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o uin Shes Crow Hurold Weisberg JFK assassination apocals  3/30/79
Dj "Privacy"pic historical cases for newspaper editors who urite poge-1 articles
2_)051-:&1(1'8 vigit to the #3L and allepged threats against it and an SA

£ L%iom,ly I have uritten to ask vhere jclxe records relating to the above-captioned
SURely e, Frou the "previously procesued" notations in thu Dallas filcs and the
abscnce ol any index or guide it was impossible to locate any such eecords.

3y nceident 1 have located sowe but not all in tho volmninou?%, ﬁot in con—~
secutive Berialse 4o of now L have not located the Ful's own final report or ‘the materials
it gathooea for its iuterual invectigations I have found many of what the FUI regards as
m‘i‘id.-.nrj_l;-.ﬁ-h‘"'urc.-\ nces to the reculbs of investigations of the mutter:’;o‘tr{ncluded in
the statonenic. )

I uituch page one only of 62-109060-7226X. It typifies all that is wrong, wasteIul
and entirely unjustitiuble in the ¥@'s atiitude and processing of thesc records which are
so edbariascing to it.

liake any kinf ol bet you want? the withheld information is the neme Johnson and the
ne. spaper The Dallas tineg-llerald. How this is not un educated gues. from a subject experts
It is becouse all is public domain. ‘l‘his,:lcarly is in the ¥BI files. It is in many if not
mast of the gtatemints. It is in, very prominently in, tie 8/31/75 isoue of that paper,
yhich Lude & big front-page splashe The extonsive attention inddudes Johnson's taking the
cniire matter up with PLING, in a separatc box as I re.alle (1 have Sinee Fowne thu ttvby W F"/‘

; dut werc none of thiu truey how can these withlioldings possibly be justified? 4nd ‘
leaat nezd could have becn served? Givon the subject watter, carciully obscured in this
#élf-sorving; FUI covc,—the-aos pever, how could the withliolding be justified under any
conditions? Is there anything thai better fits the deucription of the Céngress of what can
not be n‘i‘l}lﬂlelt-l? Of course, this iz an historical case. So/;:rou and through you the
Ldpartment a.wﬁwrh.ups in time the courts will have this view of the FiI's performance in
histprical cace wadmw disclosure.

There also was a ;Jmig:{l‘;)vli;:“l'Lcarh'Lg on the m.ttor, about 11/75. Lhis also is long
beror: the processing of thé records. Lu fact, one of the records + have found is the
transceript of Adams' testimony, so the pn:-m:essc:isa }liu not have to have any other lmowledge
to koov this was al. public doumain. Howcver, the dsta‘ccn@ﬁ'l‘jm read to now include weo
specific references to the extensive pres. attention. Rodio, TV, the Dallas papers, }‘_u_ng
gaguzine, the uire ucivices — all in the statements tolen fron varicus ¥o.I necople. 411 alio
read U tlose who perpetrated these witlholdingse

If by chance claiu to 7D was made, that also is traudulent, obviously. I'm not taking
tine to check the worksh..tse

iou will recall tuat recently I've not\:’/hm: wiusual it is that ‘501.19 FBI people were

sounding ofi’ to the press, one Juvcs ?;d:rick Hosty, Jre, in particular. He has since




W

rotived but his blabbiig or yint ©s not oven good propagunda prececded his retirements
Lt ig not uviton that the FLL toleyatcs a public attaclk on a Congressional committee by
a Specinl A ent and I ean't inagine that uany Special agents within days of retirement
have over done thise lior can I inagine that 'Hosty' endangered Fis retircuent by doing ite
Wiat is involved is the suppression by the TBI of an extraordinary matter for almost
a dozen yeurs. Dozens iu not more FLI people of all ranlis kmew sbout it and not one said
a word wntil, by onc ol thoose remaricable coincidences, the retirement ol the.Dallas sac
was sufe and securcs Then only was there a leak to the Dallas paper less inclined to pub-"
lis§ any criticism ol tlc ofiicial acvount of the JFK assassinationa
1t seemo thot the only official condidnte for asean-ing, officially elected to that
%‘)&ént to the Dulius FBL ofiice two or threc days beforc the agcassination. He
aslced. to see losty, who was not in. o, vithout bothoring to seal it, he left a nole or
letber for Hosty. With it sticking purtly out of tho cuvelope the receptionist read .‘;t.
Then the President was lc:i.ll'ed. Hosty heeiﬁ Osweld's nome and recognized it as a
case e lLnd, and with what is d%cribed as "the memory of an elephant," never once gave
thought to this letter. 1t turns out that in all the varying accounts the one consistency
ig that it was & iLhreate The more corpon versions of the threat have to do with the
boubing of the IJT oflice and/or the policc headquarters. Haturally the FSI assured

the Warren Yoncission .aw the country thnt Oweld ho! vo hdstory indicutive of any
i‘ sdoney Lo vialauce. Omd Loud Wma 7 tho. Wg@ Osivald 1ome s lme _‘J‘.IW:’. il:"r: ::
Even when Hosty was zushed over to interview Oswald, he claims, this note "never
entered my mind."
i} That this vas widel#?nd- 3.:;' J}*ehensivcly known throughout the entire Dallas Field
Ofiice iz clear iu o i True roads It was kiown on high level’in FBIHQ
Dseve io uoree Lilke Hosty's complaint prg.or to the leak to the paper. His complaint
was mat'c in person to Dircctor Kelley, who then made coue inguiry no records of which
I've yet sechs (Whot cocs this do to any 9D cluim?z BL;‘t I think you necd no mores (There ate
. & other 7D ogiee claim,ﬂritten on gouc of ¥ - Pugos I've reads)
Until Watergate L nover believe that any number oi Americans could conspire and not
onc of them let a word outs LPis was years belore Watergate. And oddly enough the Comumssion
was suposedly investigating a repors of Osicld's having an F8L comicction, which the FBL
and ito Diroutor ascured the Conds.ion was false. Unly severa'.l of the SAs whose statements
I'ye just read state iley wderstood Covald was a source or informant. So it is only
netural that elephantine newories ehiould £ail snd shat none of these ocople would think
of providing any inforumation to what after all was only <& Presidential Cocndasion. Or to
the TUI's own inspectors, onc oi hofwas assigned to Dallas immediatoly.
In this co.iection you uwight t ﬁgjgﬁcjwc’:}ntent ov the Cm::misuio;z's 11 /22/64 executive

sussion transeript, @i ous thoy decided te destroye }t ig in Post llortem. W\/\
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In fairness to the FBI I must tell you that two witnesses informed the Commission
about Oswald's visit to the DFO and of his leaving a note theres So the Commission did:
know and it had ultimatc responsibility. (Mawm. of wd(rﬂ“ﬁv ﬂﬂ"'l)

However, as you now know from the earlier attachments and as I knew all along the
FEI did have the Commission's testimony and did go over it carefully, in FBIHQ as in the
FOs, So the FBI also knew, aside from all the silent employees never censored for their
silence, that Hosty had received a note from Oswald and that Oswald had been to the DFO,

Unless records are withhald the FBI made no record of this matter at the time it
went over the Commission's transcripts or at any time prior to the leak to the Dallas
paper. Quite exceptional, I think, I therefore assume thercis withholding, perhaps by
storage in other files, and appeal the withholding. (One of my earlier requests includes

this Jdind of information.)
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