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APPENDIX B

Towe B ann row Desreucrion or rur Oswarn Nore

In early July 1975, 0 Dallas newsman met with former FBI Special
Agent-in-Chnrge for Dallas, J. Gordon Shanklin, The newsman in-
formed Shunldin that an unidentified source hnd told him that Tee
Harvey Oswald had visited the BT office in Dallus sometime prior to
tho assnssination and had left n threatening note for Speeinl Agent
James Tlosty, who had been conducting the WBI investigation of
Oswald, The newsman stated that neither Oswald’s visit, nor the note,
waere reported to TRI Tlewdquarters officints, Shanklin suggested that
the newsman contact, Depuly Associnte Direetor James Adams ot FBI
Headguarters.!

On July 7, 1975, the newsman met in Washington, D.C., with Adams
and Director Kelley and informed them of these illegations. The At-
torney Goeneral was ndvised on July 8, 1975, that the Bureau intended
to conduct an inquiry regarding these allegations.? Later that day,
Director ICelley held a conference with Adams, Shanklin, the Head-
quarters agent assigned to the ussassinntion case, the Assistant Direc-
tor in charge of the Inspection Division, and the Dallas SAC. The
Assistant Director in charge of the Inspection Division was assigned
personnl responsibility for diveeting the FBI inguiry of the ecir-
cumstunces surrounding the delivery and duplication of the note?

The Burenn’s initial file review I{Lilud to develop any information
indicating that Oswald had ever visited the I'BI field officein Dallas
or that he had left a note.* FRT interviews with personnel assigned to
the Dullas field office in 1963 estublished that

(1) Lee Harvey Oswald did visit. the office some two or
three weeks prior to the assassination

(2) Oswald asked to see SA James Hosty, and upon being
informed that he was not in, left a note for Hosty ; and

(3) the note was destroyed after the assassination.®

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

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

Rather than nttempting to draw conelusions from an evidentiary
record replete with faetunl diserepancies, the Committee has decided
to set forth in sinmnrey Tnshion the evidence developed by the Bureau
und the committee, highlighting those areas where discrepancies
exist,

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

* Memorandum from the Director, F'BI, to the Attorney General 7/20/75,

® I,

¢ Memorandum from the Director, PRI to the Attorney General, T/20/76.
" Ibid.
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The Wording of the Note

Approximately one weel or ten days prior to November 22, 1963,
Lee IMarvey Oswald appenred at the reception desk in the Dallas
field office nndl nsked to see Speeinl Agent Jumes Hosty. After being
informed that he was not. available, Oswald left an envelope with
4 noto inside for Tosty, The envelope was unsealed and the note was
partly visible. Aceording to the receptionists, the note read as follows:

Let this be o warning. T will blow up the FBT und the Dallas
Police Depnrtment if yon don’t stop bothering my wife.
Signed—Tee Harvey Oswald.

Somotime Tater in the day the receptionists personally gave the note

to Hosty.®

Hosty reenlled the note's wording as:

If you have anything you want to learn about me, come
talk to me directly. If ‘you don’t cease bothering my wife,
I will take nppropriaste action and report this to proper
nuthorities.”

Hosty’s supervisor said he recalled that the note contained some
kind of threat, but could not remember specifics.®

Aside from the receptionist, Agent Fosty, und the supervisor, no
one else interviewed by the FBI recalled having seen the note. Some
other individunls indieated that from conversations they had had
with the receptionist nfter the assassination, they understood that the
note contuined u Lthreat.

