CHAPTER 46
Cui Bono?

In thinking of thistruly perplexing Stuation that among other things was like throwing money away
| wondered if what | had intended as an act of friendship because Gdlen is Carall & Graf’s lawyer could
be the cause of this so worrisome situation. Richard was adear friend of two and a haf decades. He hed
been agood and avery helpful friend. | believed that | owed him, even though when | did try to be his
friend in return | was aware of the possibility of it being misinterpreted.

Inwhat | wrote about Harry Livingstone and his persond “Killing of the Trutti | do not give afull
account of the utter insanity of much of it or of the totd incredibility of what he was up to before his book
was published. | knew from my friend Gary Mack thet if what Livingstone said about him was in the book
he would suefor libd. Libd it was, with the prerequisite of “maice’ amply established. | knew dso that
Gay had a lawyer friend who could be expected to file suit for him. | knew aso that another of
Livinggone stargets of irrationdity, the Cleburne, Texas, architect, Gary Shaw, who had written about the
JFK assassndion, had a prestigious Ddlas law firm representing him in a lawsuit againgt the American
Medicd Association, its Journd (JAMA), its editor and specid writer and the Dalas Morning Newsina
libel case. Whileas| told Galen and as he knew without my teling him, & my age and in the Sate of my
hedth | could not think of suing, clear a case of mdice as Livingdone had already created, he was in
violation of the Maryland code in attributing to me chargeable crimes what had not been charged officidly.

| sent him a copy of the code and a sdlection from Livingstone s angry, ugly and utterly irrationd and fdse
letters to me and to others that | had collected so | could use them if | faced the need.

| was careful, as best anon-lawyer could be careful, not to send what was not of this character and
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could be interpreted as intended to discourage publication of that atrocity in the physica form of abook
with the large announced firgt print of 50,000 hardback copies.

| did not, for example, send the proofs | had that those Livingstone pretended were new and
unheard sources for his crazy stuff about me as involved in the JFK assassination, which he actudly said
| was in two different ways, had been well published. One of his sources -- and both had motive for
seeking vengeance on the sons of the late reectionary oil tycoon H.L. Hunt -- had given hisnonsenseto The

Nationd Enquirer yearsago. The other had given it to Jm Hougan for hisbook Spooks So they gave that

errant fool Livingstone nothing new for his book other than where it was not in accord with what they had
dready sad, whether or not what they had dready said and had been published istrue.

Livingstone s crazy |etters did establish mdice and they were absolutely false. With regard to what
he had put on paper about me | had written him that it was fase and from preudiced political sources with
their own axesto grind. He was on notice and he made no atempt to ether try to confirm that awful stuff
or to learn why | wrote him that it wasfdse. | have the proof.

Thiswas ds0 true of another ederly person whose hedth was impaired and whose husband was
ill with what was known to be termind illness. He abused them terribly.

But like me, thair age and their hedlth precluded filing any suit no matter how judtified. Even though,
as with me, he said they, too, were involved in the JFK nation.

Nonethdless, | beieved that the counsd for the publisher who according to his author was going
to publish such terrible and utterly false defamations would want those copies of Livingstone s letters | sent
him.

It defies bdlief that such redly rotten and entirdly basdess defamatory fabrication could be

published.
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But they were.

That they were ugly, undiluted intended evil and with not even a hint of any checking or
corroboration of any kind. And that after being put on notice with copies of hisrabid letters. That thissck,
befuddled and mixed-up diatribe of a pretended book was published bears e oquent witness and isits own
commentary on what has become the tota lack of any publishing sandards, mords, ethics, or concepts of
decency or responghbility at dl in the JFK Assassination Industry. The one consideration is can it make
money. Livingstone's earlier to me High Trashes had made money. So without regard for anything ese
his persona Killing of the Truth was contracted and published.

That abook is contracted does not mean that if it islibelous or in any other way abad book it must
be published under that contract.

The standard with Livingstone s overflowing sewer of abook from his sck mind was not doesthis
book libel, or what with *public persons’ isrequired, isit maicious. Rather, wasit, asis aundantly clear
from that disgugting trash and obvious irrationdity, will those it defames and libels with such obvious mdice
find it possible to sue the publisher?

