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of Kleindienst's decisdon when I appealed to Mitohell. Therr als hre sevefal other
essential heve, so I do not seawch fof them. They sve dated 1/17 and 4/16/79.

which in iteelf is great. So, & bre yecap, FII and in the oveny you find it worthwhile
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Whether or not Oswald served an intelligence nterest or pwrpose in Hew Orleans -
(for the FEL, r-ported from Dellas but damiod by the FAI) = all investietions led
into these paths and showed an “swild connechion of his selection with such persons

associated with Arcacha in the Crumeis, 2 findw-raising slmcdsk in which the 544
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tums out dhat aive was the reglstered foreig: agent of the Cuben autdone
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please note and consider using the FEI's statement in its note #hat enoe it leamed
that the fingerpeints on Oswald's leaflet were not his it went no faviiwr in checkding
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attribution of motive for withiwlding and not searching, to mwobect the FAI from
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official line was that he wes all alone. (This also interbwines with the film
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Doyle witnesses desoribed st least one such Oswald associate, )
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about is my refevence to Oswald's mesking of Caire's address in his notebook. I did
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' imonn, Kaachk reslenedingtecd of accepbing Hoover's disciplining, ipd.he s
b T 1t absut $hds oo G with Gmenld

S Gy S

ta s A0S 10l

ummmmmammmmsnmamm
Oswald quests for employment - 4t admits thet he was included in i3e investigstion
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HO and at FBIHQ both imew that he also figured in “arrisen’s incespigation and thus
are witiin that dtem of my requests. Sp, there oan be no question of periinence,
(dnd vien Letisie mims adamantly refuses $o havo any seawch made affer he is
also will be ignored? It is obvious thatk in these appesls I provided much moye
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5647, 10/28/70, as 1s M= forekgr-sgent regintration, The note ot the end of this
recomd is gue I've pefewred #o, without denial, Shwougbeut Hds 1itigation, But the
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Ploose note thaa in no instancs was © provided with a copy from the Dalliss or
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