STEFFEN SORENSEN
10118 - 63rd Avenue N.
Seminole, Florida 33540

(e

Sorry about running away from the phore, but wo have dinner daily at
about 4:25 and everything was ready Just then.

When you phoned I was making up a list of things I subseribe to, with a
sclumn for expiretion dates. Se far it is 22 items longd, & may net be somplete
Yoet. 5Ehclosing a fax of i3 far yow amusement. You xight be doubly smused when
1 tall you that at the time ef my sid-Paeifie experiense in Summer '66 I sub-
seribed to absclutely nething - unlass it might have been one or two emsteur
radio magasines. OUme, I guess, Leoking baek en it, I'm thinking maybe I shoulda
stood in Wl bod that morming when Reminger was tapping em the door & telling
Be maybe I ought to ecms look, ; .

Who Weisberg is, I just den't knew. A1l I know is that I'1l twn to Weis-
berg's books first when I have to turn to a "eritic". He is sertainly doing the
most convineing job among them all in ealling attentien to the real essentials -
at least smong the offarings that the man en the street can buy. A pussling
thing, among maybe other pussling things sbout him, is that despite the encrmoua
mmout of logitimats material he has to effer, does offer, he doss at
the ssms time soem to "ssbotage" himself now & then by saying things he must know
ire not trus. TYeu knew already about the Minox. This afterneen I read in his
Osw In New Orleans, p37:

"while a1l the typed transeripts were still "TOP SECRET®
thres ysars after the asesssinatien, Lisbeler pramised that
"a copy of the transeript. will be made available to General
Walker” through the stenegrapher. It thersfore is less than
surprising...ste,..* (11H415) o

Now what Weisberg is wanting to suggest here is that Walker and Liebeler
are bedfellows, or howsver one would say it. Kaybe they are, and I wenldn't
quarrel with ths pessibility. Espeeially having read the vol 11 testimeny :
xyself. But what I do eoms te a full stop sbeut is Welisberg's ealling atteation
to this by intredusing a sempletely false sspertion, eor suggestiem: He wants
Ais readers to delisve that Gem Walker, perhaps as semw kind of pelitieal
buddy of Lisbelor, is being effered seme "top sseret” transeript ¢f his testirmony,
& thing which was denied the sther hundreds whe testified. Helen, whan you get
into the 1-15 vols (mestly within the 6-12 vels, as I remssber) you will see
esse after csse of the interfiewee, te eoin & useful word, being told that he
san have a sepy of what he has just said by asking the esurt reperter for it
later, simply by making the request % them aaking the reparter how mush he wants
for his extra treuble -~ whish seems usually te be 35¢ per page.

So this raises related questioms. Why sheuld Welisberg have to resort to
dishonest means, and espseially sueh easlly disocsrnable dishonest means , when
at the same time he is providing us page after page with hundreds of unassailab:le
fact8? A few months ago I might havs skipped over this, thinking maybe that this
was 8 typieal UFO dodge, in which anmybedy whe wantsd to have himself heard did
it more or less fresly as leng 25 he sprinkled himeslf with eneugh sow dreppings
along the way 30 that he gould be oasily "disersditesd” whersver neesssary. Today
I ean't any lenger think that, net after having read 3 1/2 volumss of Weisbery.
Tb-nuonlua'tthinknubumbJutlhplydalmdilmhwalf
suffisiently £ with easily dissreditable words. The ratio isn't right. e
says teo mush.
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This leads to another ocusstien, still en the subjest of Weisberg's p37
remdrk. Is it possible that Weisberg himself has not actuxlly sovered vols 1
thiru 157 It is a faet that JKF was shot on 22 Nev 463, a fast that the entire
27 JFK volumes appeared a yesr later. It appears also as a faet that Weisborg
has lsad the eritie parage from the jeginning, and has "done aers® than all the
rost of them combined. Surely this one man must know better than 1 man in
10,000 or 1 man in 100,000 or ene man in 1,000,000 that General Walker sould
have had his "top seeret” transeript for ths asking, upon request & small pay-
mant. .

