dif-

DT

inclusion under the ¥BI's own standards

| )

ference +o Hoover, ot one disciplining order was changed.

There remained the litile thing about the FBI's knouing that Oswald a was capable
of assassinating the President. That was a one-day story for the media. It was soon
orgotten, But Hosty was entiraly{correct in telling Revill that the FBT knew that
Fsuald vas capabl of violence. Hosty knew better ﬁhan anyone bucause Oswald wrote his

(o
jéENZ;ﬁL 2 .
ice[when Hosty wes not ine

threat out and left it at +the Dallas ofsc offi
Ty . v AT . e e Yo
thig put the FBI in the p0'31t§$L of having gotten this thr at and doing nothing

about i /e:ccpu suppressg it.
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assassinatéiifé?d it not only
74 0 ¢
the Varren Yomission, it p@a;szé Hosty for swearing Lo the

FBI had no son to belibeve that Oswald was capable of anv ¥iolence.
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Hosty testified befor: the “arren

other ¥BI Sis who hs L spoken 4o Usnald, reti

(# 41405 1)
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He also testified that the Oswold file renched hin only the morning of the day of

.

the assassinatione



W% i i

this is a straightforvard s *tatenen by the Commission and its

oounscls]t t they did not intent to get to the bottom or anything at all and that no

A
4% &3 o = 3 - - S
1 they vould cover up for

they were confronted with the FBL as much as seened %o

be possible,

4a

- — - - N ' . 0] . .
Revill vas # a witness, He was under oath and testifying. The Commigsion had not
he & Hosty told him, it also had neuwspaper accounts of iﬁ/ﬁ

only his report on what he sai

hey could not have been unaware of poor Curry eating all +that crow over this on
nationwide TV or of the FBIL's sort-of denials that were actually admissions. let with
fevill under oath and testifying they did not ask hinm g gingle cuestion agbout his
at Hosty said the FBI kpnr Fhex®x that Oswald was capable of assa331n% ting

statement
the President and had not suid a word about that 4o the police before the assassinatione

gtigators.

That shames even Pink Panther
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Revill attributed to hime (page 463 f7 ¢ also denied neuspaper versions of i

£ b 8 JE},IE,L
enlarged "eool made no statement to Iicutenant
in
T o s ; e , e 3 - =t -
sevill or o jany other individual at any time that I or anyone else /the ¥BI knew

that Lee¢ Horvey Osiald was capable of assassinatingshs—= PrisPresident of the Uniﬁed
k&

sStates or possessed any potential for violence,
'Wym L
After sayanghe knew Brisn snd does not recall hin being prescnt Commission
Counsel Sem Si—rn asked “osty,"Have you heard that there was a rumor to the effect of
1. ) 1 ; ! = . ' iy . —_— 5
tnis story," the stary thot ¢f enlarged a littéde on what Revill reported and swo Te to,
7

"at any time beforc this newspaper article aposeared?" on April 24, Hosty said that he

to lesrn more

Cu

had, about t.o weeks earlier. But he had not spoken to any of the polic:
about it, under instructions from FBIHQ.
Vhen Varren aske' if Revill had been a witness "before the Commis- ion" Ranlkdin ansver—
ed misleadingly, "He has not been a witness before the Commission.,!
At this point Redlich interrupied to say ”He vas talked to in Dallas.t That also
:‘v (-
turned out to be misleading because as Rank%/tlen said. "He wasvaégeéi deposition witness,"

bt ;
"L (2% ¥ SN o et - MIJ‘. 7 e ’ X g )
his means he tified under Oath}h¢uh 4 tlember present. (page 496
/

Vhen Viarren then asked about Revill,**%as Did he in that deposition state +that

fé ent Hosty made such a statement to him?" Rankin said he did not know and Redlich gaid
£ 9

particular
“"the information I havel is that he was not gmestjoned about thisyallegation."

i

When Ford asked, "did he volunteer that information3" a<y1§%ﬂon WVarren followed up
with, "Yes, Is it in the deposition at all?'/g dlich replied,"To the best of my knowledge,
it is not, Mr, Chief Justice," \pege 465) ﬁfﬁf/@ /Qéww,

