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]ustme Department Dec1des Agamst Proseoutzon

By JOHNLM.ECREWASON
Spedial to The New Yurk Times

WASHINGTON, Oct. 21—The
Justice Department has decided
not to bring charges against
any of the individuals pur-
sortedly involved in the de-
struction, two days after the
issassination of President Ken-
tedy, of a threatening nole
sreviously delivered fo the
Dallas F.B.I. office by Lee Har-
/ey Oswald, MF. Kennedy’s ac-
:used assassin.

The decision, made yesterday
sy Richard Thcrnourgh who
jeads the department’s Crim-
nal Division, was disclosed to-
jay by James B. Adams, an
*fficial -of the Federal Bureau
st Investigation.

Mr. Adams provnded a House
subcommittee with a copy of

| letter from Harold Tyler, the
)eputy ‘Attorney General, to
Jlarence-M. Kelley, -the F.B.L
Du-ector that noted that the

Yjve-year statute of limitations
s crimes that may have at-
ended the letter’s destructmn
sad expired.

Mr. Tyler sald in the letter
‘hat, although it was techni-
cally possible to pursue a prose-
sution under Federal perjury
statutes in cases where some.
sast and present F.B.I. agents
sad made conflicting - state-
ments under oath about their
roles in the destruction of the
letter, Mr. Thornburgh had de-
cided against such a move.

Jury Presentation Barred

Justice - officials said today
-hat Mr. Thornburgh's decision

also précluded any possibility
-hat the tangled record of asser-

:ions and denials compiled:by|

7 B.1 investigators looking into
‘he bizarre affair would be

ziven to a Federal grand 1ury ;

‘or further study.

But Mr. Adams, the bureau’s|

ieputy associate director, told
‘he subcommittee that the de-
struction of the letter const:tut
»d a violation of the F.B.L's in-
-ernal regulatmns and that ad-
ninistrative  action  against

some ‘of those allegedly in-|

solved was under consideration.

The chief confusion, Mr.
Adams testified, involved at-
:empts by the bureau to fix re-
:ponsr'ollrty for the destruction
>f the note, Wthh did not men-

,|tained vague threats against the

tion Mr Kennedy but con-

F.B.I. and local authorities in
Dallas. ;
Tht New York Times reported
last month that, according to
a source familiar with events
in the F.B.I. in the wake of
the assassination, the decision
to destroy the Oswald letter
had been made by high bureau
officials, probably including J.
Edgar Hoover, the latt director.
But Mr. Adams said today
that the. internal -inquiry into
the matter, which is now com-|
plete, had not established that
anyone except James P. Hosty
Jr., the -agent to whom tht
threatening letter was ad-
dressed, :-had any knowledge
of its destruction.s
In his -testimony - hefore the
House Judiciary Committee’s
subcommittet on civil and con-

stitutional rights, Mn~ Adams
prowded an account of the
events involving Mr. Oswald
and the F.B.I. during November,
1963, that, he said, had been
gleaned from nearly 80 inter-
views, many of them under
oath, with individuz!s “who lo-
gically might be.ablt to shed
light on this matter.”

The subcommittee, headed by
Representative Don Edwards,
a California Democrat and a
former F.B.I. agent; is looking
into the burean’s relationship
with the Warren Commission,
which was set up by President
Johnson to investigate the Ken-
nedy assassination and was
never told of the existence of
the Oswald letter. :

" JAccording . to Mr. Adams,

some days before the assassina- lnyeshgators’ that, in Mr. Hos-
tion on Nov. 22 Oswald left|ty’s absence,

Dallas FB.L offlce a note ad-
dressed to Mr. Hosty. The re-l
ceptionist, he said, recalled that;
the note contained:- a threat|
to “blow up the F.B.L
the Dallas Police Department”:
if the agent did not stop trying;
to interview Oswald’s Russian-|
born wife, Marina. |
Oswald was then under in-!
vestigation by the F.B.I. be-:
cause of his travels to the;
Soviet -Union in 1959 and his:
renunciation .of his American|
citizenship during the two|
years he lived there.

In November, 1972, Oswald'
was living in a rooming house|
in Dallas, where Mr. Kennedy!
was shot as he rode in 2 motor-|
cade. *

The' receptionist told F.B.L

she had gwenl

with the receptmnlst at thelthe letter to the assistant head,

, 1975

and|

Iy, -

c 25

iri"Destruction of Note From Oswald

iof the Dallas office, who read|c1al confronted him with the
it, termed Oswald a “nut” and|letter and ished Hlm to exrlaln

told her to save the note for

Mr. Hosty.

iplaced it in his

'of the assassination.”
In ‘his F.B.L

While the principal” conflict

The assistant head of the
{Dallas office has denied nny
‘knowledge of the matter, Mr.
Adams said, as have other em-
rloyes to whom the receptionist
:said she had shown the letter.
| Mr. Hosty recalled having
‘eventually received the note,
‘but denied that it had con-
tained any threats or violent
language, He told bureau inves-
|tlgators that he had sn'nply
“workbox,”
|where; Kr. Adams said, “it con-
;tmued to reside on the day

interview,
Hosty asserted that a few hours
after the ‘assassination J. Gor-
| don Shanklin, the head of the
|1 Dallas office, and.another offi-

its contents.

hr. Hosty maintained that
Mr, Shanklin, who recently re-
tired from the F.B.I. anR now
practices law in Dallas, had
directed Him to rrepare a me-
morandum describing his effort
to interview Marina Oswald,
which he dii.

About two hours after Os-
wald was shot and killed by
Jack Ruby on Nov. 24, Mr.

Hosty told the investigators,|

he was instructed by Mr, Shan-
klin to destroy both the Oswald
note and the memorandum. He
said that he had done so. - /
Mr- Shanklin, Mr. Adams
said, has denied to bureau offi-

.|cials any knowledge of Os-

wald’s visit to the Dallas office’

over what happened to the
Oswald letter appears to in-
volve the. testimony of Mr
Shanklin and Mr. Hosty, wha
is now with: the F.B.IL.  office
in Kansas City, Mo., thelinvesti-
gators uncovered other contra-
dictions involving the source
of the destruction order and
the knowledge and involvement
of F.B.I. executives in Washing-
ton. .

According to Mr. Aﬂamss
testimony, one F.BL “employe
stated-that she heard from “an
unrecalled source” that a meet-
ing’ was held to decide  the
disposition of the Oswald note
and was attended by an F.B.I
inspector “from Washington”
The unnamed inspector “une-

or of the note'and “maintains
that ‘he did not’issue any orders
to destroy the note.”

quivocally: denied” having any
knowledge of the matter, Mr,
Adams said.
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