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Dear ir. Thomas,

The two bo k3 you ordered will be msiled today. They go st & slower
rote tuan leiter-umsil.

Lamsrre 1s tuc men Who goes Ly the neme "Hpeburn" in “Frarewll
4merica™, %mo Oe really is mey be somewnat of a mystery. My own suspieion is
that oe representes intslligsnce interests, likely vota Freneh snd Americsn.
bowsver, tals is oplnion only, I cave no proof. 1 asve met him,

Wihen pecple ask me -uestion, 1 feel I must give direct answers. Lou
esked my opinion ol tue -ublished work end I gave it. Among toe more recent

vorks ie one by Faris Flenmende. It is outdeted wisre it Les rost een te credited,

in each cease this 1s unoriginal meteriel, much a8 of it plain etolen, =nd & large
part of tae rest is plein fake, gotten, 1 rpresume, elther from Gerrison or
reyrogsenting his interpretation of whei Garrison seid. It is unfertunstely the
way I tell you, es faw people are in & nosition %o know. ibere e uss whst can
be credited, it is too-often not credited to ais sourceg, my writings. /hich
appearad uci earliesr, were known to Ailm snd Lis associste, srnd in infrequent
cesss, consldrring the number of times use, ware uncreditsd. in no cese did

be asc my rermisslon. All tie recent weric is entirely worsiless or worsa. I
baven't %ime to go iuto &ny of tuem. M-8t Were sycopnsntic, nretiy obviously.

Richsrd Snrague is » very sineere msn wio did muca very impartant wark
ia locetizg tue ploturas, meny nf whled sre identified in PHOT GRAFUIC MaITD-
4254, Be begen wita thket, snd I directed ainm to some of thase people, -<nst he
goct on his own. But aalde from loesting tus plotures, oo is out ol contact
wita renlity. ais ariicle you cite is & work o fiction, emnsisting of a bland-
Ing of hiz own Imaginings snd wishes and the most extvems 6Ff wist he hasrd
Garrison say, with Garrison's crap even what Garrison abendoned spill arpesling
to Sprague. Can you imegine sny real cenfessions? Or "about" isx if there wera
agy at all?

It 15 unfortunste that tids is the way 1t 1s, end tast the medis have
en infinite caopecity for publicizing the irrespoasitle sud lznoring the solid
0T Ke

My purpose was not %o knock. fou makea for faet, net congenial Tiction,
1'd prefer to be silent sbout such matters, forxtiey are not helpful e d

not pleasent. They present one of our =ajor problems, how do We overcmme wost
destroys ine credibility of everyone?

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg
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Chris Thomas
7204 A Rossburg Drive
College Park,Md,

Harold Weisberg
Route 8
Frederick ,Md. 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg;

Enclosed 1?my check in the amount of $10,00 for two books
which Il checked,

I appreciate your fast. reply to my orginal letter. However,
your letter confused me on several rolnts, My first question is,
who 1s this men named Lemarre? Secondly,you seem to knock certain
authors for contributing "irrelevant", "outdated," or "fake" material
on Pres., Kennedy's assassination. What in your judgement makes
these sources outdated? What authors would you recommend as
relevant?

Finally, what do you think of the current articles by Richard
Sprague,whlch appeared in the May,June,and July 1970 issues of
Computers & Automation,concerning Eennedy's assassination?

Thank-you for your most kind attention to these matters.

Yo

Chris Thomas