To repeat, uang mysdf asan illudration, it saysthat H.L. Hunt paid me to hep him when he was
an assassination congpirator. That isclearly libel and it isin dear violation of the Maryland code in charging
me with a crime with which | not only had not been charged but could not be. 1t iscompletely fse. It has
no basis for even being suspected.

Not only did my then good friend Gallenknow mewell and know that that was entirely impossible
for me and not only had | nonetheess written him that it was dl fdse, | dso informed him and thus Carrall
& Graf, that Livingstone' s sources had been fired as common thieves by H.L. Hunt’'s sons and thus had

motive for seeking to get even with them by defaming their dead father when the dead cannot sue from the
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grave.

S0 before that monstrogity was published, the publisher knew it was utterly false and intendedly
libeous. With mdice established beyond question.

Y et it was published, without a question asked of me.

Moreover, Livinggone had put on paper of which the publisher had copies histhrest to do the evil
he did to that ederly and innocent coupleif they did not confess their imagined guilt when, in his own right,
he has naither the knowledge nor the ability to earn ether fame or fortune and there is no other way he can
oetit.

Then there iswhat is ever so much more damaging and is dso typicd of the JFK Assassnation
Industry, the rewriting and the corrupting of our history in the minds of those who read the book and are
not in a pogtion to know that it is an ignorant, incompetent, hate-ridden bad and unfactua book that can
only misnform and midead and soreed confusion, the confuson that helps only those in our basic inditutions
thet failed themsdves and all of us a the time of that crime and ever Snce then.

But thereis no indication that my effort to be helpful about the possible cogts to the publisher of
Livinggtone' s insanity iswhat led Galenfirst to fdl slent and then do whét is here recorded.

Thetruth isthat | have no dependable indication of that cause.

Another posshility that suggested itsdf isaminor disagreement prior to the publishing of Sdections

from Whitewash

David Gallen, Richard's son, wanted to reprint Whitewash, the first of that series. It remainsthe
basic factua book on the subject athough it was aso the very first.
| could not and | did not agree to that. It would have meant much too much work and trouble for

two octogenarians. Moreover, we had anew stock of a costly xerox reprinting of it, the only way we can
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keep the book available because of our physica limitations, those that ended my publishing. | have been
under amedicd prohibition againg lifting more than 15 pounds since the heart surgery of late 1989. The
only place we have to store our stock of books, our warehouse, S0 to speek, is our basement. When | was
then able to use the gtairs only with difficulty and not often, and since then it has become unsafe and
dangerous for meto usethem a al, | could not think of what | would have preferred, anorma additiona
printing. For that | dso would have had to rearrange the stock of the other books we had to make room
for it. And if we got a norma printing down there it would be impossble for usto bring it up to make
packages of those books as ordered.

We had had an earlier educational experience that was also codtly.

Richard had suggested that one of his clients, a book distributor, Whirlwind, could distribute our
books for us. Wanting very much not to have to do that work we agreed and at our cost shipped them
alarge stock they ordered. Time passed and Whirlwind, having sold few because it had made no effort to,
returned what it had not sold. They were dumped in our carport with consderable damage in shipping and
from entirely inadequate packaging. That may be the norm with books that are “remaindered,” or just
dumped on the market at a great loss and a a low price, but it is disastrous with vauable books that
literdly are*out of print” or “rare’ books as some deders have for years been sdling ours. The most recent
of them was published in 1975. That they are dill undated and till basic is dso not the norm in the book
publishing but it isthe fact. So while we maintained the origind cover prices, we dso could not sdl damaged
books.

That was only one cost and loss. Bookstores that had not purchased our books from us but from
Whirlwind returned them to us for their money back. To preserve our own reputations we had to pay them

for books for which they had not paid us to begin with.
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Richard’ sintentions were the best. He intended to be helpful to us but it did not work out that way
a dl. In addition, we had many letters to write about that confusing Situation. And at our ages we did not
want that kind of to us wasted work to take up our time.

| did nat want another source of Whitewashto create any added work or trouble for us. David may
or may not have believed me but we just were not up to that however much we might have made from a
reprint that we did not have to package, mail and keep records of sdes and payments on. Because he did
seem to want to do that very much after thinking about it for awhile | asked him if he would be stisfied to
sdlect from dl my books what gppeded to him and publish that in a separate Sngle volume as “ Sdections’
from my work. He liked that and agreed to do it. | sent him a supply of books he could cut up rather than
have to retype for the selections he made and then for along time heard nothing at al about it.