Have Just now epensd vel 11 to see what preeseded & follewad Welisberg's
referenes to 11H415. In doing so, have diseovered that this page does not eon-
tain that quots. I seem to remember the quote he gives, theugh, so won't search
for it. But in looking baek to the first pags of the Walker testimeny (11ELC4)
to get the date, I see on that page the follewing:

(Referring to the Walker testimony to be taken:) "It may be
purshased from the sourt reporter hers in Dallas.”

That was said by Lisbeler to Walker in the presenes of Walker's lawyer
(General Watts) qnd you will find it where I say you will find it, 1IHLOL.

Parden me for beating a dead horse, but the above offer of sals of testivony
transeript was made to Sen Walker on 23 #d July 6, and a ccmmon offering as lang
as it was suspested that the witmess might be asking for it. To piek out sne
axample from probably at least a dosen, there i» Stovall on pl73, vel 10. Jermsr
tells Stevall "...ws have it written up for ourselves and that is why yeu can
have & eopy of it #4f at 33 esnts & page”, referring to the "TOP SECRET" testimony
which Weisbarg infers cannot be ¥ delivered exsept detwsen people within seme
one inner edrels or another., Neting that Stevall appesred in the testimeny vols
4 months befers Walker, there ean't be mueh question about presedenses.

Ineddentally, to lesssr your eonfusien: The Stovall I just pdeked is not
the sames Stovall who pdeksd the photographis squipment (Minex, Stereo, sts) eut
out Marina's underwear. This Stovall is the Stovall who smployed Marina's hus-
band in his photegraphie-proesss business. They are beth "R. Stovall" and they
both wear plain elethes, but ene is hamed Robert and the other Richard. Just
want te slarify this 4 unsenfuss you, knowing hew alart you smst be to esineidences.

L 3 AR 3R X )

9 Jan. Had abandoned this letter during one of those lucid momants when
I could ses the uselessness of what I was doing, whatever I was doing. Uusss
I must have had some reservation beeause I didn't tear it up. Thanks to being
tanked up en BUSCH I am baek at it again.

Having re-read this, I see I have to explain: The signifieance, er omes
significance, of Weisberg's attention to the Walksr ~ Secret Testimeny thing,
&n obvieusly errenmeous refersnce, is this: That it seunds so mueh like the kind
of error whieh ean ariss out of a CCMMITTEE formulating and writing & bdook,
rather than an errer whish one individual eould maks aftsr reading for himself
the first 15 vols — even if he read them thru quiekly. There must be a dosen
or more examplss in the testimony volumes of persons being told that they can
have, within days, a transsripé of their testimony st some nominal eost by simply
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buttenholing the seurt reperter after ths testimony is over.

Aybody mulling over this slip long enough san come up within his imaginstion
3 nuxber of ways in which sueh an seaident san occur in a book. A "Cemmittse’
theory seems to ms to offer up the greatest possibilities, the greatest chanece
for #d#¥ s misunderstanding and sueh a blunder. The lsast possible chanes of
sush an error taking plaes 1is the came 0f one man, VYelsberg, making this alarming
misteke on his own after having himsel? dome the 1-15 vols. And having mow read
four of his books and having heard him twies on WICY « it is just absalutely
inscnesivadble to ms that he imm't abeut twelve (12) times more sapsble than I
am, Yot this Walker-Lisbeler thing appears as ene of the "highlights" of the
Cew in NO book and is refsrred to later on some other page and seemingly sammot
be just a theughtless error.