5 then turnec out that even when Hosty was present at +the earliest Egiice questioning
>t & word about Oswaeld or abput the files and records they had

on




L did not tell the police a # thing sbout Oswald and that it did not have

o
enemies of tho state and to be

L P | «

garded as

him or
i, - " o S & s S by $ L 3 it NE =3 1
put avay 1nf1me or crisis is congistent with the suspicion that Oswald did have some
eral agency to the IBI's knowledge. Other—

connection with it or with some other {4 fed
wise, especially with Hosty's political the normal procedure would have been

o tell the police about what it believed of Oswald and of his presence within their

¢l

uridiction.

e
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kﬁ/;ctualxy sai, gﬂbhero would be no reason for me
about Oswuald abou

to gi@?e it," the information
1 the police were then questioning him, £"to them. /£;Q§¥
¢/
In defending this cut¥e vesonse Hosty then saild,He was a security sk Lz = of a sork
but not the type of person who would engage in violence. (pagc 173) At this delicate
pointﬁthe ¥BI's stoolpidgeon inside the Commission, Ford, eased the questioning ava
from this and onto another subject, beginving with Hosty's lunch that day!
Ags they ramble along vithout returning to this
that Revill was not questioned abo

rict At%orggy and Comx

115510

matter Hedlich returned to repors

Q@ —nde
it at all when deposped by former cw[9r1banu D
on Counsel Leon Hubert.

ist-
(hmoeft agreed for me to interview him when he was tesching law in Hew COrleans but
when * appared to do thal he declined,)
Berore it all end94 there w ndication of the magnitude of the time the Dsllas
3L alone was spending on political matters. Hosty testified that he had up to 40
0 g THtig e |
sccurlty%" cases and his supervisor, Kenneth 1owe,(ﬁéd\up—vﬂ 700 @f them jevrzently.
f.
g o da ‘
:aﬂ.fhat is Yhere it Lound “he—mtmiaen end, with the Commisson learning that
. awehe, R
even though its staff was well\auzyk of 30v11&£'s alWe“auvons, noboay at all had bothered
to ask %evill a word about it when he wa
If it struck enyone
expert

on the Commission as at all unusyal *
onn Uswald, when T

hat Hosty, the FBI Dgllast
resent at the jolioe_%uestioning of him, did not tell the police
a word about what the ¥BIL had on stald, even that it had a file on him, the Commissiontsg
vecord does not reflect it. There was no questioning abemizuwhtx¥xx so the Commisson 41/“”£”$ﬁ
A
could understand thig o*‘%ﬁzaﬁ what it reflect, so it could understand Hos bj.dbﬁ/ﬁ%4¢2ihbﬁ4j{mn4
There is a very real question of Hosty's credibility, of his representation of fact,
of the velidty of his opinions and interpretstions and whether they are influenced by #
his really extreme Red paranoigg aﬁ£ a;rticu_arly with regard to his story about that
—_—
Oswald note and his destruction of it is bein;; able to meke these evaluations importante
Because Ll’0 in the media to whom he spoke lackeld the background in the fact of
assassinatio ,)$21 really . attention when I

the
went public after
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If it were not that, incredi’lj, he got awvay with it, Hosty weuld have been stupid

1 jw 7 /\/J 2
7 4.9 1 oooJ .7 oo 4. 2 --4 Iy 5 - 3 tafal
even to think of trying ge tolped—way—with this truly outrageous thing he pulled off,

Here he was, the man who claimed he knew it akl, and both before the assassination apd

<) 323 D‘

1ittle more than minutes after it he kept gli this lmowledge he c%leed to have about

PL
the man arres iegqfrom the police who had hinm under arrvest and as Hosty himself said, for |
«both the kxilling of Patrolman J.D. “iopit and of the Presidente
L The Lilling Oi Favrod
] \jgy§h§;ue§thab _had
If what Hosty was bragging of knowing all abouty e Oswald had eontact with a
Bhortly before the assassination '

KGB expert dn agsassinations in lexico City) then his not telllng the police about it

is little short of criminal.
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1, g IGB man as a consul, it sheould be remember that most CL4 employees
= ¢ 2
abrosd are there in identical roles, with State Department covers. ALL intelligence agencies

use such covers, that one in particular.

