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with "field office vecords ("thizd man”)" and %he rocord atsached w ity 62100060~
4585, I atbtach s copy of the same yecord fwem the 105-82555 file,
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whatover the mm&h nay be angzt "ot Rectnded" Berialss It appears not o be what 84
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I veliews I rocall other instences. Howow
the %fm copy is both Not Recorded

y explanation of which I kiow,
Whenever I gec the FEI's standerd oliches,
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mmwmmmmmwmaf rardous kndss *lds rocon
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being both mmmbered and not manbered on the single couye

Thie con job doute “a thorough md penetretiing roview” and an investigation of

Here it admits the freuth, “"There was gue individual whp wae knovin to be in conbact
(m}ﬁmw&emwemmmwmm,wﬂwmam,wmm
no longer exisde in the WDSU printe of its £iims I can show you an Pupsbang oxample
c&t?wm‘aeﬁ:’wtavi‘&m,1%%@&*%%%%&8&;%!&8&
verdnd jou of my ignowed wequest for the fingerprdnt idepiification, of ihe nwint not
Oswald*s on his liteveture. There is more, there axe FD302s of that day and of an earlier
tine than the day of the WDBSU £iln- more than the FBI heve includes in its reviows On
3/12/79, in another similar appeal, I attached a Hew Orlesns wecord of still another
witness to this other man's participation in Osunld's pre-ssssssingtion activities,
10016601191, S0 it is lso something other than meve "contact,"

What also prompds suspicion ss I reveead this is the FEl's eumeration of itself
beamtﬁem&dm&mfamm&aﬁarﬁsﬁe%m%m@.%@mse
cirvoumstonces and in his right mind would have after Oswald was apcused of killing the
Prosident? But the FEI 4id not m&ﬁz@ﬁmmﬁuamar ask the TV stations
‘ afdony as it could have,

oblain and provide s dependebls answor,



