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Déja vu A
Itisimpossibleto read Gerald Posner's bookCascClmedwnhomadxmmofdéjiw.Aﬁer
a few chapters and reading of the notes You realise what itis: thehookishtﬂcmorethanaregurgztaﬁon
ofthe l964WarrenReporrandhas;ustaboutﬂ1csameammmofcmdibﬂny 'I‘haustqs_ayvirmallynme.

This was mnforcedwhenlsawmeauﬂnrnnuwewedspmofﬂwBBCTlemewnsh
pmgmmme,TheMymnousLeeHarqumld.bmadcastaspmafﬂn S,‘uﬂrtyymmmnb:m
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of the murder. IamunahletoruistﬂwobservanonﬂmPomand wereperﬁectlyaﬂted
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in style and intent. Both are unequivocal attempts to divert an Oswal «allcged serious
persommydefectsuﬂnexpenseofmexamxmnmofmdmm:lgﬂt. it ev'mmmpd
to disinter Priscilla McMillan-Johnson, a "journalist” who i ‘ ; his so-called

defecuomuMoscochm]]m-Johnsmhaslnngbemwspecmd y reputable ressarchers asbemgan
Amencanmlhgmcwomact. e ; J%mew 3 AR
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nansaﬂannccoordmaumofAmencmaMBnuahune]hgc:m i ,mdﬂurcomactsinmemedia.
But that is another story. SO S5 2 leane' W

Rxghzatthesmmnsmpommtopomroutagmnmatpoamdoaﬁnlemoreﬁmmpeatmuch
of the discredited Warren Report. Its all there ... the witnesses who saw Something else are all wrong,
mistaken, lying or even lunatic ... Oswald was a "lone nut" (presumably like Sirthan Sirhari, James Earl
Ray, Arthur Bremer, Mark Hinckley et al.) .. memnglebtﬂletﬂmxywoxts ‘% John Kennedy's body
cmﬂddenyNewmnsLawsofMouonwhmuwashubybuﬂels mealmpsyx-mysmdplnmgraphs
aren't forged .. mlsomadnauseunmmﬂynmemmd:pmsﬁommehponuwhmhesays
nmxssedsomettungthatmfactremfomesxtsﬁndmgs.?omnmn Pprovides the : “
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case. Virtually everything else he writes can be refuted in the same ; .3"3?31;:5 rittoa “logH . A
wuumwmmgmmmnMummgémmmm}aWWy
dcanmthmdlapterMaIﬂAppmdixA."ncBamsucsofAsassmum " Posner has a wonderful line

e

mﬂlmdmcehare.hemmengmmnormvemsu_Aniﬂummanngcxmplexsﬂrso—cnﬂedsinglebuﬂst

mmmnﬁamumemwadwmamuymmtofxmmdysmwrmmmmgh
 itis to a case for conspiracy) and consider Posner’s "computer analysis™ ofmemnupath.Awordmg
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1o him it goes in a straight line from Kennedy's back through his neck, into Connally's back, through
Connally’s side, "slightly deflects” off a rib, hits Connally's right wrist and ricochets into the lower left
thigh. There is no mention atallofacmalanglesofnajeaoryofthcwomds.orpreciselyhowﬂn
Pmﬁdmfswwasbcmdmrmlaﬂaﬁmwm.mmwwmmﬂnmofﬂn
Aocordin.gtoPommeu-ajectoﬁuwmcalmlmedby“ ... working backwards from ... the
postures of Kennedy and Connally at the precise moment of impact’ (my emphasis) by enhancement
ofmez.apmderﬁlm.'l‘hisisimpossible.lohnKmdyistﬁddcnﬁomvicwhyaStmnmmsFmeway
madsigrmthepmctsemamemq’bnpactofﬂrshotaﬂegedlym:singﬂnﬁrst(back)woundtothe
PMMMWSMWWMMMWMmWCmm
points for his "analysis. 'Thcﬂgm-m-leﬁangleufmjecm:yofmesbotisdealtwimbyfabﬁcaﬁngmc
sitting position of Governor Connally atthe moment of impact in his back, alocation completely atodds
with the Zapruder film and Connally's own testimony. -~ i

In fact both the Warren Commission and the HSCA had difficulty with trajectory calculations.
But both at least made a cursory gesture to scientific calculation. - -

