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Dear Ric ; : .
ear Richard, P Pave received or
As the hosty note I added to the proofs that you shoula!be receiving no more than

hotv, .

w1l bewmessl ond a half from now, her: is the brief Conclusion for Case Open.

I believe thatv a conclusion ir an urgent need and that the content of +this can help
the book materiaL@)as the absence of any will hurt it seriously.

There is in this what can cauge a sensation if there is any promotion of it, that
Uswald security clearance not yet reported publicly anywhere.

I've written in a plug for John Newman's bosk.

Using it how will not hurt his book=it will help it, create an advance interes:

in ite ndAunt So WJ/FW"/ L,‘WW <, |

1y the interest of brevity, when + zod wrote this I left that odf} But in thinking
about it I reaéged that it is imPortant in and to the book and can be, with help should
be, a significent boost for the book.

&nd if it is not there it cannot‘be used that waye.

Please believe me and listen to me: Consluions are absolutely essential, as I've
already indicated. I do not want to have rmy repitation suffer for the lack of them and
you and U & G should feel that way about yourselves. |

There are many thé:hgs I can do to help the boolk when it is out. Bhen you have it,
please let me know so I can prepare for it,

FeaMuwhile, + have a few things in mind that cannot conflict with anything you and/
or C & @G will ggfhwhen L can I'11 try and I'11 keep you informed, with copies.

If a competitive situation is created, this book is loaded with dynamite!

lsbest,
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Loncluawn
i This bookl:is, as intended, an exposure and an indictneht of Gerald Posner and his
mistitled book, Case Closed, the most dishonest of all +he many books on the assassing-
tiom of President Leonnedy and its investigationé. It aldo exposedfand indicts theose who
connived with Posner to make his most dishonest of books the most successful of the

/
sycophantac yorks and of those that commercialize and exploit that great national

tragedy. (+ :'m@ﬁ aud p,,:’/%zfx e _/m,[dl,.tl f=v,

How dishonest are Posner and his book? Strong as is the case in this book, it is
nuch less than the case L put togeth;r and that was much less than was possible. §y

the time my manuscript excecded morc than 200,000 words I did no more. Lhis books
shortens that lengthy indictment to make it more accessible o more people. How-

¢ver, copies of that lengthier indictment will be deposited with professional historicans
and their institutions for the gistorical record for the future., Thise historisns Pro—
vided the pwofessional peer review that Posner anéfééhRandqg House avpided. They avpided

this tradition on non-fiction publication for a very simple reason: with a competent

peer review they would have had no such successful exploitation and commercializtion

O

£ tﬁis great tragedy in out history.There is no competent pe%; review of this most

o+

horoughly and intendedly dishonest of bookSskt that would not have condemned it for

o+

his reason and for others.
These other ees reasons include gross ignorance of the subject matter, despite the

revazea¥iensz prepublication raves by ren of eminence not one of whom was in a position

P

o offer the opinions used to sell this rewriting of our histor&.-—£e¥—§?e£é%1 The pro-

flessional historian among them, Stephen Ambrose, was silent when * wrote him. Ry has

no defense of what he dide I asked that of hin.

Posner is a man, as the full manuseript proves much more than this boolk does,

who has trouble telling the truth even by accidents

This extends even to himself. He lies about himself in referring to himself as
» _

X ~
el a8 Random House H'ippodrbm.ed on the book and in all those many effiective promo-

ke

p
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tion§)58 a "Wall Street lawyers" His actual "Wall Street" experience was a short span
' é% I3y

of the most insignificant and most menial Work,'on "discoveryf materiagl T\h a major
anti-trust case. That is work for which other major corporations have found mim

those fresh from college and without law degrees peffectly satisfactorye I have a
friend whose first job after #:Eﬁgﬁgot her undergraduate degree was doing precisely
that work for another major corportation. - am— s 's

¥ [ panery
f11ﬂH1r1ftnaxt——x%—ﬂas—cinsertn—x%; Bis name doe%ﬁot appear in that lawsuit. But for

that matter, i$ also dees not appear in scarches of the indices, like Lexis. While

those indices do not inelude all litigation, they are a fair reflection of importance,.
I have a Hew ?York lawyer friend who told me his Chézéﬁéiggs that Posner never

filed a single lawsuit.