Until | started getting cancellations of orders from bookstores and from individuas that led to much
added wasted time for us old folks neither of whom wasin good physica condition.

Unknown to me The Complete Whitawashwas announced to the trade. There wasto be and there

isno such volume. Cdling it that was afraud that would deceive purchasers. Adde from which it would kill
our sales as with some purchasersit did.

It dso led immediatey to much of our time being taken up in responding to letters and to telephone
cdlsfrom dl over. It created a problem for us that while it has eased off we gtill had after more than two
years. | learned from a bookstore in Chicago that they could not eiminate that nonexisting book from its
index, that it had to be done by the publisher. Who 4till has not doneit. Just before that Chicago shocker
I’d gotten acal about it from a university in the upper northwest. It wanted to order copies.

It is atroublesome problem that should not have existed and had not ended when | wrote this.

With my firs knowledge of that | wrote immediately saying that | not only had not agreed to thet,
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| hed refused permisson to reprint Whitewash

After much time passed | got page proofs of the book with * Selections from” incongpicuous on
the title page and the “Whitewash” prominent on it and with the title “whitewash” on each and every indde
left-hand page. | have no idea whose notion that was but it was both deceptive and certain to make much
wasted work and new problems for my wife and for me because of the confusion certain to be crested.

Asthetitle “The Complete Whitewash” still does. So | ingsted that the correct title be placed on those
left-hand pages. It was but there was a not inconsiderable cost involved in doing it.

Whatever led to the use of the false title Whitewash on dl those |eft-hand pages of the entire book
it was a deception and a misrepresentation that could have been intended only to suggest that the reprint
was actudly of Whitewash

When | saw the printed book it had an atractive cover and the sdections, whoever made them --
the book does not say -- used exceptiondly good judgement, | felt, in making them.

And no additional work for us and no confusion resulted.

Moreover, for those readers who did not want to read dl of the five of my books from which those
sdections were made, having them avallable in asingle, atractive and very reedable volume is aworthwhile
service.

While| did not believe that without authorization taking and using the wrong title in “The Complete
Whitewash” or in usng the unauthorized title of “Whitewash” on every left-hand page of sdections from
my books was designed to decelve, the possibility did suggest itself.

Because of our high regard for Richard my wife Lil and | redly struggled to find an explanation that
satisfied us. We never did. Others did suggest themsalves but there is no basis for being certain about any

of them.
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When she remembered that both of Richard’s sons became lawyers like him and then neither
wanted to practice the law or liked it, she wondered whether Richard had persuaded David to follow the
added career he had chosen for himself and then when he did not like it, Richard was overly protective of

David, who was in his business. (Jonathan had set up his own sports-related business) If it had been
David who had done those things and if Richard were defensive and overly-protective because of it,
perhaps that did explain the abrupt change in Richard' s attitude toward me and his atypical slences and
NoNrespons veness.

After aperiod of slence, again without any prior notice | received some neetly retyped copy with
aghort note from Richard that could have been intended to tell me that was dl of it. 1t was retitled, with

mention of it to me, from Hoax into Case Open. Because it was but afraction of what | wrote and because

it had neither atable of contents nor any conclusions | believe that more was to come.

At the time Richard said they would retype my rough draft in New Y ork he dso asked meto send
himwhat | had by then done. That was about six chapters. | wrote 34 plus a Preface and Conclusions
and he had sent word to me to write an undescribed author’ s satement, which | did. The retyped copy
was of these six chapters plus one of the later ones and part of a second later one.

| found many errorsin the proofs, made the corrections, returned them and waited.

No more copy came.

Then | got ashort note enclosing contracts for both books. | had told Richard when he agreed to

copublish NEVER AGAIN! that dedling with him | needed no contract but if he wanted one to send it.