Ry
Bven Hosty did in Dallasi /CEj (
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- - 2 < e . | B T ‘e
then Joe Goulden visited me in December, 1974, he told me\azf/lrrceresmng story

( Y TPt Ty v vina
about Hosty. When Goulden went to Dallas to do bk story and he locked Hosty up in the

e

city diréctory /’%c found rmxiisdmd lHosty had listed himscelf as am employee of the
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his retirement was secure, Hone of the wepn F GS reeddzad the remarkable self-indictment

5

involved in Hosty's testimony that he told the Dallas police nothing at all about Oswald,

oS

particulsrly noE% about his trip o exicos——
 ——— m

- T
— S~

‘ -
j% 13 Hosty granted Barl Golz, then the Dalle

ssassintion exvert an interview

W

reporter and in~houss JFK
The paper gave the story morc than a full page, beginning on the front page, in its
Lecember 8, 1980 issue. Jhat Hosty told Golz manced from fabrication and fastasy to

gross inaccuracye. Vhat Hosty +told a leter interviewer, tc which we return, applies to
" "VBasic fact—
e,

agt-Tinding had degenerated into telling Hoover what ﬁ%ovcr wanteil %o

him as well,

eare Agents ¥sv learned to live with it." Vhat Hosty told Golz is what Hosty wanted

i

Gthers %o hear and believe, without regard %o & himself, regsrdless of "basic fach—

In considering this it should be vemembered +that the sole legal jurisdiction for

any criminal investigation of the assassinaiion was in Dallas, under Texas law, and with

o

the/pallas police in charpe of thate This becomes « na t®0u181 1y important vhen Hosty's

accusations are considered. Vhile it was no easy accomplighment, Hosty did succeed in
_Qgifa geously
Iy Onfair accusations against the 'BI itself - and this about Oswald and

.
o

neldng =R

mico City, preciselyﬁﬁxzarea of his criticisms of the FBI and about which he,

@
personally, withheld all he claims %o have known from the Dalls police, the only police
A

‘C a_
vith a orlmlndl\aae to investigate and case to go to court as of the time of
1
w! : g
criticisms of +the FBlfm before Huby killed Osald, /‘95;%‘

f/;a/%/
rstory up the emphasis of +he Yew York Daily

Among the many paprers that pis

s ~ecember 9, id in its headline;“Says FBI purged files of Oswald—

The banner headline across the entire top of Page 6 of the main news section of +the
D o /
allss p-per where the carryover from the first page iz printed is "FBI boss denids
f\‘, b 3 =)

fact of which I have personal imowledge 1ﬂov C.h. 78-0322, later combined with C.A. T

4%7&M " FB/ 0

(

7

&0 i oy = FRAoral lac and e
(& = Bui r, respecti ; thtallaes and ~ew Orlesns assassinagtion records,
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"ionitored” Oswald in Dallas?

1T 2 G AL DR ¥ . s A
Hosty hinself gwore that he never spo
hin,

Some "monitoring" that

ke

to Osuwald and deliberately stayed aw:y
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is bolz's story begins, the first words of its leady quot£@s saying:

W . L , N
"Docu embs referring to “ec larvey Uswal

UJ

i

[t

was shot, says

ears laver that the ges=
a Visa, 8Bziskenis
for &= assassination and
sabotage.”
What Hosty did not report in this part of his flight of paranoid pplitical fantasy

records vere destroyed and that they wepe talen from the file for the use of others.
”The big things is that they didn't tell anything me anything' about any of this,
4 Y

Hosty said. He does not sey vhy they should have, "FBI heedguarters had it and they

Me™ had it before the next day-égﬂaawned, as Hosty should have knownﬁ Dallas imay
havé Z & ha L%/ rlier.