!

(ot dptamT avcia poyeanrl Lo~ dfghec )
fiakes him a "Wfall Street

?ﬁ% years or less of the moSt menial.
lawyer,”
Without any of the media making any check at all, it, too, puffed him up as what
he was and is not, a "Wali Street lawyers"
4o Of the innum:orable instances of his subject-matter ignorancd, I cite one. Some;70ﬂ¢ﬁ4‘*
é%éverg could be reflctions wf the permecating dishonesty of his book.
I select this one because he had access to the fact in tuo ways. The first is that
publl shed it in my 1965 book of which he has a copy and to which he refers in his
book. His reading of that bock waé~¢?§o close that he quoted four non-centinuous
wordé froﬁ a page of about 600 words. The other is that I have a file on it and he
haa unsupervised—EEEE_access to all my some 60 file &#rabinets of records and to our
copier,
JMUfmﬁ? -

In support of his nonesting case of a shéf'flred in the assassination earlier than

the Commlsulon said he rafers to the 1nte Hobel Iaureate fuis Alvarez as the inventor .

J Mfﬂﬂy fl//li} /f//’ nA :uh Zz//' wd oF's /{14‘(7 Cgipliq.
of the "#Agzle" theory, that hie veaction to an earlisF shot cquse{“ 's

came.to‘g“gjle. I brought that to light in my 1965 Whitewash. Alvarez's students 71ox
Pio
asked him aﬁsaf7iff e later wrote an article about it and had it published in The

Scientific hmericang~ vhich Posner does not mention. “y file, which is not included
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- _MW
in the FOIA lawsuit to which I referibecause I did not have to take that one to coirt,

includes even & Alvarez coantempbuous 'disregard for his misuse of funds provided by the
Energy Yesearch and Revelopnent A’huinistra‘bion for that work and publication,.
But then Posner did not dare cite cither rmy Tirst use of that Zgprduer téstimony
ofl the testimony itself because what Japruder actually testified o is that Fe—dhowsh
v . . N 2 i . . g .
2 shot had cowe from behind him, from that (rassy Tholl so it amous to Posner, an’ that
" M’b[t’.ﬂb ot Ln
he saw the Yvesident hit by the first shot fired., beloxe the Tirst of the official
account! The shot that Pocner said missed, f’,‘ﬁllﬁ"izewash, page 47) '
whe Nespanid
There gre few poeple‘ﬂ bolder than Posner in hins dish_onesty)few whese-response to
PR R -
cge v . \J/VY W ) . M
criticism is—$e-medss personal attocks on those who criticize him more than he.

One of +the many illustrations of this is when Yr. (’yril Wechy, to Posner's face

on CNN, said that Pormer had used Failuve Analysis's vwork as his own. Posner launched

a false and a personal, attack on#echt instead of addressing g the obvious truth
*/ — :0 # grwi . =4

Vecht spoke.%s, as Wecht wmoon proved, a false attack.BGE in responding to Posner's

Talse attack Wecht used up-all the time, Posner got w: avay with it and was cven able %o
I )

add to his lies that Wecht had "distorted. i 74%” j W“ ’ﬁ/ &4 l/( 7_ Ju‘/'ﬂ‘ "

o '
%'n/or ot cuey with the same thing in a letter to the Washington Post's weekly Book

—

lorld section. In a psrceplive review, »eporter Jeffrey Frank had noted the same factual

that Posghr used Failure Analysisf work as his or for him.
and truthful CI‘i'th-C-i‘il}ll/ Here is Posner's reSponse, which &8 is not only not a response

o V4 w/ . .
but is a éxz)e'i‘ully—desi@ed lief the Post acco/odated him by pu'blrj@hing it in its

December 12, 1993 issue: e
"The imsinuation that I claimed that FAA's enhancements were commissioned kykk
kil

or the book is false. In the book, ¥ the citations to FAA's work and Dr. Pigialits

ot

estimony refer to the 1992 ABA mock trialm which is a matter of public record."

