Viefer

Dear Miss Sywnsonm,

Aside from the kind things you sey, your letters and theories sre very
taderesting.

But time smothers me. 1 ocomnot get done whet I muet, for there aye
extrs things srrising ai1l the time that I cemnot anticipese. Lest night I
iroeds to Sen Frensiscpy for thoee hours, thone, until 3 e.m, our time.
stbwsek I hod to go %0 “htoego for e TV kﬁ. nexut’ wesk to Rﬁw}u These
Shings take sush o bunk out of workiag time I'm behind on WHTTEWASH IXX and hawe
hed $0 sbendon other wrising for the time being. But thess things aPe nesesssyy
if people are to bhe informed,

80, plesse understand that 1f I do not refer to them it {s net beswuse I
4c ot find your 1&.1&”?““&, They reslly are, it 1s just thet there is nething
.

§ oot §o after I read thow (08 I @0 twredistely) exsept to put them 2eide wuntil

have the time to study them,
But do keep e informed.

Sincerely,

? Herold Weisberg



January 4, 1967

Harold Welsberg
Hyattstown, NMd.

Dear Mr. Weisberg: .
\"o)).‘

I wrote you yesterday but I have just thls morning seen the Saturday

Iivening Post with its enlargament of a Nix color frame. If you will

apply 2 magnifying plass to the "rifleman" on top of the car, you

will Immediately see that his left arm is extended out toward the

slde and front of him, his right arm is drawn back so that the hand

is about level with his chin, and the rather glowing oval obJect at

the end of the right hand (or where it would be) 1s his face in profile.

There is no long rifle like object where it should be. Instead,the

man is looking toward his left directly at an object he has just

thrown into the trees,

This object is in the center of the photograph just to the right (to you)
xzr} of the last tree trunk. It is a reddish white ball-like object
¢lose to or connected to a divided streamer which appears in the photo-
graph to be the same color. Directly below &n the concrete wall is

a vertical bullet shaped object of the same color: I don't know what this
1s, though it may be the firecracker has exploded and this is oneof

lts streamers falling. The xkalimw shadow of this vertical object 1s
vixible projecting off the chairlike, sharp cornered shadow of the

end of the concrete wall., And directly to the right of that is the
shadow of the aerial object itself, and this shadow proves that the
object 18 in the air for it is not connected to any other shadow,

This object has either just exploded or is fusing to explode, causing
the red glowing circle,

This 3¢ the same sort of object which is out in front of Oswald's

chin in the Altgens photograph and appears as a white double streamer
with a glowlng or fusing ball of light above 1t. Oswald, who was
lefthanded according to his mother and his aunt who would know, has
just thrown this object out 1ln front of him. You can make this out in
the enlargement in the October Life Magazine (1964) which is the

Warren heport issue -~ that 1s, you can see that the man's left arm

has been in motlon, and the proof 1s that the shadow of 1t i1s projected
down as an arrow-headed shape over the shoulder of the colored man
standing just below him in the niche,

(Oswald was not slopeshouldered enough for this to be the siirt afd
tie of a mah bshind him, Though there may be someone behind him;
also his chin 1s sliced off on the left(to him) side too sharply,
proving the object is in front of him and not behind,)

I believe two more of these streamer firecracker objects appear in
the Altgens photograph, 23 follows:

l. I don't insist upon it because the picture is too blurred here,

but there is a man standing near Oswald with his hands on top of

his head, and, incildentally somathing*gver his left shoulder, This

man's face 1s turned sharply toward as 1f he is ducking

a throwing arm. At first glance this man's head appears to be turned
WM' It is not. What appears to be his head turned e~ o4k

1s the face of another man obscured by a glowing object, which could

be a flrecracker cum streamer, You can seem to make out this lower man's
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left arm mErwxr drewn up as it would be if he had just thrown out
an object with his right arm. MNost of the action of this man is
obscured by the head of the colored woman in {ront of him.

2. The other possible firecracker streamer may be lying on the

hood of the Vice-President's car. It is a long whitish object in
the position of, roughly, the windshiald wiper, but it 1s too large
and glowing to ts the wiper and does not correspond to the wiper on
the other side of the hood. This would explain why Yarborough said
he smelled gunpowder on the car all the way to the hospital and
nothing else will explain it. And it explains why (Vol 18) Agent
Warren Taylor reported that after the first shot he thought he saw

& firecracker or streamer fly past the tall of the Vice-President's
car. This was Shot One, and may have come from the Dal-Tex bullding.

The two objects thrown out by the men in the doorway of the deposltory
building would be shots two and three on thelr way to exploding
almost simultaneously about three seconds later,

As soon as Shot One was thwownout and fell near the Vice President's
car om on it, the man with the silencer got off the shots that

struck President Kennedy in 2 frame 227 and 234, Proof: Altgens heard
one shot then snapped his shutter. He is definite on this. Yet

the phdograph shows two men already wounded.(One reason the Cormmission
went o such lengths to push the single shot theory, but the 2 film
gives the lie to that.) In addition, you have established that

there was a shot before those two in 227 and 234. Conclusion:

There have been three shots, only one has sounded, at the ilime

Altgens took his plcture. A silencer was used,

I do not believe that the President was hit by the first shot,.
Neither did Landis and several nearby witnesses. In Frame 225

he has thrown up his hands and his mouth 1s opsn. Kellerman heard
the President say, right after the first shot, "My God, I've been
hit." What the President sald,was "My God, what's that?" He could
not have spoken at all had he been hit in the throat by the first
bullet. And Agent Bennett saw the second shot hit the President

in the back and recorded the fact at 5:30 P.l. Nov. 22, 1965, before
anyone else knew there had been a back wound. However, even if the
President was wounded by the first heard shot and by another one

at 227, then Conally at 234, there is still only one heard shot

and two unheard, or three shots béfore Altgens took his picture
immediately after hesring only eg¥ky one.

If you sti1ll don't think there's anything in it, I willl apprecicte
it if you will just not mention it to anyone; and in any case I
would prefer you don't mention it. If I continue to be convinced
that this is what happened (and my additional researches lead in-
exorably in that direction also), then dammit, I will just have to
write a damn book and I loathe prose. HHowever, 1f I have worked
this hard on it and there is anythlng in 1t and I have to be all
dlone with it, then I might a2 well have the credit.

I hope you take all this with a grain of salt; and good will; I
am genuinely convinced at this tlime that there 1s rmore to this
than to anything anyone else has come up with, except you. I want
very much that you will join me; but I know you won't until you
can honestly do it; and as of now I understand you can't.
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And I have some meterial -less spectacular than this which perhaps o
I will send vou from time to time, }’E-Beyerly Brunson,Box ,96,%%§ggg%g$iggs,