L%e Hexico City ¥BI office, those abroad known as legal att.ches, abbreviated
‘Legats", ha. been in touch with hegdquarters by phone. Belumont at headquarters phoned
that Shanklin's memo to
ot a copy in C.A.78-0%22,

his is what Shanklin seiiess

urote in his memo on Belmont's call:



/r’) \\ Assistant to the Director BELMONT advised that

we have in our file practically all the information from
Mexico City regarding OSWALD's visit or trip to Mexico
except the fact that _CIA had secured some info tion (}i)
that this individual\very probably called from Cubax
Embassy to the Russia Embassy. They later photographed

him going in the Russian Embassy, and ANDERSON has arranged
for[a transcript of the cal ; well as pictures, and S (})
\ ELDON"RUDD is flying up wit aval Attache on a DC-3 %:

| scheduled to arrive Dallas about 1:00 AM, and we should make
\ arrangements to meet him and secure this infomation.

He
A\ thought RUDD would probably be coming in at Love Field. /ﬁg)
1

5 N . 17 H ey
This vecord was processed by an agent from th: same squad as Hosty, Wallace “eitman,

so Hosty's function was still very much involved, Heitmen's memo on his instructior
S0 HOSTY S Iuncygion va 4
LRl Ul

]

o

meet the planey is Serial 107 in the same file. After picling Rudd and what he carried up
at[:ove ¥ield Heitman drove him to the Dallas FBI of:iice. Rudd arrived in the Navy plene
numbered 50752, Ittlanded at 2:47 é?’a,m. 50, contrary to Hosty's later claim, the FBI
did keep records on that businesse.

41though the Shanklin memo on Belmont's call indicates that Rudd was bringing the

FBIL "all the information," it only implies what some of that information was in referring

to a "transcript of the call" that was by Oswald to the Russi Poviet consulate. Rudd also

had with him one of the CIA's reels of tapes of its intercepts of conversations on the

Cuban and Soviet telephones. Before daylight that tape had been listened %o and +he Dallas
eletyped
FBIL, fromff its rccords L have, mmrt-4 three-page paraphrase of what is on the tape to

HQ. In response HQ asked Dallas for a verbatim transcript and that then was sabimd

VK

. o - . S /)
teletyped to HQ. On its part the CIA's lexico City station informed fis headquarters
and -.CIA headquarters at Langley informed FBVHQ in Washington. Kostikov's vglce was vell "
/ - 9 ; ol
/2 m/_l':/u\ /714 Tndfred . %f‘.
it

known to the CIA in lexico and it lmdxwm did not keep ecret from CIlA Langleysfor any

(32

meaning it might hEVﬁ had, and there is no Iquigl to believe it had any mesning, that
O =) R _ ~ i.

i y N A

« W Ugvs y

“ostilkov was not secret and it was

(What was withheld was withheld 14 years later when t?e FBE\\"
2
fyppe dtgd

security" claim

| the 8% text of those tele-
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evidence,
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boranver,

natter

Jealy

'luol €y in

i

bombshells”

connections, to Cuba,™
T Tivn £S5

Richard 4. Serrano quofés Hosty vas
Varren Com isshof, 4 that "he had fried
as Ikillett.

Serrano also spoke
hells %o drop, bus nuver

t dapends on

to drop,

i {Wf '/Mf ﬂ/{fm

w

That

fs)
(=3

'—J

o7
38.Y ing

destrydtion of

/

/

have

in justice upon

not 4
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gedly
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Times
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L quote

about W

that Ho

0pPO A

8ty

said

above I

o

oL

itsell, msnager

he k

kneu anyihing

woeger, vas quit e
what vould have been

the informnation

ts FULA recuest

T i exenption

hafore the

21 typed pages

February 19,

comiittee reported &7

v did not xist, "Osweld's

b by omboded]”

4

> oof ¥ told the

cnnedy

£Te)

nore
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S aviction that the Soviets conspired
vidence or even couuon sense, Hosty began with the conviction that the Soviets cor i
eviaen 1 COLion se 1

