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To the Editors of the History Book Club:

In the Fall, 1993 edition of the History Book Club Review,
reviewer Sanford Levinson described Gerald Posner's Case Closed
(Randow House, New York, 1993) as & "rewarkable job of
investigating alwost every imaginable issve that could be raised
in regard to the (JFK) assassination". Levinson continued that
Case Closed is "well written and well argued" and that "Posner
bas seewmingly done 3ll of the reguired research" and stated that
"no credible evidence exists" that Lee Harvey Oswald "was part of
2@ conspiracy." Furtherwore, Levinson found that Posner disposes
of the "various claiws wade by opponents of theJione assassin
theory" and called bis validation of the single bullet theory
"wost impressive." Levinson went on to criticize books by Warren
Commission critics as being "wore tendentious than illuwinating
and not wortby of being offered to the Club's wmewbership."

Having read Coese Closed I wonder if ﬁr. Levinson éver read the

book.

I do not know Mr. Levinson or what bhis knowledge of the JFK
2ssassination is (be mwentions baving read Anthony Suwwer's
Conspiracy), but bis review of Case Closed reveals him to be
woefully ignorant on the subject as well 55 biased toward the
"lone-gunman-Oswald-was—-guilty" theory. His review shows both »
lack of iwmagination and an inability to review critically, as
shown by bis above cited statewents on "every iwmaginable issve"

and that Posner "bas seewingly done all of the reguired



research." 1In truth, Posner bas done little or.no research and
has wisrepresented both evidence and sources, sowething anyone
fewmiliar with the assassination and the research about it cannot
fail to notice. I wovuld suvggest to Mr. Levinson and the

History Book Club that "tenditious" is better than mendacious,
which is what an inforwed reading of Posner's Case Closed reveals
it to be.

It was bad enouvgb that the AMA cawe out in 1992 to support
the fictions pessed off as fact by the Warren Cowwmission, but it
is sad and intolerable that the History Book Club bhas taken 2
similar position. 1In recomwmending Posner's book, the Book Club
and its reviewer have supported a2 work of poorly researched
propaganda, plagiarisw and bad bistory. Posner's "research"

' wmakes 2 wockery of legitiwate historicel research. It is but
special pleading based on bighly selective evidence.

In svpport of wy contentions, and in bope of restoring the
History Book Club's reputation as a source for bhistory and not
fiction I take vp Levinson's challenge "to demonstrate. . ..the
flews in bis arguwment," including as well criticisw of Posner's
wethodology. It is wy bope that the History Book Club will never
8gain descend to recowwending as bistory suchb blatant
disinforwmation as Posner's book. After 211, you have your
reputation and that of bona fide historical research at stake.

My critigve will of necessity be by exswple, since an entire boock
covld be written in defense of the history and bistorical

research so waligned by Posner.

Unlike the reviewer and wuch of the wass wedia, guick to



greet Posner's book with accolades, svch as the "definitive work"
on the JFK assassination, I have spent the tiwe since the History
Book Club's reviewnot only reading Case Closed, but checking its

sovrces and footnotes against the Warren Cowmission Report

(1964), the House Select Cowmittee on Assassinations Report

(1979) and the wajor critical works on the assessination by
avthors svch s Mark Lene, Josiab Thowpson, Sylvia Meagber,
Harold Weisberg and David Lifton. What ewerges frow wy study is
my opinion that Posner wust suscribe the Aaron Burr's dictum that
truvth is "whatever is boldly asserted and plausibly weintained in
8 covrt of law." Except, that in Posner's case for the
prosecution against Oswald, there is no defense attorney, no
juvdge a2nd no jury to keep biw honest (as there vere not in the
Warren Commission bearings). To wake bis case, Posner vuses
selective evidence rather than the total evidence (as did the
Warren Cowmission), wisrepresents his "new proof" by Feailure
Analysis Associates, epologizes for errors by the CIA and FBI,
wmisrepresents eyewitness testimony, and leaves vnanswered the
problems of the "single bullet" theory bhe claims to solve.
Moreover, like the Warren Commission before bim, Posner does not
seek to answer to who killed JFK, but presents 2 prosecutor's
brief sgainst Lee Harvey Osweld, who was conveniently wurdered
before he could have bhis day in covurt.