Clircumastances Surrounding the Destruction of the Note

After reading the note, Hosty placed it in his workbox, where it
remained until the day of the assassination. On the day of the assassi-
nation, Hosty participated in an interview of Oswald at the Dallns
Police Department. When he returned to the field oflice about an hour
later, Hosty was called into Shanklin’s office where he met with his
supervisor wul Shanklin, One of them displayed the note and asked
Hosty to explnin its contents® Tlosty told them he had interviewed
Marina Oswnld at the residence of Ruth Paine on November 1, 1963,
Aecording to Hosty, during the post-nssassination interview at the
Dallas Police Deprrtment, Oswald commented that 1osty was the
T agent who had botherad his wife, and that if the ngent wanted
to know something about Oswald, he should have come and talked to
Oswauld himself.2°

According to Hosty, Shanklin ordered him to prepare u memaoran-
dum detailing fucts pertaining to the note and his interview with
Maring Oswald and Rnth Paine. Tosty testified that he did prepare
such n memorandum and delivered it to Shanklin on the evening of
Novembaer 22, 1963."*

* Affidavit of receptionist, T/15/75.
7 AfMdnvit of Jnmes P, Hosty, Ir., T/17/76.
* Afflduvit of supervisor, 9/8/75,
The supervisor stated that the nofe wna on plain paper, was either hand-
wrltten or hndprinted, nnd was threatening In nature.
* Flosty nfMdavit, 7/17/76 ; Hosty, 12/13/75, p. 147.
¥ [1outy nifnvit, B/22/76; Hosty, 12/18/76, p. 148,
U Housty, 12/18/76, p. 15648.
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TTosty’s supervisor said that he hiad found the note in Tlosty’s work-
hox very soon after the assassination of President. ICennedy, He stated
Uit b ook (e note to Shanklin®s offiee, but hud no recolloction of
what hoprpened Lo e note or who iy have hodd i theven Tloe'®

Aceording to Tlosty, approximadely two hours wlter Oswald o
been pronounced dead on November 24, his snpervisor told him that
Shanldin wanted to see hin. Hosty testified that he was instrocted
by Shauklin to destroy both the note and the November 22 memo-
enndin regarding ity and that he complied with these instructions.™
Shanklin denied any knowledge of Oswald’s visit to the Dallas Oﬂ'!cu
and the note. e also maintained that he did not issue any orders 'to
destroy the note, Tn fact, Shanklin claimed that he had no knowledge
of this entive mutter until July 1975.1

The personnel assigned o the Dallas Office in November 1963, do
not. know whether anyone at. BT Headquarters was ever informed of
the Oswald visit, nole, or subsequent events, Towever, Willinm Sulli-
v, who was nn Assistant, Director of the Bureau at the time of the as-
sussination, has stated that he discussed the Oswald case many times
with Shanklin: and that Shanklin stated “he had an internal prob-
Jem involving one of his Agents who had reecived a threatening mes-
sugre from Oswald beeause the Agent was investigating Oswald.” Sul-
livan reenlls that Shanklin seemed disinelined to discuss the matter
other than to say he was handling it us a personnel problem with As-
sistant to the Dircetor, John P. Mohr.!® Mohr has denied under oath
any knowledge of the note or its destruction.' Similarly, ench of the
other living Bureau officinls in the chain of command of the two in-
vestigntive divisions which supervised the Kennedy assassination case
furnished the Bureau with a sworn statement denying any knowledge
of this matter.

5 A flidnvit of Supervisor, 8/15/75.

= Hosty affidavit, 8/22/75 ; Hosty, 12/18/76, p. 183.

Depuly Associate FBI Director James B. Adams testified before the Sub-
committee on Clvil and Constitutional Rights of the House Committee on the
Judicinry, 10/21/75, that the ngent who destroyed the note did so to “avold
embarrassment to the Bureau.”

W ahanklin aMdavit, 9/24/75 ; Shanklin, 12/19/76, p. 10,

However, n recently retired Speclal Agent, In an affidavit submitted to the
Burenu, Ntated that he mentioned the note and the destruction to Shanklin while
driving with hlm In a ear in August 1074, (Specinl Agent afidavit, 7/23/76.)

waflidavit of Willlam C. Sullivan, 9/16/75; Staff Interview of Sullivan,
4/21/75.

Sulllvan added that he did not know whether other Headquarters officials were
aware of the note, or that the nofe had been destroyed.

w A Mdavit of John P, Mohr, 9/12/75.
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