Well, that is all I san sey, have already said that he might nsed to sabo-
tage himsslf - as though hs were writing about UFOs. Mayba I sheuld be happy to
B oot knew just what is geing em. :

A suggestion sbout doing the 1-15 vols: If yeu refer to them while browsing
thru 16=26 or whils resding & "eritie" paperbask, yoy ocught make a mark at the
tep of these pages ("R" for "I havs already read this ones befors, out of se-
quenes”, or any sueh mark). I did net do this, and & sonsequense of net doing it
is that yoeu will stumble onto sesw familiar thing svery now & then & will not

"be able to tell if you've found & Wrand-new soincidense. The idesl thing would
bs noting om the page the thing whish drew you to 1t. Jut of course themn you
get dragged down te a snail-pass by writing margin notes yeu suspsot yeu'll maybe
mever &gain refer to. It's a preblem. It's doubly a problsm if you are already
invelved in maintaining a netabeok, a thing whieh I did net do.

, -Somshow san't believe that there ism't available somewhere seus xlmee-
graphed soordination ameng a1l the smatewr assassination experts. Even if it were
as diluted ad pre-sabetaged as all the various UFO mimeos, it would be well woerth
having. If you eontinue an interest in this, guess you would want to searsh eut
axy possidility S## of sueh s thing - maybe by asking Wweisberg if yeuw sontinue
sorrespondence with him. I malke a point of mertioning thie beseause I'm on the
point of "bowing out” of the JFK thimg, having coms to a mort of end, but still
wanting to read whatever comss my way - sspessially the most outrageous & redisulous

things.

He.,.. here is something. Lyle Stuart's THE INDEPEMDENT, which is & thing I
get. Don't understand his precseupation with "pornography for its ewn sake", whish
is a thing he does promots. It might bs enly & front for other things, I don't
know, But what I do knew is that he is a soures of "informatiom" you don't always
find when yeu drop inte yowr leoesl drug store or boek stere. If he dossn't put
it iz his papar, he might have ¥ it for sals in a book. He is the ens whe seem—
ingly beught cut University Beeks, and new freely offers THE VELIKOVSKY AFFAIR
te any scientist who dossn't mind reeeiving it by mail from The Xystie Arts Boek
Sosiety, or some sudéh. Jound familisr? Just can't put him intc any eatogory, -
doh't know what or who he is. Hs might sven bs in a class by himsell, like most
of us. You don't get his THZ IKDAEF:NDZNT as far as I inow, 80 maybs you will be
surprised to know that he seems to have & fros aeerss to Cubs, vieiting Cuba,
when he wants to. Ho eomes bask from his trips and tells us all nies things about
Cuba and how well things are going in view of all the various outside pressures.

He has to, of eourse, i he ever wants to return there. Put the "eoloring” he giver
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his lengd stories sbout visits to Cuba may net be any mere "solored” than
reports given by others. Ewven the St Pete Times, scemingly om the same sids of
the fenes, doesn't want te agree with the eslor. The Times makes itself rather
tlear by saying nothing, ever, while taking a proper libersl stanes 1a whataver
oles it might wamt to editorialise adout. )

whare all this puts Lyle Stuart, I dunno. I am grateful to the old gent who
¢alled in to Open Mike a few nights age smd made himeelf unintentionally misunder-
stood by #ijiigilids suggesting that there might be an effert en scmeonss part to
sonfuse Libarale with CommuniSts. It was a good point, sven though he seemed to
be buffaloed by what he'd said after Ruark had essentially agreed with him. Don't
know #f whather Lyls Stuart is & Commmmist, in the real sense, or whether he might
be simply another one of us Jew-Christians with emotiens, 2 psrson whe will go eff
and ery to himself whean he sees his paperboy, a little nigger-boy, zet stuffed into
& pauper's grave after gatting hit by a taxieab - that sort of thing.