.
Loty

1 JPK  Hoe/ w1aa
svwald Tor hin to kill JEL..—&:»;. as

. L sy | 3 from
fennedy and that is what rastised fron

s . Hogoa 3-8 a7 - el 1:5, l; X.: co ‘v‘l
he told Gol z that Oswald's wife, /‘7&@-@, was tight-lipoed sbou exi

il uld not have said a word "about Mexico City" becayse she
i2d tallked her h ad off she could not have said a word about e 0 3 I

5 . COr- I - . nvthine at a1l H bout
e g E b o e s R e P o ’-J"‘e"“ ig ans bhlilv‘! a 211 abou
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Mr. Hosty asserts that FBI superiors
altered his written answers to a post-assas-
sination interrogatory to make him look
worse. The altered answer has him admit-
ting “it possibly would have been better”
had he moved more aggressively on cer-

“tain aspects of the investigation. But he
also volunteers that, in a grave mistake, he
carried out a superior's order to destroy an
embarrassing piece of evidence — a note to

him from Oswald — before director Hoover
learned about it.
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—APPENDIX B~
Tur BT anp rne Desrrucrion or rire OswaLp Nortk

In carly July 1975, o Dallas newsman met with former FBI Special
Agent-in-Charge for Dallas, J. Gordon Shanklin. The newsman in-
formed Shanklin that an unidentified source had told him that Lee
ITarvey Oswald had visited the I'BT oflice in Dallas sometime prior to
the assassination and had left a threatening note for Special Agent
James Tosty, who had been conducting the FBI investigation of
Oswald. The newsman stated that neither Oswald’s visit, nor the note,
were veported to PRI TTeadquarters oflicials, Shanklin suggested that
the newsman contaet, Députy Associate Director Jumes Adams at FBI
Teadguarters.?

On July 7, 1975, the newsman met in Washington, D.C., ‘with Adams
and Dircetor ]\v]]o_y and informed them of these nl]ogntlons. The At-
torney General was ndvised on July 8, 1975, that the Bureau intended
to conduet an inquiry regarding Uhese ul]ognllons. Later that day,
Director Kelley held a conference with Adams, Shanklin, the Head-
(uarters agent assigned to the assassination case, the Assistant Divee-
tor in charge of the Inspection Division, and the Dallas SAC. The
Assistant Director in charge of the Inspection Division was assigned
personal vesponsibility for dirceting the FBI inquiry of the eir-
cumstances surrounding the delivery and duplication of the note.?

Tho Burenw’s initial file review failed to develop any information
indieating that Oswald had ever visited the BT field office in Dallas
or that he had left a note. IFBI interviews with personnel assigned to
the Dallag field office in 1963 established that :

(1) Lee Tarvey Oswald did visit the oflice some two or
three weeks prior to the assassination
(2) Oswald asked to see SA J ames Hosty, and upon being
informed that he was not in, left a note for Iosty ; and
(3) the note was (lestm_ycd after the assnssination.?

The evidence developed by the Bureau contained sharp conflicts.
The investigation failed to establish :

(1) whether the note was threatening in nature ; and
(2) af. whose instruction the note was destroyed.

Rather than attempling to draw conclusions from an cvidentiary
vecord replete with fuctual discrepancies, the Committee has decided
to set. forth in summary fashion the evidence developed by the Bureau
and the committee, highlighting (hosa areas where discrepancies
exist.

). Gordon Shanklin testimony, 12/19/76, p. 10.

* Memorandum from the Director, I'BI, to the Attorney Geneml 7/29/16.

2 Ibid.

fMemorandum from the Dlrectox, FBI to Lhe Attorney General, 7/29/76.
" Ibid.
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The Waording of the Note

Approximately one week or ten days prior to November 22, 1963,
Lee Tlharvey Oswald appeared al the reception desk in the Dallas
field oflice and asked to see Speeial Agent James Tlosty, After being
informed (hat he was not available, Oswald left an envelope with
a note inside Tor Tosty, The envelope was unsealed and the note was
partly visible. According to the receptionists, the note read as follows:

Let this be a warning. T will blow up the FBT and the Dallas
Police Department if you don’t stop bothering my wife.
Signed—TLee Tarvey Oswald.