Even the Report didn't attempt Posner's ludicrous nonsense: it managed to misrepresent the
surveyor's report of the trajectory angles but still expressed interesting differences —-about 17 degrees
downward through John Kennedy and 25 degrees downward through John Connally, allowing fora
downward slope of 3.9 degrees in Elm Street. The lauerangle isa difference of 8 degreestothe firstangle,
adifference of forty-seven percent. Bynostretch of imagination could this be called "slight." In addition,

the downward angle through Connally is measured from point of entry to point of exit, which indicates
a straight bullet path with no deflection, not even for hitting the rib. On this basis Kennedy and Connally
were clearly hit by separate bullets frmpsepamicﬁrmgbosimnsmmewar.ipmfactomdemeofmnm

than one gunman and thus of ame?my;w 'all of this }oo A e
 In fact it destroys the single buliet theory because a bullet going dowrward into John Kennedy
7 whenit entered his back could not possibly exit athis shirt collar line even if you accept the back wound
entry point stated ir the Report or the absurdly misleading graphic illustrations in Posner's Appendix A.
* A bullet travelling downward into John Kennedy's back could only €xit through his chest. The same
“argumenit applied o a head wound inflicted fromn the ea would result in massive facial damage. The
head wound could only have been caused from the rear if the angle of trajectory was much flatter; this
implies yet another firing position at a much lower level thar the Sixth floor of the Book Depository.
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- . Itis also important to note the language used here. Posner refers to a" .. neck/shoulder wound.."

These weasel words match those of the Repor, which itles a felevant paragraph as The President’s Neck

Wounds. There is a carefully suucmmdamp:iang\i_g@?m';wérﬂgpdqﬁiy&om the concept
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of aback wound because itiseasierto visualisea frontexit wound inthe neck if theentry woundislocated

in the back of the neck. Despite this, even the Report places the back wound at five and three-¢ighths
imhmelowmwpwnwwmmummmpmwfmmﬁmﬁgnofmgmmm
Measure ityoulself.mbcaﬁonismﬂnbachpeqise!yhasdésqibedbySecmSewice‘agthlmn
Bennett from nismﬁmm&nfouw-wm.mmmgmm'&ﬁsiswammmakmwim

HoweverMsimaginaﬁomqallymls‘nway’ﬁtp_lﬁmihlisqxplanaﬁmofﬂc'ﬁomldtolm
Tague's cheek. It will be recalled that James Tague'was standing five hundred and twenty feet away from
the Book Despository at the overpass bridge and received & glancing wound when a bullet or bullet
fragment hit the concrete curbnext to him. He was hiteither by the ricochet of a bullet/fragment or a chip
from the curb. Essentially Posner implies this was éaused by the first shot, which he says Oswald "might
have" fired through the branches of a live oak tree immediately after the President's car tumed from
HmsmnSueammEmSneeLAmdinngomﬂmhmcthitaMmchmﬁdrhadwmsemmd
from the copper jacket. The coppe:'jadcetﬂn;hit_li‘:l:p“avélnembdow and the lead core ricochetted
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across Dealey Plaza and struck the curb in front of Tague.' += 5ty wilm8ln - HLL0 o
(Itmmportam:ommﬂatﬂuspom&atﬂnsﬁmhasmbemmdmOswaldmsuppomheWm
Commission conclusion of one gunman, three shots, two hits and a miss. This is also why Commission
apologists like Posner also have to say one bullet went through Kennedy and Connally and caused seven
wounds. This is the only way to explain everything. If any part of the explanauon fmlsﬂmmewhole
story collapses.)
WhaxlsPosmr'smdmbrﬂnsmphcmn’hammwmﬂlmmmmcaubm
contained only lead traces. The rest of his conclusion is buttressed by various suppositions of what is
likely to happen if a bullet hits a tree branch, There is nothing else except eye witness reports of a bullet
strike against the pavement, reports which are just aslikely to support some researchers' contentions that .
this was a nervous and hasty shot from the Dal-Tex Building. There are no reports of anykind of damage
to the tree or witness reports of dislodged foliage during the shooting, an entirely unlikely scenario in
view of the number of people who were standing right beneath its branches. In addition the angle of
dcﬂemmwoﬂdhvembesubs:muﬂ(myﬂnnghuwwnmmdlﬁdegm)asmeanegdmwﬂd
firing position was immediately above the tree. The impact of such a deflection would surely remove
alargcp:eccofbmmhanda:lcastsomcfohage.mangleof:mpactonmcmrbmmTaguewould
havcpmduoedmdmgmedsmkemmhwaﬂabkphowgmphsshowamlmdmarhwmmmm
suggestsmenmofunpactonmewrbwasatngmanglﬁ :
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Afterall mzs.Posnerﬁnanydlsappearsmmmsownmwnsistmcywhmlwwmesmpagem
... Oswald fired the first shot . befomttzmblockadhisvww“‘lhsnsﬂueqmvalunofanowngoal
in football. Fonfthcmaedldm:blockhxsvewhowcmndhehuusbmmlms‘?m\dlfhcdxdlmits