Posner's wisrepresentations of evidence covld fill 2 book.
I shall point ouvt but three which will suffice as exawples.
First, to discredit the eyewvitness testiwony of Jean Hill, Posner

denies that Jackie Kennedy said, as Hill testified, "My God, he



(JFK) has been shot." Posner diswmisses Hill's testiwmony to this
effect in 2 single sentence: "Jackie and the car's four other
occupants deny she said anything." (Case Closed, p. 251). On the

contrary, 2s pointed ouvt by the Warren Commission Report,

(Longwmeadow Press edition, pp. 49, 50) and the Warren Cowmission

Hearings (The Witnesses: The Highlights of Hearings Before The

Warren Cowmmission On The Assassination Of President Kennedy:

Selected and Edited by The New York Timwes, Bantawm Books, 1964 pp.

98-101) not only did Jackie testify to bhaving said "My God, they
bave shot wy busband," but three of the four other occupants
(Governor John B. Connally, bis wife Nellie; and Secret Service
agent Roy Kellerman) corroborated her testimony. Posner's denial
of Hill's account cannot be 2 wistske on bis part since be claiwms
not only to bhave read the Warren Cowwission Report, but also the
entire 27 volumes of witness testimony evidence.

Second, in a footnote (pp. 395-396, Case Closed), Posner
states that Dallas Police Sargeant Patrick T. Dean's statewent
that Jack Ruby adwitted to having vsed the car rémp to gain
entrance to the Dallas Police station in order to kill Oswald was
corroborated by Secret Service agent Forrest Sorrells. The truth
is the exact opposite, as Posner should well know. Sorrells
contested Dean's statewent (which was not found even in Dean's
own original police report). Warren Cowmission counsel Burt
W.Griffin also disbelieved Dean, whom he called a2 liar after Dean
foiled » Cowmission polygrapb test on this very point (cf. The

Ruby Cover-Up, Seth Kantor, Zebra Books, New York 1992, pp. 19-

20, 222-223, 242-243; The Assassination of Jobn F. Kennedy:




Dates - Places - People, Jawes P. Duffy & Vincent L. Ricci, eds.,

Thunder's Mouth Press, New York, 1992, p. 154; Contract on

America: The Mafia Murder of President Jobn F. Kennedy, David

Scheiwm, Zebra Books, New York 1988, p. 184; Who's Who In The JFK

Assassination: An A-To-Z Encyclopedia, Michael Benson, A& Citadel

Press Book, Carcl Publisbing Group, New York 1993, p. 106).

Third, Posner iwplies that George de Mohrenschildt, a
Russian emigre mwember of the Dallas-Fort Worth "White Russian"
community, lied when be told the Warren Cowmission that be bhad
checked ovt Oswald with the CIA's Dowmestic Contact Division agent
in Dsllas, J. Walton Moore, receiving assurances that Oswald was
only & "barwless lunatic" becavse Moore left Dallass in 1961 "wore
than 2 year before Oswald even returned to the U.S." (Case
Closed, pp. 86-87). Once again, the truth of the wetter is the
exact opposite a2s is pointed out by forwer House Select Committee
on Assassinstions investigator Geeton Fonzi in bis book, The

Last Investigation (Thunder's Mouth Press, New York 1993, pp-

417-418). De Mobrenschildt stated in bis Warren Cowmmission
testimony that he bad checked on Oswald with agent Moore in late
1961, before Oswald's return to the U.S. in June, 1962, to be
informed that the-CIA had "an interest" in the ex-Marine
"defector." Raether than diswissing de Mobrenschildt's account,
as Posner does, this inforwation is evidence that the CIA did use
de Morhenschildt es Oswald's "bandler" or case officer (a= long
suspected by Warren Comwission critics) to the extent that they
set vp their contact well in advance of Oswald's

repatriotization.
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The svupposed bigh-point of Posner's Case Closed is his use
of Failure Analysis Associates' cowmputer "proof" of the Warren
Commission's "single bullet" theory (cf. Case Closed pp. 317n.-
318n., 330, 334, 339, 478, 482). Posner insinvates that this
study was prepared for his book, but in reality it was part of an
American Bar Association mock trial bheld in San Francisco in the
svmmer of 1992 and broadcast by Court TV. The purpose of the
ABA's wock trisl was not to prove or disprove the Warren
Commission findings in the Kennedy assassination, nor the
validity of the "single bullet" theory, but by vsing the JFK
case as an exawple, to show bhow evidence can be vsed to support
both prosecution and defense court presentations. In bhis wock
trial, Failure Analysis Associates presented cowputer stuvdies for
both the prosecvtion and the defense. They not only "proved" the
"single buvllet" theory as cited (without perwission or correct
attribution) by Posner, they also "proved" Oswald was innocent in
"proving"that the fatal head shot couvld not have been fired by an
assassin from the sixtbh floor of the Texas School Book Depository,

buvt wes fired frowm the "grassy knoll." (cf. Killing The Truth:

Deceit And Deception In The JFK Case, Harrison Edward

Livingstone, Carroll & Graf, Puvblishers, New York, 1993, pp. 206-
243, esp. pp. 228-230, n.p.243). Obviously, since Posner's
"drawatic new evidence" tells but half the story developed by
Failure Analysis Associates, bis vse of tbheir study is not only
rank plagiarism, but misrepresentation brazenly, deliberately and
shamelessly conceived. This brings to wind Mark Twain's sage

observation that there are three kinds of lies: "lies, dawn lies,



and stestistics."™ The Failure Analysis Associates waterial is, to
say the least, cancelled ovt by being on botbh sides of the
guestion. Posner should be roundly concewned for presenting
partial evidence as if it is the total evidence and
misrepresenting the vse for which it was designed.