That wasin 1992. He then sent no contract. But with this short note of February 1994 he sent contract
for both books. | signed and returned them.

That waas when he aso told me “we are sending Case Open to the copy editor today. | think you
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did agreat job. You would have been anotable lawyer in the Clarence Darrow mold.”

Along with his compliment on my work he was telling me that the small fraction of what | had
written was dl that he was going to publish.

And there was nothing | could do about it. Not as a practical matter.

It was that or nothing.

Without asking permission or even telling me. Or discussing it.

All thisincredible gutting of an important book without aword to me!

When the copy editor finished and the text was sent to the printer, mistakes | had caught and
corrected were uncorrected. There still was no table of contents. There were two different subtitles, the
one on the copyright page was both incorrect and ingppropriate. All those different styles on indenting
direct quotations remained. Even dtering direct quotation for no reason a dl that | had corrected was
uncorrected. And where | had changed a note for scholars of the future, both versons appeared, the
correction and the one to be removed on correction.

| got those proofs of the to-be entire book on a Thursday afternoon with the note indicating that
with dl the time that had been wasted there was a sudden rush. They had to have the corrected proofsin
hand in New Y ork on the coming Tuesday morning.

Interms of anorma work-week that gave me asingle day to read and correct the page proofs of
an entire book!

Sick in heart and troubled in mind | got that done in time to make the outgoing mail on
Sunday evening and rushed it by Express Mail. With the corrected proofs | sent a letter ingsting that
publishing awork of nonfiction without even atable of contents, with contradictory subtitles and without

both conclusons and an index was certain to turn reviewers and many serious readers off.
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There was nothing | could then do about an index at that late date but | said | would write
aopropriate new condusions and would send them the next morning by Express Mail, overnight mall. | did.
When the book appeared those conclusions had been cut arbitrarily. Where the rest of what I'd

written in summing what remained of the book up could have been there was instead a dozen blank pages!

Or, there was no need to butcher the conclusions, too, and no sensible purpose in doing it.

The corrections of mistakes | had made on the copy and that had uncorrected in the proofs remain
inthe book. At least about 75 do because | counted that many after noting them on a copy of book read
in hagte.

What remained for those readers not turned off by the doppiness and the gross departures from
nonfiction norm, like those different subtitles, no table of contents and no index, was ill a powerful
indictment of Posner and his book.

But that was not my sole purpose of my writing the book and it was not dl that the book | wrote
was.

A magazine article would have sufficed for exposng Posner.

When Richard had said on reading those first haf-dozen chapters that he' d have to edit, | agreed
and | wanted editing. The way and the haste in which | worked assured the need of it.

| do not recommend it asthe way to work. | believe that no writer should want to work that way.

| have been aware for quite some time that because | have done work no others have done and
have gotten and learned what no others have gotten and learned about this mgor turning point in our history,
when | die some knowledge of it will diewith me. For that reason when it was gpparent thet after the 1989
heart operation | was weekening steedily | decided that with what time remains for me | would do what was

possible for me to perfect the record for our history.
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Any assassination of any President is perforce a coup d etat in this country, whatever the intent of
the assassin or assassins might be. That is an event of such moment and consequence that the history of
it should be as recorded as fully and accessibly asispossble. With most of the books trash or worse, with
no publisher ever commissioning an authentic scholarly work on the subject, with most of those writing on
the subject ignorant of the fact, and with the dmogt totd abdication of the professond scholars and of the
magor media, save for crude sycophancy and support of the officid mythology, | worked asrapidly as|
could because | knew, dthough it did not happen, that my life could end at any unexpected time and with
that the knowledge that | alone have could be lost, perhaps forever.

Two medicd problems that | have turned out, with alittle experimentation not suggested by my
doctors and questioned by some of them, to be an asset.

Asis common with men of my age, | have a prostate problem that pers s after surgery to correct
itin 1986. It gets men up often at night. That interrupts deep.

| dso have what I’d never heard of, deep apnea. “Apned’is a Greek word. 1t means in rough
trandation that from time to time when we are adeep we do not bregthe. It isaso anillnessthat can cause
instantaneous deep a any unexpected moment. Even when driving acar.

