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Hr. J. Edgar Hoover
Director - i sustissadvind:
Federal Bureau of Invest;gation ’j"“-”
Washxngton. D. C.’ Bl RaER

along to whoever in. your bureau is conducting the 1nvest1gation w

probably contains nothing that you 4o not know already, but I am
writing it in the faint hope that it may be of some 'help to you
your :.nvestzgatzon. ) :

that I thought he was neglecting. The reports that I had read,
claimed that Oswald had been eating a bag of fried chicken as he

gest to -the Chief of Detectives in Dallas that he attempt to make
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'Ibwould apprec:.ate it if you would see t’hat this .letter is passed_-

into the recent and tragic assassination of President Kennedy.. I
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On Saturday afternoon, November :23, I phoned t‘he Dallas Police De- T
partment from Chicago and asked to speak to-the Chief of Detectives
because I wanted to point out to him one aspect of the Kennedy case

waited for the motorcade to pass beneath his window, and that the .
bag containing these chicken scraps was found on the floor beside °
the window. I had heard, however, of no attempt to ascertain whether
Oswald himself had been eating chicken on that day. I wished to, sug-

such a determination which, if I am not mistaken, can readily be done
'by a chemical stool analysis. I realized that positive results of
-.ysuch a test would-in no way conclusively prove that Oswald was the ..
assassin, but I did feel that if they showed he had not been eating
any chicken on that day that there were grounds to suspect that the
bag of ch:l.cken may quxte poss:.hly have belonged to a confederate of

tmenm connected with t.he Dallas Chief of Detecta.ves (whose name

‘_-_ -I flo not temember but which is probably on the Telephone Company's
SR refords) andwhen I told him of my idea; he said: “We found that

S Oswald hadn't been eating anything. That bag of ‘chicken dxdn‘t bes

. :2.-. llong to him. I don't know why all the newspapezs.elaxmr}mxlblg of
e . chicken was his. They all have it vrong. The b&g of chicken belonged

Cedipene . ¥ some woman who was nearby.* ., : .,._.‘. ’Lf’ _,
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s veral days later I read in t‘he papers that: a defxnite pal print-'---
Oswald's had been found on the paper bag, the same paperibag the -
pdllas Police toX me did not belong to him. . I do not thinkithat 3 :
any fizm conclusions can be drawn from these contradlctory ‘statements
.. but I do think the questions of whether Oswald's palm print was on th

. paper bag, of whether he was actually the one who was ‘eating the -
chicken, and of whether chemical tests show that he had or had not
eaten chicken on the day of the assassination do point up an avenue
that deserves further investigation, especxauy if you still suspect
t‘hat he may have had a partner in hls cn.me. =
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. I hope th:.s ietter is of some 'help to ‘you, alt'hough if you "have' a‘l—‘
' ready intensively investigated this aspect of the crime andhave #:7.
found it to be a blind alley, or have cleared up the .dxscrepancxes
I seem to find there, I would very much appreciate it if you could
let me know so (assuming the information is not confxdent:.al) since
I have been somewhat distrubed over :lt.

LT . (.
R Al‘ber N- Podell
Picture Ed:.to:(—-_};-
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