Posner is, as should now be clearly evident, an vnscruvpuvlous
and mendaciovs apologist for the special pleadings of the Warren
Commission. He is also a blatant apologist for the sorry record
of the FBI and the CIA in the Kennedy "investigation". For
exawple, Posner attewpts to explain away the belief of critics
that an Oswald imposter ratber than Oswald biwself visited the
Cuban and Soviet Embassies.in Mexico City in Septewber, 1963.
Both Posner and The Warren Commission state that the real Oswald
made these visits. Posner ascribing any doubts about this as @
"significant CIA blunder that the Agency bas never completely
clarified" (cf Case Closed, pp- 186-187). As if the CIA's
transmission of 2 non-lookalike "Oswald" photo to the Warren
Commission as proof of Oswald's presence in Mexico City covld be
clarified! The truth is that not even FBI Director J. Edgar
Hoover himself believed the CIA's "Oswald Mexico City" trip

story, @s is revealed by a top-secret five page wemo Hoover sent

-to Secret Service Chief Jawes J. Rowley on Novewmber 24, 1963

stating that this Mexico City "Oswald" was an iwposter. Hoover's
own belief that Oswald wes iwpersonated in Mexico City bas been
available since 1975 when attorney and Warren Commission critic

Mark Lane won this memo's release in a Freedow of Inforwation

svit (cf. The Kennedy Contract, Jobn H. Davis, Harper Paperbacks,




New York, 1993, pp. 127-128). Hoover's initial position was
corroborated by the House Select Cowmittee On Assassinations
Lopez Report, but that report was withbeld and classified by the
CIA on "grounds of national security", none of which is revealed
by Posner.

As for the FBI, Posner attewpts to excuse the fact that not
only did the Bureav give the Warren Cowmission copies of Oswald's
address book with Dallss FBI agent Jemes P. Hosty, Jr's name,
address, telepbone numwber and license-plate nuwber deleted, but
omitted any reference at all to agent Hosty as an FBI typist's
"error". He also excuses Hosty's destruvction of & November 13,
1963 note from Oswald to Hosty as "not evidence of & conspiracy
or a coverup" but werely as FBI "negligence" (Case Closed, cf.
pp. 210, 210n, 214-216). It strains belief that tbe coincidences
of "typist error"™ and FBI "negligence" about the Hosty-Oswald
relationship (which was not revealed until 1975) does not conceal
something which would, at the very least "embarrass the Bureauv".

Posner, thouvgh bhe continuvovsly misrepresents eye-witness
testimony to bolster bhis "cese" agesinst Oswald, makes a great
pretense to objectivity. He writes that "testimony closer to the
event must be given greater weight than changes or additions made
years later, wben the witnesses own wewory is often muddied or
inflvenced by television prograws, filws, books and discussions
with otbhers". (Case Closed, p. 235). This is a position with
which szlwost everyone would agree, yet in a footnote on the very
same page, Posner seeks to discredit those witnesses whose

initial beliefs were that the fatal shot (or shots) cawe from the
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grassy knoll, stating that "bvman observation can be notoriously
vnreliable." He then introduces "several people", otherwise
vnidentified, wbo claiwmed to bave seen the qssassination yet who
never testified or told their stories vuntil be interviewed thew.
Guess what? Thkey support bis theory that 2ll the shots cemwe

from the Texas Book Depository, none frow the grassy knoll (Case

Closed, pp. 261-262). Posner's position is clearly that anything

that discredits his theory cen be diswmissed. Anything that
suvpports bis beliefs is to be included, despite his pretense to
objectivity. Despite Posner's transparent attewpts to fit the
witnesses' observaetions into svpport for the "lone assassin
theory", Josiab Thowpson's observation that "not one of those
several hundred witnesses (in Dealey Plaza) saw the assassination
2s the Warren Cowwission believed it beappened; not one believed
that @ single bullet wounded both the President and the Governor.