With thework | fdt impelled to do in mind, after very little degp | was wide awake and could not
return to deep.

Segp goneacan be very serious, faid, and I'm told most who have it are not aware of it. Snoring
isusudly aclue, in men or women. For most people it can be corrected by smple surgery. But | am not,
according to al my doctors, a candidate for any other than the most urgently needed surgery. For meto
continue living my blood requires anticoagulaion. Without it my blood can clot and kill me.

One of my doctors will not even make anormd, everyday test he thinksisindicated because it is
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what the doctors call “invasive’” and can be dangerous for me.

| asked the family doctor for a prescription to help me stay adeep. | have no trouble getting to
deep. Asa precaution my wife consulted a medica handbook. We threw that prescription away. It is
contraindicated for my conditions and my other medications.

The same thing happened when | asked my cardiologist on my regular vist to him, for something
to help me stay adeep. We did not use that medication, either, for the same reason.

Our neurologist is dso an expert on deep disturbance. When he gave me a prescription | asked
him if it was ssfe for me.

“I don't know. | can’'t remember them all,” he said. “Ask the pharmacis.” When | asked the
pharmacist she dso said she did not know.

On my regular trip to the urologist a The Johns Hopkins Hospital in Baltimore | asked him.

“My God!” he exclamed. “That could kill you!”

This is ds0 a Sdebar on professona experts, even in medicine. It is, tragicdly, aso true of
historians with the assassinations.

But there is no doubt that | do have deep gpnea. It was confirmed by el@borate overnight deep
tests. Thefirst wasin anearby hospital one of the directors of the deep disturbance dlinic of which isour
neurologist. It was dso confirmed a The John Hopkins Hospita Seep Disturbance Center to which one
of the physicians | saw there referred to me.

The tests and the printouts are incredible!

At each hospital 25 dectrodes were attached to my body and even to my fingers. At Hopkinsa
sensor was additiondly snaked down into my throat on a wire through a nodtril. Each sheet of the

continuous printouts is about 15 inches square and they  stacked, at Hopkins, where | saw them about five
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inches high!

The computer dso does dl the wanted caculations. Like how often we bregthe, for how long eech
time, with how many interruptions and of how much length to each. It even evduates the qudity of the
deep.

So thereisno doubt at dl that | have deep gpnea and there is the certainty that medically nothing
can be done about it with me or with others who have the same or smilar problems and required
medications.

How, then, to cope with it? And how did me learning that make more productivity possble for me
when | am so old and frail?

(While thisexplainsit may aso be of help or of guidance to those in the same or Smilar Stuations,)

| decided that there had to be a psychologica component when | was wide awake with too little
deep and that this component must be related to my urge to do as much of my work as | can. That, |
believed, is what had me wide awake much too soon when | could aso return to deep rapidly before then.

One of my required medicationsisadiuretic. 1t isnormaly taken in the morning unless repested
doses are prescribed. | decided to try taking it before retiring so that there would be less to void after it
once awakened me. That worked, and with experimentation | learned what seemed to be the best time to
take it before retiring. Asaresult | was up less often, sometimes only once before getting up.

Because the time | was wide awake seemed to be about the same whenever | retired, with that
being psychologicd suggedting itsdf, | gradudly began retiring a little earlier each day. And that dso
worked.

So, while | averaged only about four hours of bed timewhilewriting NEVER AGAIN! by thetime

| finished what was published as Case Open | had increased that more than an hour on the average.
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(This changed radically in the early spring of 1996. | was then hospitaized with congestive heart
falure, rend insufficiency and internd bleeding. Discharged after two weeks | was again hospitaized two
months later, that time for dmost four weeks. Theloca hospital sent me to Johns Hopkins, regarding my
condition as that serious. Since then my body has wanted much more deep and has been getting it.)

When | waswriting NEVER AGAIN! | was sometimes wide awake by midnight, even a little

edlier.

Those early hours are never disturbed by phone cdls or vigtors. They are uninterrupted hours
when the mind is not intruded upon and it can work away. At least thet istrue with me.

