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Gstober 16, 1961

Some of our observations and a few suggestions are set forth
below. Jack Williams checited with P. H. Badatt relstive to the
possibility that Government purchasing authoritiss might supply an
order which would in effect deputize Wayne to deliver the pistol to
them for study with negative results. The Director of the Alcohol
Mmx Unit.oguld offer no helpful suggastion and the HRA individual
who would have been most 1iimly to be-able to -4 we had tried
to gheck with him has, we Imow, Just deen callséd to active
military servise.

We¢ appreciste that our suggestions prev!.ﬁc no really satis-
factory answer to Wayne's problem in those inst&nces where shipping
ahead is not practicable but can see no other alternatives.

Attached are copies of the Federal Pivearms Act license
note ths warning endorsement thereon), & copy of the Internal
‘- e wsmﬁm.a-mﬂ of a suitable ordar-for-delivering the. -4 -
p -

Qbservations

1. Ve are ligensed as mamurfacturers under Federal Firearms Act.
Copy of this license and evidence that ¥ayne 18 an employee 18 not

& peamit to  put could help in talking his way ocut of an
mmnwum.

2. ¥e have a ruling that pistol is not a "Pirearm”, hence National
Pirvearns Act license not required and would not be helpful. He can
have & copy of the decision of the Treasury Department that it 1s

a pistol available in the event that question ever came up. The
opinion applies only to the single shot model, of course.

3. With possible exception of recent aircoraft highjecking law, no
Federal law 1s violated by carrying this pistol.

4. Rach of 50 state laws would@ have to be considered separately.

CONFIDENTIAL-SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER R2502611
KINZER V. REMINGTON



LF VST

8. N, Aivis -2 Qstober 16, 1961

‘" For Rxmmple:

In New York State regular and ordinary trensportation-of
firvearmy as marchandige i3 o.k. without @ license but & salezuan
Wmmm&mmn%mmp%mmm:

violation. This apparen construed apply only
transportation by common oaxrier.

In Hew York the law 40es 1ot ap; to passession or use

of wespons by persons esmplaoyed in nﬁgnxng defensa contracts.
Wayne has a Kew York State pistol permi it But ne New York

City eniiorsement. - p“ - T

. Fefernl Firearms Act mamfacturer's license is mo substitute.
for (1) carrying under valid New York State and New York City pernit
or (2) shipping by common oarrier. o _

... ¥ew York has no provisdion for honoring romeresident permits.

Connecticut has no provision for honoring out-of-state permits
and no exception which would help in thig situation. However, no
prohibition of shipment by coammon carrier.

Sime states, e.g., Vermont have no restrictions whatever.

5. When a working model of semi or full autcmatic pistol is avail-
gble, we must start all over very little of uhat 1amid hare

."1;"’"'5‘5"""!""'.1_11-ib."mh' e s LA Caiee® be mee 5 pd R
Suggentions

Whensver possible, pistcl should be shipped by common carrier
to a particular Army afficer or. dovernment employee. Lass desirably,
could be shipped to Wayne &t the particular destination and ploked
up with Amy offiser in attendance. = S :

¥Wayne should carry copy of the ruling that the pistol is not
a "firearm" under the MNational Pirearms Ast, a copy of the Federal
Pirearms Act license, adequate evidence that he is & Remington
employee, and & written order, e.g., from Doug Miller, to delliver the
pistol to a designated agency. He should carry the pileol packed
as merchandise, and checked through or at least in his baggage.
He should not have ammunition on his person or in his baggage.

LA

Vhere two or more Remington people can make the same trip,
they should each carry less than a complete pistol and preferably
should travel separately to avold the possibility of assembling a
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.' eomplete pistal and it with HEach individual
w carPry & copy of Fivearus Ast m, identification
and written order to delivar hig paxrt of the pistol

Probably Yest not toﬁnml.bymmﬁllwm.
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