. "(Six Seconds In Dallas, Berkeley Publishing Corporation, New

York, 1976, p. 73) is supported by the evidence given by the
wajority of the witnesses at the tiwe (of ibid, pp. 318-346, 27-
30).

In svpport of the "single bullet" theory, Posner tacitly
credits the Warren Commissions' "explanation" for the discrepancy
between bullet bholes in JFK's clothing (5-3/8 belovw the top of
his svit coller) and what it describes as & rear neck wound. The
Cowmmission bheld that Kennedy's clothing "bunched vp" while bhe was
waving, and Posner states that JFK's back wound was "actvally

bigher" than "four inches down from the right shovlder" (Case

Clesed, p. 321). It is essential to the Cowmmissions's (and



Posner's) case thaet JFK was bit in the back of bhis neck rather
than in bis back for the alignwent of 2 rifle shot frow the sixth
floor of the Texas School Book Depository to exit from his throat
and go on to cause 211 the non-fatal wounds‘to Gov. Connally.
This contention wass decisively disproven as early as 1967 in the

first printing of Josiab Thowpson's Six Seconds In Dallas

Thowpson vsed a slide taken by eye-witness Phil Willis (Willis
slide #5), @& rear view of JFK waving, which shows incontestably
that the President's forw-fitting svit did not crease, wuch less
"bunch vp" 2s be waved. (Thowpson, op.cit., pp. 54n., 99n. #1,
280-281). It is clear that the bullet holes in JFK's clothing
did correspond to bis actval wounds, and that the Warren
Commission and Posner are wrong to describe his rear wound as 2
neck raether then & back wound. If Posner did the research he
claims to have done, be knows this.

The other major contention about the "single bullet" tbeory
is the Warren Cowwmission's acceptance of the bullet found at
Parkland Hospital Commission Exbibit No. 399) as being that
single bullet which caused all seven non-fatal wounds to JFK and
Gov. Connelly, despite gaps in the chain of possession of this
vitazl piece of evidence (Darrel Towlinson, the Parkland ewployee
who found the bullet at the hospital was unable to identify
Commission Exbibit No. 399 as being the bullet he found).(cf.
Duffy & Ricci, op cit., pp. 465-466, 294-295.) Various critics
bave wade guite a convincing case that this bullet is too
"pristine" or undamaged to have caused so wany wounds, especially

the one that broke Connally's right wrist, and that wore grains

10



of lead remained in Connally's thigh alone than are wissing frow
the so-called "magic" bullet. While I tend to agree with the
critic's position, for sake of arguwment I am willing to concede
that Cowmission Exhibit No. 399 is the “single bvllet", remaining
virtvally intact, depite a slight flattening of its base. If
this be true, and all the shots were fired by "Oswald's" 6.5
caliber Mannlicher-Carceno rifle, why did the fatal bullet that
hit JFK in the bead killing hiw fragment? Svrely skull bone is
not ss hard as rib, wrist and thigh bone! 1I've read that JFK
could be "hard-beaded", but this defies credibility. The three
shells and one live round "found" at the sixth floor of the Texas
School Book Depository were 211 military-jacketed, if these were
the only shots fired, all the bullets should hagf behaved
similarly. But, if Commission Exbibit No. 399 is the "single
bullet", it then seems iwpossible that a siwilar such durable
bullet would fragment werely vpon hitting the President's head.
Trve to form, Posner does not even consider this probleﬁ, which
ehouvld be self-evident to anyone bent on a definitive solution.
Case Closed does not live vp to its nawe. It is 2 shoddy
work, rife with error, wisrepresentation and relies vpon evidence
selected to make its case, ignoring the total evidence. Its
coméuter evidence is both plagisrized and wisrepresented. How
any knowledgeable reviewer couvld find it "definitive" is beyond
me. It is obvious that anyone who does so has read it without
any background on the JFK assassination as wvell as without =
critical eye, and has been overwhelwed with its footnotes,

failing to check their sovrces. In truth, far frow closing the
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case, it raises wore guestions about it. Hopefully, sowe of the
same "investigative" journalists and tv reporters who excoriated
Oliver Stone's "JFK" (it was just a movie folks!) will save some
of their ire for those, who like Posner, attewpt to rehabilitate
the fiction of the Warren Commission Report. The media woguls
should vse some of their "investigative journalism" expertise to
relegate such pap to the fairy tale sections of their libraries,
where it belongs, and instead dewand real answers to the still
vnsolved guestions of who killed JFK and why. Mr. Posner may
have won some court cases as a "Wall Street lawyer", but bis book
is poorly researched and poorer history, never rising above
special pleading and descending to 2 total disregard for the
standards of bistorical research and the truth. .~ The JFK case is

not closed.
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