¥r. Joseph A. Ball
" Ball, Humt & Hert
120 Linden Aveme
long Bsaoch, Califermia 90802

My dear Mr. Emll,

A friend was kind enough to send me 2 phgs from the Dallas Mo
News of November 27, 1966, in which I read excerpts'from the mn.cx}i%
of a panel discussion at the convention of Associatsd Press Managing
Editors in San Diego on November 17th, including remsrks made by you.

Referring to the idemtification of the rifie found in the Depository,
you acknowledged that both Seymour Weitsman and Bogene Boone "later on
that day" said it was a Mauser. May I point out that the Warren Report :
attributes the mis-identification solsly to Weitsmiin, and that his affidavit
stating that the rifle was a Msuser was in fast dated Novembor 23, 19637

You stated further that "because he was an expart, Weitsman meds the
aistaks.” That is not the explanation presested in the Warrem Repert.
Moreover, I note that Weitmman was not shown the Carcano rifle in order
that he might testify ss to whether or not it was the rifle he and Boone
had found; nor was he showm a photograph of the rifle, but only a pisture -
of cartcns behind which a rifls was protruding. I wonder if you really
consider that consistent with what you described as "the most extensive -
investigation ever conducted in American history"? (I note also that
the Commission falled to estsblish any comtast or comsunication batween
Hade, who aleo described the rifls as a Meuser, md either Weitmman or
Boone—another rsgrettable omission since it lsaves unresclved the souroe

of Wade's erronecus informstion.)

Tou declared also, "Singe whem did rifles give off a puff of molke?
They don't do 1¢." For your information; Sir, an FBI report in Volume
IXVI of thé Hearings and Exhibite (CE 3%5) ates that wi
rifls was fired iz sunlight snd in shede, at the Caiy _ ’t,
*a small amount .uw.ux' sesiti (1 vesint tds temptation to

K]

or apologists for the Warren Cosmisgion. leor ink that th

smourt of pride whith you proolaimed in itself woald smuse you to defend
the Report on the basis.of the pubdic record and té4 ab: unof ficial and
perscnal amendment of the printed texts, whivh texts (and mot variations

and afterthrughts) are wxder challengs. It creates the img that
those who defend the Report are unable to justify it striotly in its om
I o ~ Yours sinssrely,
!' ! .,h l‘l l '4. ’

02 West. 12 Street