Somelime Inter in the day the receptionists personally gave the note
to ITosty.”
Tlosty reealled the note’s wording as:
I you have anything yon want to learn aboul me, come
talle (o me diveetly. ITf you don’t cease bothering my wife,
I will take appropriate action and report this to proper
authorilies.”

ITosty’s supervisor said he recalled that the note contained some
kind of threat, but. could not. remember specifies.?

Aside from the receptionist, Agent TTosty, and the supervisor, no
one else interviewed by the FBT recalled having scen the note. Some
other individuals indicated that from conversations they had had
with the reeeptionist, after the assassination, they understood that the
nole contained a threat.

Cireumstances Surrounding the Destruction of the Note

Alter reading the note, Tosty placed it in his workbox, where it
remained nntil the day of the assassination. On the day of the assassi-
nation, TTosty participated in an interview of Oswald at the Dallas
Polico Department. When he returned to the field office about an hour
later, Tosty was called into Shanklin’s office where he met with his
supervisor and Shanklin. One of them displayed the note and asked
Hosty to explain its contents.” Tlosty told them he had interviewed
Marina Oswald at the residence of Ruth Paine on November 1, 1963.
According Lo losty, during the post-assassination interview at the
Daltas Police Department, Oswald commented that ITosty was the
PRI agent who had bothered his wife, and that if the agent wanted
to know something about Oswald, he should have come and talked to
Oswald himself.1

According o TTosty, Shanklin ordered hipn to prepare a memoran-
dum detailing facts pertaiing to the note and his interview with
Marina Oswald and Ruth Paine. Tosty testified that he did prepare
such o memornndum and delivered it to Shanklin on the ¢vening of
November 22, 1963.1* :

S Affidavit of receptionist, 7/15/76.

7 AMdnvit of James P. Hosty, Jr., 7/17/76. W

® Afdnvit of supervisor, 0/8/76. o

The supervisor stnted that the note was on plain paper, was elther hand-
wrltten or hnudprinted, and was threntening In nature.

o Flosty aflldavit, 7/17/16; Hosty, 12/13/76, p. 147.

1 11osty nfdavit, 9/22/765 ; Hosty, 12/18/76, p. 148.

" Hosty, 12/18/76, p. 1568.
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Iosly’s supervisor said that he had found the note in Hosty’s work-
hox very soon after the assassination of President Iennedy. He stated
that he took the note to Shanldin’s office, but had no recollection of
what happened {o the note or who may have had it thereafter.2

According (o Tlosty, approximately two hours after Oswald had
been pronounced dead on November 24, his supervisor told him that
Shanklin wanted to see him. Hosty testified that he was instructed
by Shanklin to destroy both the note and the November 22 memo-
randum regarding it, and that he complied with these instructions,
Shanklin denied any knowledge of Oswald’s visit to the Dallas Oﬂ,"ce
and the note. 1le also maintained that he did not issue any orders'to
destroy the note, Tn facl, Shanklin claimed that he had no knowledge
of this entire matter until July 1975.14

The personnel assigned to the Dallas Office in November 1963, do
not, know whether anyone at, FBT ITeadquarters was ever informed of
the Oswald visit, note, or subsequent events. Tlowever, William Sulli-
van, who was an Assistant Director of the Bureau at the time of the as-
sassination, has stated that he discussed the Oswald case many times
with Shanklin; and that Shanklin stated “he had an internal prob-
lem involving one of his Agents who had received a threatening mes-
sage from Oswald because the Agent was investigating Oswald.” Sul-
livan recalls that Shanklin secemed disinclined to discuss the matter
other than to say he was handling it as a personnel problem with As-
sistant to the Director, John P. Mohr.'® Mohr has denied under oath
any knowledge of the note or its destruction.’® Similarly, each of the
other living Bureau officials in the chain of command of the two in-
vestigative divisions which supervised the Kennedy assassination case
furnished the Bureau with a sworn statement denying any knowledgo
of this matter.