My malil is heavy and because those who write me care | try to respond to al letters. Some of
those who read my books and have questions phone me. Less frequently than in the past, some of the
mediaaso do. So do teachers, bookstores, and those who want to know where they can get my books
or how. While my wife does dl the paperwork | do the packaging and mailing of books that are ordered.

Thisdl takes time and time from writing.

So dso do my medica needs. | cannot walk much a atime but Sx mornings aweek when | was
writing these two books | Ieft to wak a a shopping center usualy about five o' clock in the morning,
sometimes as early as about 4 o' clock. When my legs made me stop and rest | sat in the car, listened to
the stereo, and read the morning papers, abook or both until it seems safeto usemy legsagain. Then |
walked again. | do that for an hour and ahdf and then, three mornings returned home to work again.

The three other mornings | drive to the medica building in which the medicd |aboratory is located.

| have three blood testsaweek. | can get into that building by five-thirty and then | can wak and rest and
repest that, again reading while | rest, until the lab opened two hours later.

From the Lab | drove to my physica theragpy and after thet | returned home and to work..
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For dl the time these needs take -- and | aso take my wife shopping and occasondly we lunch out
-- and for al my time taken by extensive correspondence, phone cals and packaging and mailing books,
in two years, in addition to al my correspondence | wrote, in books and severd long articles, three-quarters

of amillion words! For the record for history, which | had set out to do.

Beginning when | was 79 and frall.

S0, the old saw, “every knock isaboost,” with me has some validity.
Insofar as getting it onto paper is concerned.

Getting it to the people is another matter.

With NEVER AGAIN! that could eedly have been in the bookstoresin July of 1993 long in effect

suppressed and with only about 70-75 percent of Case Open published.

NEVER AGAIN! Waslater announced for publication in September, 1994, without my being told

or even sent acopy of the noticeto thetrade. It wasn't. When | asked in early 1994 and got aresponse
that time | wastold it was ddlayed again, until March of 1995. Without regerd for the interests of the writer
or of the people, especidly those interested in the subject, but perhaps with regard for the damage of
accurate solid work could do the well-announced books to “ commemorate’ the 30th anniversary of the
assassnation. All of them are serioudy flawed in different ways and degrees.

Posner’s was the most designedly wrong on fact and in its contrived support of the officid
assassination mythology. Livingstone's mongtrosity is the gpotheoss of indecency. Others, as we have
seen, are as fraudulent as Posner’ s but in other ways. Mark Lan€e's, for example, has nothing at dl to do
with the fact of the nation. Others are works of unrestrained imagination and irrelevancy.

With NEVER AGAIN! as a stlandard for comparison, al would have done more poorly than

hoped for, asdl did, deservedly, in any event. They’d have done worse.
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With Case Open, Gdlen did not editing. He cleavered it like a butcher.

Whilethereaction to it is excelent most by far of it remains entirely unknown.

It was chopped into an incomplete exposure of Posner’s dishonesty.  His dishonesty was so
thorough even an entirely incomplete exposure of it is impressive to the severd hundred who wrote or
phoned within the first few monthsit was on sde.

There was only one way an gppropriate commentary on Posner’ s book could be done rapidly, or
least only one of which | thought. That isto treet it aswhat it IS, the chegp prosecution case of a backweter
shyster of an unscrupulous prosecutor who is smooth and facile with words and who is dso the embodiment

of the old Latin maxim, penis erectus sciam non habet.

The full book was powerful. It was an expose of much more than Posner, his most thoroughly
dishonest of al the books about or supposedly about the JFK nation.

Because it did in writing what a defense lawyer would have done in court it became the first book
that had as one of its purposes proving that Oswald was innocent -- based on the officid evidence only.

Aswithout question he was.

As without question is proven by my earlier books and the two excellent ones of those earlier

books, Sylvia Meagher’ s superb Accessories after the Fact (Bobbs, Merrill, Indiangpolis, 1967) and

Howard Roffman’s Presumed Guilty (Fairleigh-Dickinson Univeraty), Roffman’sis the best amplification

of dl.

It was not so much my purpose to exculpate Oswald. Rather that was inevitable in the utter
dedtruction of the shabby job of exceptiond and intended dishonesty Posner did in his shystered
prosecution case.