In this Posner intended to lie, having no real choice.

4

There is no men*cion)[in his book of the American Bar Association or its mock trial or
: [ S
«f -t

7
of testimony there by Pizia]if If Posner had mentioned any of that he could not have gotten

- away with his studied pretense that all that work was for him, That the mock trial was

2
a matter of public record is irrelevant. Posner's shyster—like referpnce to it here is

to say that ﬂe\#—sz&d/all of that in his book, which he did not.




Had he, he would have exposed himself and his book and he would hgve killed it in
the writing,
. s :
Be is :{l!/lever at such decpetions and his practi$e of them never ends,
His and bis publisher's claim is that the most important part of his book is his

o5 —_
Lography of Osualch\ contr:p.ved to \3Le it anpﬂar that there is a factual basis for W W”J’

i~ w25 (),mmf x%jf 2 btief 0N
xﬁ;&pﬁa&m born assassin, : what he says if the profess10nal opinion of

he New York City psychiatrist, Yr. I&enatus Hortqgs. artogs exmined Oswald when he

n"

0'.)

ck

2

las an mlha.ppy/’boy who behaved badly. But in fact, when a witness before the Warren

-t

(@]

omnission and at precisely the very point in his testimony Posner cites repeatedly,
Har’cogé?swoté to the exact oppositel
Posner has to be checked oute I did. The media didn't, I”l ad it, ﬁ could not have

desge-d misused him and his booE %o cover the media ass for its failures and abdicationg

3

t the time of {he assassination and ever since thene

&

Posnerf begins his bock m_th hlS fabrlcatlon that Oswald was that born assassin,.

ﬂw, .
t the very outset, in v 8 carrying © forward, he says that OUswald was so pleased with

=

et
|

P It / tT] -

imself after assassinatinﬂ,f\g@ti/resid@nt that he "smirked" repeam/}é says that
LP/Z .

sing that work twice, on page 44 f or example,

=

I checked all Posner's sources out. Like Renatus, Bosner cites their Warren Com—

=]
=,

ission testimony. Hot one of his claimed sources used that word or even SUL ccested it!
Dot gt tihin

Posner lled\d*fﬁe(xﬁe? a vent for it &nd has yet toexpose him, “h:Lch would mean,

of course, expose itself. ot very likely.

So, there is no doubt about it, Posner is a shyster, in the meaning gj_veﬂ_g_the

vord by his own publisher's unabridged dictionary, and he is a nonstop liar, in and out

of his books

When this is so Wry hlatent on the most cursory check, méat does this say

about the media which did no checking éé all and made him a world-famous man as soon as'

his fraud of a book was out? What does it tell us of the degree to which we can depend

oy our media, the means by which we are infprmed so that we can meet our respensibilities

. :
in a representative soriety? I’c tell us that the media more that retails lieﬁs@vﬁ:ta / f

glorifies liars, How, then, can the electroate be guthfully informed? How can our




system work?

Copfronted with a palpable lie - and in this Hewdday's #Jacl-: Sirica is the rule

to which therelw%lS.no single exception~ he glorifie@l- Posner and his book. He even sought
out the Book's blurber, listorian Stephen Ambrose )to enlarge upon his rhapsodies, saying
of Posner's fraud, plagiarism and overt lies, ""It is just a model of historical schol-
arship.”" skEd proving thereby that as war is too important totrust to the general, so

is our history toc precious to entrust to the professjonal historians.