Serry about thia (courtesy EUSCH, the Bavarian Beer), but what I stoppsd about
(ses *Ha...", pravious page) was to say I'm enslosing & photo elip from the last
issue of the INDEFPENDINT shewing Che Guevara & Lyle Stuart tegether. When I first
glanesd at the pleture & few days age my first impression was that I was leoking
at your Bob, and I didn't get unshook~up until looking at the eaptiem., I ean look
At the pleture now & ses elearly that it fsa't yeur Bed. Shades ef Oswald, peopls

being shown selssted pistured!

This just pops into my head for no reasom: Amstrong Bxhibit 5302, a pleture
I've just relosatsd by flipping pagss lecking for it. XIX, p35. Thanks to my not
having maintained the right notes 1 sen't tell you whe it was, but I am referring to
some mAR, & 1-15 withess, some man whe was knewm to BFAMMS the Sister of Karlens
Roberts if I remember it right. Maybe vels 10-1,, somewhers. This fellew was shown
the Armstreng 5302 photo, allegedly. Unless I have lost the last of my sarbles,
the man was shown this photo in the sense of wanting to know whether this resembled
Oswald. The snswer was samwthing like "Ne, the hair isn't #iéd thin enough oa top"
or something liks that. Kew, apart from whatever else I might have thought myster-
ious about thie I do recall this distinet impreseion: "This is like having somsboedy
show & pleture of Wallaee Beery te 2 man and asking him 1f this is Jaskis Cooper
and them having him tell yeu that it prebably ean't be Jaskie Coopor bBessuse the
hair isn't just right."” Geod gesh, even 4f the wittness were a eomplete phoney he
would kmow that Oswald was a young ehicken in his sarly twenties and sertainly
nothing at all like the 5302 mam whe is sbvieusly net far frem 50.

Well I'11 be damned... I was just thumbing thru XIX, loeking for p326 &
thiniking I'd find something eonneeting with this, Bertha Cheek, and I find on the
bask elde of 326 the very page I was wanting to deseribe to you a eouple ef weaks
ago: the DFD logsheet with the "eemputerised flaver". Sorry, I told yeu it was a
left~hand page. I was so sure it was. /Mgway, I've rediscovared it, end there
it 1s. Jpart from the sigrifieanse of it, the part we've diseussed, what a2 shame
-we ean't have any more than this oms tiny sheet - part ef L thru Fart of ¥ en this
partisular date. Wender what A thru Z might reveal, eevering Nev 22, 23, 2, as
a starter? I note aleo, confirxing what I theught I'd seen, that this was dens
on a standard DFD form - presumably a standard normal procedure. Whether it was
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handled routinely £ on this DFL form by & eemputer or whether it was handled
routinely by & bunsh of girls, some kind ef inferenes has to bs drewm. In fact,
. probably a buneh of infersnses. This is the samw police depariment in whieh the

ehlel of homieids swears he ean't have a taps recorder even though he has kept
asking for cne, a8 he is reperted as testifying in my editien of the Warren vel-
umes. Don'l know 1f I'm trying to be funny or sareasti:c or what, refsrring te
"my adition" of the boeks. What I de knew, though, is that when you dig desp
snough into anything yeu are apt to find simdlarities with things you've dug into
in "eampletoly different” areas. Aftsr a whils you sit up & take note of ail
the soineidenees & then you sit baek down & speeulate about all the TSy poss~
ibilities. I waan, don't we?

In honssty, should say that I don't belisve that "iifferent editions” o’
the 27 volumes ars boing served up as meecdod. Cuses I'm gotting slsapy. Time
to go to bhad,

Regards,

Sesm to have worked myself into 2 misehiavous & ugly mood. Will elip Ssfé
this into the Thermefax & send Weisberg a sopy &It is, after all, Weisberg that
this whols letter certers +« LOPS FJou don't mind 1f I say that you are Mrs
Lelen fartmann, 4665 27th #ve Nerth, St Petarsburg Ma 33713 and that prebadly
wouldn't mind getting a mad letter from Mr welsberg if ho should be mad about any-
thing. Me, I'm dropping out of a)l of this. It's all yours.




