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Dear lir Ericsson,
Thenks for your interesting letter, just forwarded by Dell,

Others in Celifornis were to have sent me that t2pe but never have, liabeler
will not debate me, on mnything, leest of all on his work, His "explenction” is a
self-indictment, for it was his responsibility to meke a straight and complete
record. He is carsful to ovoid all of this by t8lling thosa whoxwrdte +thet his
responsibility hed to do with Uswald's "background”. Thus he also whitewsshed
the New Orleens pers, 2s you wil. see when my bo-l, OSUALD Iil NIW ORLZANS: CIA
VHITEWASH, 1s out. “arallaz Publishing “o., 231 Zast 51, NYC, is doing it.

Thus elso he seeks to avoid the enormous responsibilities with the missused
photegraphic evidence,

His expleneticn is no explonetion Y ceause a)the Pilm could have been patched
with tremsparent tape; b) coples exist; c)there should have been testimony on
this; d) the Comsdissicn nembers did not hsve those frames for heir deliberations.
I could go on and one.

SeRgl is of the eir now, He never did heve me on his TV show. He is too
clos a friead o Leae's.

You wil! find more about this film and other sup ressions in my newest
bock, flyer enclosed.

Sincersly,

Harold Velsbarg



June 10, 1247
San Pedre, Calif,

Dear v, Welsberg;

Semetime during the lsts winter or early spring ef
1967 Mr, Wesley J. Lieheler and Mr. Mark Lane held &
dabate at U,C.L.A., Westweod, 6ulif. During the debate
the missing frames 208, 202, 21C, 211 ;f the Zapruder
film were breught up.

Mr. Llebelar explslned that these framss eres missing
frem the Zapruder fllm becuuse a "Life" magazine tech-
niclan "drepped" them during precessing, "grabed" the
film as it fell and 1n "grating" the film destreyed the
abeve frames, and he said that thls is the truth and
yeu willl just have to believe me. Ie further stated that
"Life" sheuld admit this and thus explasin hhbh te the
public the misalng frames,

Parts of the debate were played ever the Mert Sahl
shew on Ladle Statlen K.L.A.C., Les Angaeles, The abeve
mentiened statement by Mr. Liebelar wus ene e¢f the parts
playsd and I heard Mr. Lishsler's statment ever the radie,

Mr. Sahl's radis shew was un audlence "call in" type
that I'm sure you are famlldar with, Much Interest was
shewn by the radle audlence In Mr. Llsheler's statement.
Seme @f theas calling In were famlliar with film devel-
eping technique and felt that ne technician werth his
salt would ever "grab" for [:lling film stc. etc., in
shert many did net #Rcept Mr. Liebelar's explanatien-----

and now I read in yeur "Whitewash"II" the facts cencerning

the develspment ef the Zapruder fillm!
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I'm sure the tapes of the debate are stillin ex-
istence, Mert Sahl may have them, EK.L.A.C. muy have
them, Mark Lane may have them er some privete tapes may
be In sxlstence.

I sheuld mentien that te the best of my knewledge
ne infermatien abeut tha facts cencerning the devekepment
of the film was effered in rebuttal. I did net hesr all
ef the debate, but the discusslon about Liebeler's stste-
ment indlcated thst ne such rebuttal was effared.

IT the tapas ef thls debate weuld be uf interest te

youu I effer any help I can give,

Sincerely

¢, bionn—

Hareld C. Ericaasen
1815 8. Leland St.
San Padre, Callf,
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