This iMfluential Long Islé,nd nevispaper with a Hew York City edition devotéd four

P pages of its September 16, 1993 issue to extoling Posner and his book. Hore than ha},f
of the first page of its o/e);genz is devoled to a staged photo of him, brows wrinkled
in a shirt-sleeved pretense of deep t‘hou.ght;, (His sieeves are not rolled up.)

Carried avay in his own ecstacy Siric_a reported that, inxsisiinsineresmameisvnismieg:
Irosex k@003 000 wordsximatt thozer 26 ot umey "pgsner also employed computer techno-
logy" that included "computer m@eling and animlztion." His source: Posner. Who lied in

denying he had said anything at all like that, ever, hotably on coast-to—cof st TV

nd to the Washington -Post, as cited above,

Q3

This is Journalism, puffing up handouts, sking no questions, # swallowing the fish

along with the hoolc, linepand sinker?
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svstem work?

Conf ront%with—awpalpable«lie;" an impoessibility - and in this Hewsday's Jaxk

Sirica i\ the rule to which there was no 8% cebbion ~ g he glorified Posner and
P \\

rn

his bdok and even uoume&’sez‘-pcalugs Ia_ke the bookss blurber, the professiona
the isspe of

historian Steven Aumbrose. Ini/ tHat il tuenti: Island Ba based paper, with a New
York City edition, for all the wor s_though Random House was paying or his

~promotional efforts , he quotes IEMM

\
Sirica is one the many who were suckered by Posner's obviously impossible claim

— ),a[
to have been—£ereed—te index fhe Commission's 26 volumes. If the absolute impossibility
N Tht
of indexing 10,000,000 gext words in the abouMear Posner took for all of his work,
for those 200 1nterv:.ews and all that travel and then the writing did not suggest itse ﬁ.f

G)ownw/tsr\rzm,(_ﬂlﬁf, t
to Sirica or uis editors, what kind of -vepprier-is he?

FiCt et
Did it now once occmﬂ/ say "show me" and\d@mand/to see that index%1
Any perceptive reading of "’h?/};OOL discloses that Posner is ignorant of the content
of thpse 26 volume:, cites it from secondary sources and, as unde;ta’cedly indicated

above, actually misrepresents and lies about it

Is it possible that of all the theus rzggxs reporters in the
why Arsead Ppongs / f _
country, particularly in Washingtony'not one remembered that sensational a.nd 4 dx amatic
7‘@/.2@1//7 Loes( - eoe. '2'
CIA confession of simms-its sinS against Nosenko'and checked on that, or did not remember
. W e z .

a Wword written about’%ﬁxﬁa/nd checked that? When any checking at all would have disclosed
that for all his interview with I‘lusenko, a real rarity, Posner published much less than
Was already in the public domain.

At least one of those many reporters should have remembered that Hosenko said that




The Associated Press, wiich provides most of our papers with their national nevs,

in fact the world - as its main story when the I(‘epor'l: was

actually gave the country-
' u

its Swmsary and Conclusions, word—for—uord, verbatim.

released itc first chapter,



— o o Least™

TA the B KGB suspected #hat Osvald might be an American agent.imd have known

1I:hat the first Commission crisis was when it could no longer avoid siich a report. It
\ ‘ hoad Ften

is, among other public sources, in Gerald Ford's booky and lle wee—then a Comuission

towt

lember and the louse Republican leadevs & A ‘1°phono call to any of the many critics
Tamiliar with it or to me would have disclosed that I had published the fact that
Oswald had a Top Secret and a Crypto clearance when he was a Marine. That kind"/of high
security clearancé for a man laber accused of assassinating the Presidsnt and that

- ‘L
/Commission did not report i lzmd Posne:'s book, for all its emphasis on its account

of Oswald and his career makes no megtion of it? 74 Vk 7/% / M Lé
1"Tobod#in all the media coffld do the most minimal checking of such a sensational,
.saecead%as exhaustively and extensible promoted a book and on this subjecf?
With this just a tiny peek at théz actifal record of all the media, is it not the

o3t persuasive and convineing reflection 6f the totality with which it abandons its

g

ooe |

0st basic responsibilities in a society like ours?