Itisinthis sensethat what | did is unprecedented, in the sense that it was adirect refutation of the
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aleged evidence, addressed that way and irrefutably -- | emphasize -- from the officid evidence itsdlf, to
which | restricted mysdif.

That which Posner corrupted when he did not bypassit with phony interviews of his own that could
and did serve no other purpose.

In the finest detall that iswhat | did -- with the officia evidence only.

| took Posner’ s false account of the dleged incriminating evidence and proved it wrong by writing
about it truthfully and with the use of the offidid evidence Posner knew about and lied about or was ignorant
of.

Posner’ s actud subject-matter knowledge cannot be gauged by his own representation of the work
he did because he did not begin to do what he clams to have done and because so much of the mediaso
excitedly praised him for doing what he did not do. Like indexing the Commission's 26 volumes of
testimony and exhibits, and estimated 10,000,000 words. None of the ecstatic media asked to see dl those
index cards. Fortunately for Posner and unfortunately for our history.

With or without guidance he read some of what he wanted or was told could make him a
prosecutor’s type case. Where the Commission’s published records abounds in refutation of what the
Commission said in its Report, that is unknown to Posner, from hisbook. So aso iswhat also servesthe
same purpose in the Commission’s unpublished records.

What isin Posner’ s own account most important in hisfraud of a book iswhat he plagiarized. Of
much of his pretended evidence of the crime, particularly of the shooting, it is doubly dishonest because he
used the dishonest work of Fallure Analyss Associates as his own work. With his pretended new timing
for the firgt shot he cribbed the faulty work of afifteen-year-old boy. Both of these arein sufficient detall
in Case Open. So dso is Posner’ s phony claimed basisfor his pretendedly scientific basis for saying that
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Oswad was a born assassin who spent his short life waiting for his historic moment.

Why thiswas doubly dishonest of Posner warrants repetition. Firdt it is because that disreputable
dhrink Renatus Hartogs swore to the exact opposite of what Posner atributes to him in his Warren
Commission testimony -- which Posner quotes from both sides of the page that holds Hartogs' testimony
that he said and meant no such thing asPosner attributed to him.  Secondly isit because dthough the record
of itispublic inthe New Y ork City court and in the media, Posner suppressed from his book the fact that
Hartogs was getting free sex from his women patients -- free to him-they paid for it -- until the court award
to one of them was $350,000.

| took up each of Posner’sdleged chain of proof and disproved it and disspated Posner’ s integrity
at the sametime.

On the dleged getting the rifle into the building.

On the dleged construction of the so-called “ Sniper’s Den” or “ Sniper’s Lair.”

On Oswdd's dleged flight from that sixth floor after the shooting.

Of hisdleged hiding of therifle.

On where he was when and who then saw him and who he saw.

On his encounter with the building manager and Ddlas policeman Marrion Baker in the building's
second-floor employees room with a coke machinein it.

On the shooting and which shot did what.

Onjust aout everything clamed to be incriminating.

The plain and smple truth is that the officid story does not stack.

Oswald could never have been convicted at tridl. The evidence aleged againgt him in fact rather

than as dleged was not enough to send the caseto ajury.
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By neither witnesses nor by any other means could Oswald be placed at the aleged scene of the
crime at the time of the crime.

There is evidence that he was not and that he could not have been.

This and more like it is what mustered as would have been done by a defense lawyer, thanks to
Posner’s misuses, dishonesties that include literary thievery, fabricated “proof” and “proof” just lied abot.

Thisiswhat Richard Galen said he wanted.

It iswhat he got.

And it iswhat he diminated from the book he copublished.

Heis an experienced and a successful lawyer. Lawyers ask the traditiona question, cui bono, or
who benefits?

The obvious answer that cannot be ignored is the government which did not investigate the crime
itsdf and foisted off on the people and on our history a knowing fase “solution” to what was correctly
known as “the crime of the century.”

By diminating most of the book and amogt al of this character the book was weskened
ggnificantly, not strengthened.

Its importance and its sales potentia were greatly weakened, not strengthened.

Its gutting was a benefit only to errant government.

The gutting included pictures that in themsalves are excul patory, too.

So, cui bono?
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