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~HCASE-CHOSED!
All hail Gerald Posner!
He hag donéfhe impossible - what had not been done in thirty years!
He solved the JFK a.ssassinationjcase. what the Whrren Commission, the FBI, the
CIA and all those other government agencies, and all the others who have uritten on
the subject (which for almost all means more or less om!the subject), those Posner =
eriticiedizes and condemns throughout, were not gble to doe
Thus, with his characteristoc modesty, his title, Case ?lieied.(
A1l the major media seems to agrees There is virtual combat 'E:;J get him on the tube.
nelas S

Lven the CIA p:.r.'l:ched il by arranging for its priz /an hidden EGB defector, Yi

/9IE
Turi Nosenko, appeared wi'l:h Posner on the 8ugust 27 /20, Brokaw hqd him on NBC, Even

.

Marina Bswald, who for p@ years has dlaageé%trongly with Posner's #Case Closed®
solutuun, that alone and unaggisted, her late husm did it all, helped him.'ﬂ-i ﬁM‘M
Mm\ W, Wig o TV av hkmm.‘,#% o )

Hééb;ee Iiedia notables were so excited in ance of publicafion that they jewelled
the dust jacket with virtually unprecedented praises.

David Wise hesatda—horalded it as the long-overdue "viice of sanity, " as‘{u'il-i-
liantly researched,mmd utterly convincing and compelling,"

Frederick Dannen (author ot Hit Men) proclaimed "This book really does close the
case." Displaying his detailed and intimate kmowledge of the writing in the field, :
Danney is ecstatic becauge Posner, "for the firs;l: time ever, presents an adcount af
the ennedy assassination devoid of speculation.” (Did he read the book?)

App?rently William Styron did not read Dannen's hosannah bece.@se /g:?oaner's

) e 1
analysis, "a brilliant and meticulous analysis," and one man's analysis is another man's

Wspeculation 2
M an indeed
Stl:e gen Ambrose is a bit cagier, although he does conclude that "This case been

closed by Mr. Posner's work," Mt is his work is worth remembcring,) .

'Amzbose" must £ ! ier—booksy like perbaps—his-Hengzeles

Ofywhat he 53

rimented on human beings alread

14



Ambrose must have had one of Posner's earlier books in mind in spealking of
Case Closed as the wufk of "a single researcher, working alone." Posner himself, J.t%;he
half of his dedicat::j ;Z his wife Trisha, says she is his _;i_-ﬁparmer'; and two are
not "a single researcher.” In describing the book as "a model of historical research"

dnbrose was apparently so overwhelmed by Posner's representation of what he had d.tm_gt

and read in about a year that he did not even ask himself if that i.’_s ” ssible for,
of s§ books , weth

" ay'eingle researcher!"- all those interviews, all that travel, all that reading] of

185860 ten million words in the Jarren Commission twenty-six volumes of appendix

alone At
1besiclega its nine-hundred page re Report, &nd indexing that massive appendix too.

b of e WA e e < M,,‘,,ijq?.{%ﬁj&m
ibing all of this and the time of the writing as & mere "model” Falls far short
of an adequate descrizstion of the impossible. | .o
Tom Wicker begins his encomium referring to all thtra .]Jiterature on the subject,
as does Posner, fas of "one Kennedy assassination cuns-m.racy after another," which both
know not to be true, refers to them all as #/dishonest," a word that will come back to
haunt, and concludes,"\the case of JFK is indeed closed,"

Impressive as is this indictment of all those who failed or erred, hundreds of mmks

Z

books and their authors, it was inadequate fron for Random House.



under. Hj;klepls-«eathﬁmnp[c—dea‘hh-camp—tMS; —Pomer-saiﬂ—not—qué—teﬂeasa_clasgg:gﬁ
Lo )
ing. He is a case-celser and he s admits it himself. But in tiis

Y

i A
ok, which A’%rose missed if he\ead it, Posner says his wife Irigha is his "partner."

Tow Wicker concluded his encomium that begins, as Posner's book would lead one to
believe, that all the:ssassination literature is of theorized conspiracies, by saying

e

that thanks to Posner, " the case of JFK is indeed closeds"

That this lacks didime cditing, as the book lacks peer review acknowledgements,

nobody at Random House picked up., But then they were not the picker-uppers; Posner
Wase

A W
F——-—’I‘he publishefl’ broa.%ned it a ‘uit; adding "the Warren Commission (to whose who) erred.

Lomdvvin / : {g
Perhaps not without reason i does not include the FBI and the CI&, But
does begin h:'@ pitch with Talse modesty and unequivocally by safing that "Affer
thirty years, C_E_se Closed finally succeeds where hungreds of other books ( considerable

fewer than Posner's p“l’/’b{ )and investigations have failed = it resolves the greatest

murder mystery of ou¥ time, the assassination of JFK,"

s e achieve m mid < gz:ﬁ}t?'ﬁ L ‘
# of aﬁdom House s“aﬁ_’a—maﬂe-ifb}—’ﬁﬁfb—];—ﬁ('with one
TR fJaJiJ Wi gt o g Whit Ea MM’HW‘”‘/

dnatence it is true of none of }rhat gyt all-but—one—vfWhat
[oomg 2 Sohitgd ?ﬁ»tmﬂ The Lifzer . Aby L },,uu Monys /
Po 2\ " his book upon is not nev,
B wwi el e V! “wn, {f ynfruo Qﬁ jﬁ
amr‘itﬁ— becal sed. n
Al /vy

] e—"seientific compubter-enchancement of film and

evidenee,"
alet 2 dust-®m_jacket,

Here Random Houserﬁotes Stephen Amrose4 saying what 1—5 saved from mis/back—cover

blurb, "Mr, Posper's chapter on the single bullet is a tour de forece, absolutely brilliant,
| .
absolutely convincing." We y// A, ?4’

as particular

several weeks.

