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Degar Mr, Weisberg: Accorzing to the Hearings it was Deputy Sher-
iff Eugene Boone who said it was Captain Fritz who had first nmentianed
the Mauser. He was asked who first spoke of a Mauser that day and he
answered "Captain Fritz, I believe." Then he vent on to say that while
Lieut. Day was preparing to take a photograph. af the gun in place the
Captain knelt and looked clozely at the gun and said:"It looks like a
Mauser to me." A liktle later Day lifted the rifle from its place
betwesn the noxes and held it-in his hands while Fritz operated the
bolt and ejected the live load. Fritz and Day both were able to rsad
the inscriptions onx the weapon but if it was not a Mauxer neither
Fritz nor Day said a ward to correct Fritz'e original identification.
This was evidantly interpteted by Weitzman and others present to mean
that theyyn was indeed a Mauser. ' -

In'his testimony Captadn Fritz said that he prab-
ably said =zomethinc about the gun being a Mauzer but 'was pretty sure he
had not mentioned a caliber. He said that he was surew what the rifle
was ds soon as he had a chance to read the inzcriptions or wordsx to
that effect and Day said the same thing of himself, But both kept cilent
and either contributed to confusion or a falss identification one or
the other. A positive identificatian on the spot would have elimin-
ated confusion and when the gun was removed from the k spot where it
was found znd from the sight of the witnesses who foundx it without
SUuch positive identification,the "chain of evidence" is broken and
thers is no means of knowing whethar the gun shown later that day was
actually the one found or not. The behavior of Fritz is about as suphi-
cious as that of any police officer that day. And he had been on the
Dzllas police force cince 1921, It would seem quite certain that h=
knew a Mauser when he saw it for police officers prattically anywhere
in Texa>» or the west-had an interest in guns from the start and thay
were trained in-the use of pistole,riflas,shutguns and sub-machine guns
and,as time went on,a few othars,I would say thet both Fritz and Day
must have known & Mauser by sight and it was and is the world's mook
famous rifle. It looks much liks & U.S5.5prangfield though a trifla
more slender because of z little less wood in the stock, Tha Spimgg-
field is,of course,a Maugsdbut doe- not bear the name presumably because
the first Mauser patent was obtained in the United Statzs on June 2,18648
How anybody who knew guns could mistake a Carcano for a Mausar I don't
know, Fritz may bé a vesteran of World War I and doubtless needsd no
information from Weitzman about gunc .

It seems to me that in an honest invastifation
Fritz would have had a great d=zl to account for,
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P.5. I don't guite know how you feel about this mess but I am
appalled though not gurprised. This utterly falss report based on an
equally false FOI report issusd under the name of a Commission headed
oy the Chief Justice of the Unitad States which. is np more than a
"Whitewash" of thes guilty and a falsification of everything that hap-
pened, the whitewash certainly okayad by the President of the United
States and the hosapnas with which it was received by all officialdam,
the news media,the lawysrw@,the professcrs,the politicians and what we
may term The Establishment,reveals a measure of corruption never sur-
passed in the history of the world. I have been, reasonably certain for
a long time what the situation was but this Report and the aftzrmath
prove it to anyone capable of critical reading. It had not occurrad to
me that I should have to go into the Report pretty thoroughly to find
out,if not what was true,at least what was not true. The depravity of
the Establishiment is fully as great as I had supposed it might be.
Coansidxring the history _and, the development of the country and the
nature of its people and institutions,it probably could not have failed
to arrive at this peint where the government already seems to he in the
hands of the enemkesm of the people. ;

. The case has been compared to the Dreyfus case in France
and certainly there are similarities. A Frdnch war minister sasid in
1899 "If Dreyfus is innpeent,then the generals are guilty." And they
were,of course. One French writer said that the hopor of France was re-
deemed. six or seven years later when a new trial exhonorated Dreyfus
and restored himk to the army and got rid of a few generals and minister
He went on to speculate that the honor of the United States would be
redeemed at a later date.

; But there is a difference. In France highly influential
individuals never ceased to fight for a new trial, In this country
there is not that kind of hinor. Not an individual of any influmsnce what
ever has showed the least concern. Instead @1l have swallowed ths
Report whole without chewing or tasting. I would not have put it past
them but such a thing had not occurred to me.

I would havex t ought much better of Robart Kennedy if
he had kept his handin and zeen to it that the facts about his brother's
death were brought out.

Wads



