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There is an attachment to Serial 42 but because it expresses no concern for the
factual accuracy of the Commission's Beport'a text I am led to believe that the ever—
filigent FEI should have had another attachment. As you will see, this one is limited
to "oover the Bureau's,.."

However, this attachment discloses the FBI's own interpretation of the JFK
records it provided to the Commission, the records the Commission published with the
FEI's assent. (In fact at White House order.)

I believe this constitutes a walver on all such records.

Yet the items listed as published include the same kinds of information the FEI
now, almost 15 years later, is withholding from me. If there was no need for such
withholding contemporaneously there would appear not to be any need for any such
withholding now, 15 years later.

Tou will note in reading this memo that it expresses no concern over any pos-
gible ham from this extensive publicction of Burccu records = three months after
that publication. I believe that this establishes the fact that there was no harm,
The expressed concerns are over possible embarrassment and oriticismg, It does not
make refersnee to any that surfaced in the prior three months.

In the processing of DFC records on the assassination thers was extensive withe
holding of 8& and other FBI names, This prectise also teints other FOIA processing,
To the preofs I havs earlier provided, that ali suck nemes ers !mown and had been
disclosed by the FBI, =1beit not in all cases permitiing the sssociation of neomes
with relevant records, 1 add the next page of Serisl 42. It lists the nemes of sack
of the DFO ggents assipned to review each of the Commission's 26 volumes,

Serial 91 is enclosed not becauss it doss not dispute the guoted allegations by
Lee Harvey Oswald ~that the DFO sought to indiridate his wife - but because the Tuk
last sentence refers to records not provideds

“The above information mmi (sic) relating to zllegations agsinst SA Hosty, have
rrEvxhmEs previosuly been reviewed by the Bureeu, and no further actien is warrented."

In fact SA Hosty is not the only agsnt who wes disciplined, The records remain
withheld. These ere rocords of historical significance. With the faot of the dieci=
plining public and particularly with the passing of time I believe that this informa=
tion should not continue to be withheld. I add to this that there has besn testimony
before Congressional comdtbees, including by these agunts. SA Hosty, for exauplgd,
recently testified to the House assassins comuittec,

Although it does not appear to be normsl Buresu rractise SA Hosty has discussed
hig testimony with the press at some length, which accounts for my knn],aedge, the

committes having conducted this and most of its other proceedings in secret, star=
chamber sessions,
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To Quia Sgha from “arold Welsberg= JFK records appeals, addigion to  8/31/78
- s Field Vffice Commisaion fils

In encthor apresl dated today I include some information regarding this file and
attach proof frow it that rocorde pelating to me wers not provided under ny PA requesst.
I elso noted that the files was gorssly incorplete.

Relntions with and servicing of the Commission was a tajor affort in the IO, This
axtended over a period of ahout 10 months. DFO #62-3588 cannot and does not include
any of the relevant rocords. In tot all ralovant records remain withheld, I apreal
the withholding and the delibarateness of this withholding mnd the utterly inop;rop=
riste misrcpresentation involved,

Sorial ¥7 from these DD records ie enclosed,

Despite my long sequeintence with FEI Orwellian practise I am & bit strprised
that SAC New Orlesns in addressing SAC Dollas regarding e Presidentia) Commission
would direct atiention to of £11 things the "Scourity Division.” This, however, is
an efiside, if I tidnk an 41luminating ore.

4 punch eliminated pert of the date. The date cannot be nrior to the menth
after the Cormimsion's legel 1ife enied with the filing of its Keport. ‘ot this is
but Beriel 37, coverin; those 10 months,

Seriel 1 is indicated aa of 9/30/64. The Comrdesion gave the Fresident its
Jerort on 9/24, The report vas yublicly relessed 9/27, The interfnel eWidence is
thetfris record is of the following Docember,

Cbviously there erve many earlier records. Egually obviously botn PG pad FITHQ
are well avara of this,

Becans thers asy ba morn then e singls wiihheld file I do net disclome the nurtar
i have obscrved thet aprears to relste to ths Comwiszaion in DFO filas, a number
othaer than 62-3588, I regret that orior experience indicates this ie the rrudent course,
end not only with the FEI,

I also call %o your attention the reference to field office iAdices thet remain
withheld frow e and about wileh th= FBI hes zlveady sworn falsely in ite affidevits,

I enclose Serial 42 :1s0. Please note that it confirms whgtt I have told you and
gevaral courts, thet there wes extensive feecaimile veppoduction "of numerous FD=%02g,
letterhead nemoranda, other Bureau documente snd in sooe cases cozplete reporta.” 41l
of this without gpv excisions throughout 10 printed volumes of almost 1000 pp. each.
(Paragrarh 2,)

Sems of the renorts of SAs wers provided from 62-%588. I recall none with what
this record indicates, attachment. The final naracrarh alao refers to suidlines I do
not recall seaing, slthough wy remory may be inaccurate.