When it makes a palpable "éaud, a persisting and mf llar into anm

international celebrity and persuades much of the world that a ccass commercialization
' P ™

and explotation ol the assassination of a wee President that his deliberatléy dishonest
P 4 +ha a L3 N3y o —n 3 £
account is the unquestionable tiruth? | s o

The media itself changeql with its universal acceptance of the official{mythology.
Instead of giving that Report the critical analysis we expect of it, the medla rivaled
in glorifying it when in fact the Report alone cannot survive critical examination and

when compared with its supposed ev:r.dr*ntwary base in thosc/26 volumes it is clearly a

=

rork not of inquiry but of politically sought h”tr"th,[/ that is not &5arl true. W’W AL/J
Our society can work as intended by our Found:i.lrl,g; Fathers s those who to me were the
greatest political thinkers in history, only when the people are informed truthfully and
accurately. That can hap en only when the media tells them the truth, reports fact not ‘

falsehood as it did with Posner and his mistitled booke

As this -f—s— fraction of what I was able to write in a mere two months reflects,

neither Fosner nor his boo?z can survive the critical examination we should expeti_of




Suppresded it, realiy.

He knew about it becuuse he had and read my Oswald in Hew Orleans,whiéh reported

it in 1967. That was the only one of my books bhe had when he, bousht thegothers from me.
Tt is also the book bused on a minor fact in it he attributqd»‘f acTual error to me.
feat M'e did 10t know what he was ®alking about because what he criticized s correct and
A0 s,
his @riticism was so cbviously wrong he could have learned that from the phone booke )
When he appeared vhile promoting his book soon after it was out at the Yreen dpples
/HS book store in his home town of San fﬁﬂf Francisco,my friend Hagl Verb asked him why
that book is not in his bibliography. £ Posner's response is that his bibliography

lists only the books he used! o

+
: :
¢ Hal knew that wgs a lie, as did other @ of my friends who were there,
=4 ’
But with Posner's mother alsc there, none wantocd to embarrass him by proving him

50 his mother's faceqznd ﬂ(/,@?LW\ W -

There is ho question about it, Posner knew that Oswald did have tha}z’ rceptionally

high sccurity clearance and that it was expunged from his Harines record. We even
discussed it when he was here.

If ne had had the interviest I would have given him the officiall proof that Oswald

did have that high clearance. I go} it after * published Yswald in New Orlesng.

“ : N
Ve none of us own our contry's histom « I certainly make no such claim. Posner in,
A J .

=

act, reported that I make all the inforwation I have available to all who write in the

oy

.|4, )
ield. A& he wrote of me,\iHe allowed me full run of is basement, filled with file
Cabinets. s.. Hic attitude toward the sh sharins of information is refreshinge.."
(page 504)

pafler lmev that Gw Oswvald had this exceptional security clearance. But he ciuld no_t

jn

ave reported that in his bork +hat makes Oswald the lone assasgine, That is the same

H

pason it is expunged from Cswald's liarines records,

i o/
(I have since made those records available to John Newman who is iting a book

based on the Oswald records &—supprd suppressed until their disclosre was compielled by

I~

ow in 1993, )




ead

Posner was sofe behind his mother's skirt at that book-store appearance.
That was onc of the mmmxsimms pollces he admitted that contrary to the e of his

ook, ths case is not closed.
Jchree acwunts of what he said that I have

is answver to that question THer—esked, "Of course the case is not closed."

Yet Lnowr(ﬁ bock has a lie for its title, he used that lie becauze it is the lie
hat made him an int .rnational Tig gure and made his book.