bmncheshowcanwebehevchebadlymssedmchardanvdymyslmmmmdedm
spectacularly with two relatively much more difficult shom?The “proposition mmply deﬁcs common

mwpemaﬂymkn\gmmwnsdmnmmwaldskmwnpoorww “..~-. A L )
. S0 why does Posner make this implication? The answer domes ‘fhe“endof:m”él:vampamge.

alsoonpage323 msmxesolvcllmnomnmzsnmmg;mhlﬂn ftﬁcslmts mplmgofmeﬁmslm

_ atduslocanonambles?ommsucmhﬂmwennumeofﬂnﬂmlgﬁom4.5ms4mconds.'l‘lms
'mcmalmalboltamonofmenﬂeOOIﬂdbeworkedfurﬂeré"&hots the available time, something

panmﬂyxmpossiblemmeWanchportandﬂnmofm‘a'ﬁiongmldoubrs.mmmm
a conclusion from a combination of supposition and implication ™S aliTE Hocst uith bty o
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Nowhaelsumoremdmmmmhlsucamem of witnesses timwi]lm:'tts:retl:f:I’osm.al-:mcl
Warren Report party line. ImennoncdeaﬂmrlnsdmussalofSecmSemceAganGlcmBaMs
testimony. Another prime examplensh:sueannemof memdence of IullaAnn Mercer who says she
sawtwomenmauuckmDealeyPlamoml':monnngofth:gmassumnon.Acoordu'lgmha' the first
wasJackRubyandﬂwsecondwasLeeOswald.Mmsayssimsawommammdnﬂeup
uwgmssyhmn.Pomcrsaysﬂnsmoqwas"d:saedued'mﬂmweeksofthcmmda How? Well, by
the Warren Commission says the author. He carefully avoids the fact that Mercer identified Rubybefare
hckilledOswaldmcltoﬂ'ﬂsdayrepeatsmatherstammtsasmmrdedbyﬂ:eWanenComnussmnhave
bemalmradandhers:gmnneforged. EAEALY W h‘ﬂ“—rﬂ"*m" =
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Mﬂnmmﬂwmmes&JolmPowen,mﬂEDauasCmmtyJaﬂmmavwwofDeﬂeyleam
the Book Depository. Posnrmakesmud:ofthefactthatmcenwasa "mental ward" and another was
fordmnmmcenmmmemostfavourableaspecthad dmywmdows with a "mesh grid" and was
full of "mental patients. "Poweﬂ.:t:snmphed.lndpwwwslybemanmgnedon"lunacychmgw. There
malotof&nshndofvulgaxmnumdosdauaedmmughomPWswnmg.lmacleargwcawayof
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his true intentions - intellectual dishonesty and smear tactics.

Itevmexmndstoﬂnchapteruﬂﬁ.mworstmplmsm:

"'I‘lnBestRchgwnlsConunumsn.

"Hunter Of Fascists. "

"Hands Off Cuba. "

"QOur Papa Is Out Of His Mind."

"His Mood Was Bad."

"He Looks Like A Maniac."

"He Had A Death Look." VR i

WhaePomacummmmakeslymphmomhemplylgmmalmmemdm
Mmmanyexamplesbutﬂﬂsismwhmemnwglmngmmmmsueamofmmmwho
testified to other shooting locations, Typically, the evidence of Mary Woodward is completely excluded
from the book. Woodward was a reporter with The Dallas Morning News. She was in Elm Street as the
President's carapproached; slmheudashotfmmﬂmgmssyhnﬂbelnndhera:ﬂﬂmmforgmblysaw
theimpactofth:faxalheadwound.Sheunnwdmmlymstmhuofﬁceandﬁledﬂwm:ybjorcme'
Prmdent’sdeaﬂ:wasanmuncada:ﬂltwasamallymdudedhlmeeaﬂyedmms.onlymbemmdmwn
by the editor later. Nocxplmahonofﬂnsacuunhaseverbeenfonhnommg.lkc?omersbooknm
typncalofﬂnhndofnnwmdoemorslﬂpmedndswmdlhaveoperawdinﬂncase. Ty
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discredited: this book is little more than Repor 2. 5%&%,3«@” M e
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