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¥hen I returned from th%‘s lagt trip, I sent Faul Hoch s copy of the
memo I gave you on Brian Ampolsk. “e hsos sent both of usz, in the masterisl that
should have reached you today under postmerk of 12.26/68, coples of CD 75:
2282-4,

T, is tells us s little more asbout Ampolsk. Less then the Feebies should
have reported, but s little more thsn we knew. If you will read the first psge
of this report, you will see that Ampolsk met Csweld at a lecture. Now this slso
is something new. But appasrently the Feebies hmd little lecturei interest, for
we do not know by whom, where, who else was there, etc, Rsther odd with the
interest they are supposed to hsve had in Oswald, 1s 1t not?

I egain refer you to the suggestions 1 made sbout Ampolsk.

I suggest that when you read CD75%¥222-4 you have & girl make a few
copies I cen work with when I em there and, unless you want to before then, I
look Mitchell up. He has the kind of politicel background that mske not induce
comfort in the presence of public suthority.

He should be able to come up with a few more nemes, perhaps, ami @
little more informstion. I do not doubt he told the FBI more thsn they report.

If I did not tell you or give you a memo, I spoke to Leonard Relssmen,
who is back in “aw Orleens. e is, he says, content to let the record stay where
it is. He was out of New Orleans et the time of O's arrest, but I am not certsin
o6 the time he left. I presume 1t was after the clese of the school year, which
does not preclude his having hed soms knowledge of Oswald.

Herold