The media did not pick it up and report it.



pbe able to suspect of our media and until recently at least most Americans believed
they got from ite llany still beliove 'that. Trageially, we cannot, and tha% is a great
langei to all of us and to our systom of socieiy.

That in time of great crisis and with this assassination, ever since then, %:;l
of our institutions failed and continue %o fail us and themzelves iz the thrust of my
work, Thig book is the eightA of my published books in which this failure is brought to
light, with a n&nth to be published later this year. That and all those FOIA lawsuits
and thei£-§5i‘yield, in court precedents and in that third of a million pages of now
available and previously—witheld efficial records is not an inconsiderable work.

Yet not a single reéorter writing about Posner and his book, not a single news
‘Wlagazine thai promoted it, not a single TV shou or ostensible news account asked me a
single question about that book for ail the work I have done and‘gg knoun to have done
in the field,

1, the enti e country, with this the subject and with Posner's version of that

ore)

reat tiagedy, not one roporiér who wrote any story at all about it asked a single ¢

questions !

This describes our media today better and more definitively than any eritic of

it Cane

Book publishing is, of course, an impertant pazi—ef element of our =P nediae “hile a

o

ookg do not reach the audoence of the préént press or the electronic media, it is the

gne means by which important nﬁé}ional issues can be addressed at lemgth and with

real definitivefess.

:ﬁut not a single major publisher has brought ought a single truthful, responsible
book that is fiewi=dcritical of the governmeﬁt's record when the Fresident was killed,

when as is inevitable, we had an fmirdc Amerifom Ameriform coup dé etat.

a/ﬂr‘a’.} e

I theed believe that was not the effect of this assassination, they neced only
compare our country and life in it then with what we have toda&. #t After Viet Ham,
after the Watergate, aftor the 1ran/bontra disgrace, aftér a j:red President was forced

Then
tp resign not to be impeached, aft2r he picked his successzgiégsa—iémediately pardonned

him,




with

Crime is a major national isiues Compare crime now and then/. will- 30 W‘/ [&7”)
inook at the streets overflowing with the homeless, many of whom had decent Jjobs aﬁd
could not afford a place to live degpite being emol employed. C()u WW‘/ /o then ]

The national debt is anﬁher najor issues Compare it now with what it was then.

Compare what we now have to import that we used to export, daily increasing the

pay

national debt tnereby, with that national debt alone denying the country its se&t

yrgent needs,

Conipare our :ann‘, mortality then and no# and with that all the other major health
W/(]W’) W

ssues. For a developed country we ﬁe onz the of the highest infant mortality rates.

.

P

Ther: is no real question, the assassination of a fresident in our country in-

fo)

>vitably had the greatest conseyyences. y: also nullifies out entire system of govern—
mente 'Lt is the greatestt subvérsione

Yet the mgh major media failed to meet its responsibilities then and ever since
then and as .this book sﬂows, persists in refusing to meet its responsibilities after

3 O .
6 YearSe

© ) -

u :
No major book publisher has ever published this kind of criticism — and it is

o]

onstRuctive criticism in a society like ours# - and when such a book can be published,

(%Y

t is by g/small publishrse They have the courage,%e' Reamsd Bandom Houses pimp for the

—t

iterary whores who sell themselves for fame and moneyeth /V” ”‘f‘f"j Mj L A/' ﬂL/y d g
We are in bad shape when this can happen in out country.

And it has happened!

When the Posners can get the Random Houses to publish such nmalevolent, such

\,\ -
dangerous trash as his mis-lfg.tled Ca se Upened, the title he knew and admitted is

ford

mtrue, vhen the major mediz can ﬂ{all all over itself in telling the people that

uch a crude lie is the truth, when this is what happens when our government ﬁ'

4]

flails— and it did hapien — then we are all in danger with our system Ln such great troublc.
As the philosopher Santayana observed so succintly and truthfully, those who do not
emember the past are docmeni to relive it.

———

We are reliving it. We'd better »ar remember!

H




