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J1- re Ron Keasler's today atosy By 1/24/75
' Bon was bumy with $ouorrow's atory, so our conversation was very brief. We are to
talk ™next woelk," which can be & brnsh, considoringogd that 1 did not really cosver the
question he haly wos there awy other FBEIL lealdnge
- My presumption .as correcte 4s yaz , in the code
"Lane, plotures and mnse” :
T4me frome, widch I did get to ask, "late *G0s." :
When he confirmed this, I eald 4% had to include Garrison. He foiled, neither con=
I take this as confirmaticie :

firming nor denying, pleading 4nstead time DresEUTGSe
He confirmed nothing he was ghown was about me, which is ruther. i_terusting :
w 54 I yresuzed that

bocaune nbove all 1 was not in Garrison's ponket thene I had told GSe ThEs Iy
had there been anything about mo he'd have phoneds fia agreed. -
Reminderst & have copdes of re portors’ rotes usde afier mectings in N.0.I0 office
with Forie present, big jokes gbout Garrisone.
becn loaked to Boggs than the scn told hime

Kessler also indicated that norc ey have
_ Mote that the story contained refercnces to political mterial Kessler did not 5
. mention. Lino had the Jond of associstiona Hoover would have considered *Rod" and lane epd o <1

Sahl ami Salandria were anong those close to Garrison.

words T uoed ond he confirzed,

; =

\ B . - s ST
.
PL&" 5
™ 8
3 oy .~
o

:

0 2 I

7

B

¢
o) s
RS s




