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Feceral Sureau of Investication 
Vashingeton, DG. 

~@ar Mr, Hoover: 

xMmor the past five years, in my spare *ime, I have endeavored to 
read the “arren Commission "Report and the 26° volumes of evidence, 
AS Dart. of this study, I have also ordered varicus Jocuments filed 
aa part of the commission's records in the National Archives, 

i recently came across an P2I document in this case that @isturbs 
me, tor this reason Ll am addressing +his to your attention. 

JORRLS@ion Document 7, care 322, had been classified and was only 
recently made available for research by the 1970 Neview of the 
2ommission’s wumbered document file, rare Se) of GD is attached, 
and appears to be a report of transmittal of various nieces of 
evidence received by the P21, laboratory in \ashineton from the 
P.o.f. field offices in New Crleans, 
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In your testimony before the Commiesion you mention that “we knew of his contact with the...Worker Publication in New York", (Volume >, Page 106), Was this as a result of a "mail cover" by the FRI in New Orleans, 

if. should alse be noted tn this ecard that Oswald wrote another letter to The Yorker post. marked. Dallas, 
This letter, ai irmailed, was 
address exact tly four weels later (Volume 
one week after the assassination, 

Might this unwauel delay be accounted for 
were being intercepted and nhotorraphed? 
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