2 AfMdavit of Supervisor, 9/15/76.

3 Hosly afMdavit, 8/22/76 ; Hosty, 12/13/76, p. 188,

Deputy Assoclate FBI Director James B. Adams testified before the Sub-
committee on Clvil and Constitutlonal Rights of the Iouse Committee on the
Iudlelnry, 10/21/76, that the agent who destroyed the note did so to “avold
emhnrrnssment to the Bureau,”

" Qhanklin afdavit, 9/24/76 ; Shanklin, 12/19/76, p. 10.

ITowever, a recently retlred Speelal Agent, In an aflidavit submitted to the
Burenu, stafed thal he mentloned the note and the destruction to Shanklin while
drlving wlth him in a ear In August 1974, (8peclal Agent aflidavit, 7/28/76.)

BAfdavit of Willam C. Sullivan, 9/16/76; Staff Interview of Sullivan,
4/21/76.

Hulllvan ndded (hatahe did not know whether other Headquarters officinls were
awiire of the note, or that the note had been destroyed.

1 Affidavit of John P. Mohr, 9/12/76. R
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that "Oswald was an informan’ or souvrce o

b vhat 13 not so, that "this allegation concerning

The meio says ne

1wormant of SA Hosty was looked o1t g don,

iy a source or

-
The Comuiguion kune. nothing at all about SA Pearce and what he said

this Hosty note
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lestruction vhich is the dav Yswald

not possible that
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Tithout his being ordered to, Hosty also vould not havc(?ﬂgcd@g% that letbter and then

Wihrile this chapter does not exhaust ell the redevent informstion that is not still
kept sooret,ﬁﬁmproperly but successfully secret - and tha

het the truth cannot be expected fronm the I'BI when the
under oath

truth can be embarrassing to ite &About losty, who 7enleo/ui 3t the 1o
for him was any kind of thieat, it is apparent that either he does not know the truth

ith reason to lie &%_ &ﬁ/L

If Oswald had assassinated the Prezident, wvhich the officisgl evidence proves he

1

or that he is & facile, determined, ropevitious liar.

]

did notv and could not have, as my carlier bocks gll prove with that officisl evidence,

that assassinagtion possible,

in his oun Words he Zzzpuiit

Ag we saw, he says he knew all gbout Uswald and his supposedly dangerous connection
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He glso knew the President's

motorcade route. and he knew thet tihds ot} " those alleged assassingtion connections
orked in the bhuilding directly in front ¢f which that moiorcads would go.

Knowing all this and froo his owa accounts much more, he still
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police nothing at all gbout -agything at all before the moborcade, hefove the assassi

to the only official cendidete
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But even assuming that it was Kostikov to whom Oswald spoke, and there are indi-

a
catvicns in the disclosed CIA Oswald 201 file that it was not (release docuwuent number

) 4.
- s ; S e it B i
T45-853%, w/24/o] ; the man Ogueld ,described by phone Fmxihimxyy when he spoke to the

Soviet consulate from the Cuban consulate not meeting Kostakov's description, the

phone intercepts, which the CIA had and transcribed, reveal that Oswald's calls were

unvelcome, he was spoken to with les:z than 2 civility, and the Soviets actually

ter brief conversatione They w: nted nothing to do with him, They
U

hupfs up on him af
also explain to the clerk/receptiorist at the Yuban consulate, Silvia Duran, that
they would do nothing for him and why they could not and would note

There was not, as Hosty inagines befause that is whé% he would like to be true
Trom his own ﬂeander“chal political beliefs, any resl connection at all between Oswald
and his bete noir Kostikove

The CI4 intercepted and transcribed all those calls, The date is that of the

Commission counsel's memo afér reading thoa; transcripts.The CIA has not disclosed those

) tfapes o e wag Lt el,
tronscripts while Lydse—snd saying thit EIIj@aﬁ’EEétroyed“?agﬂiai Ve However, the

what Hosty made up and probably believes, xhus he had none of those

"bombshells" tp drope qﬂ?}/
"stolen" o
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g% S0, not only was Hosty not sruthfu uhat he Clalme@\ﬁs T
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"destroyed" and which still exists,

oppozite of his representation of

ite hen what he said and swore to is compared with the record, no%}hing
s