Posner's use of them is not quite in accord with all these-ecstacies of wonderhes

-

x'/-



Random House singles out as new "startling details from his (Oswald's) classi-
fied KGB file" as it does in referring to some of the book's Oswald content as "told
for the first time bj the KGB agent who handled his case:‘ABC-TV News had access to
e same supposedly "clagsified KGB file" and broadé?t it months before the book
appeared éjhd that former KGB agent, former by almost three ecades, did not "handle"
Oswald's case., His importance is that he knew about it and for a short é%iod of tﬁqi
after the assassination had and read the "case" file when it was retrieved from Hinék
?ﬂ for that agent, Yuri Nosenko, who was based in Hoscow.

There ig no "revelation" in the book that Posner got from Nosenko, who was a gift
his integrity. *

What Pésner used from the KGB is not quite in accord with all those ecstacies

of wonderment resplendent in the blurbing.
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His "orilliantly rssearched" book, David Wjse's words, "meticulous," William ﬁ'tyron's,

"model of histprical.research," Stephen Ambrose's, and "deliberate, detailed, thoroughly
" 16R" it

documented," Tom Bicker's, does not include published THem—Fhenm in 197%. 4nd

Posner has that boolk.

# Returning g:‘: those "secret files" in Random House's cljam, and to what Posner

leuned,m? to th: CIA from "the KBG agent who handled his case," perhaps
no more than the usual publ.‘i.sheg:jr' Aexcess in referring to NHosenko, Posner's book says that
Oswald and Oswald alone weaswgs—ehe was the assassin. Nofneko disduted this,lelling the

ned
20/20 audience rtHat O8wald fould not hit the side of a barn doo¥ with a shotgun, leave

alone a rilfe, W Lt M/IVW(,/{\UVRW Asgaidnn.
Howewex, what Random House refers 1:9/.15 "the latest scientif:.c and computer enhance-—

ments" &e the key, in Posner' s own words (pages 321-2), to bﬁ\,"aolution to "the

Al
greatest murder mystery of all tj_me'-}ww’-"a i bt MG{ fhe (Ao,

Bhis adse gets to Ambrose's "tour de forge',) Posner's proof of the single-bullet theory

that is quintessential to the official "solution" to the crime il 4 F r:MuM:o,

._r.: - ’,F‘!

prsey | '
g’Posmer sets right doim , ii that can be said of what he first mentiongfl half-

vay thro the boolk, J.nclu.d:l.nb appendices, notes, acknowledgements, bibliography and
it e/ b‘ﬁ/wﬁ wd A abworal (o tid s MWmﬂtitdﬁw Fed7

:mdex;/

"Beginning at @ame 160 (of that ed Zapruder film), a ybdung girl in a red skirt

ess than 1.5 seconds later, the enhancement clearly shows that she has stopped, ¥

twisted completely aZoum@ away from the motorcade,and was st back at the School
Book uepository. That girl was ten-year—old Rosemary Williﬁ!!. . v ¢

Pyo'r\-h
Let us pause here to be certain it is clearly understood thatCall this ¢s zem

. : Then/ e
ind to a =we swergweet 1ITTIS\ten-year old 35_1'1 Hes®, nov married and a school teacher,

e s P
f,ﬁ.'bmbuté:gg- his new evidence that "closes" the case to "Ne uder enhancements?,

-



Abraham uapru.de vas a Dallas manufacturer of women's clothes. His place of

' ”‘f -
business was: in"'bfﬁ‘%al—‘l'ex Building. It is pacross Houston Street at Elm, on the north-
east corner of what is called Dealey Plaza. OM the other side of Houston Street also at
Elm is the Texas Schoulﬂ Book Depository Buildingfin which Oswald worked and from which

o —

_Posner says Oswald fired the three shof s of the assassination, as domx the official
accounts of the crime, (% of the FBI and the Secret Service are not identical with
that of the Presidential Commission appointed by President fyndon Johnson to investi- 1

& R Ao itk an ap o WV W)
D ey o o crgechymonien Ko e N

Iy At
Zapruder, saiﬁ\d_mg athp a’concrete struc-l:ure to the weast of the TSHED building,

L

used a :ﬁell & Howell eight millimeter motion picture camera in photographing what became
the most iportant s:inglé piece of photographic evidence of the riime and the official
+ime—orek clock of it. liption pictures are really a series of individuel pictures
called "frames," That film of that era was only about T ;n.Ms:.xthenth of an inch wide.
Zapruder assn.gnwent his rights to his film to the TI.I]EE/LIF‘E publishing giante
It proved provided thyity-five millimeter color slidesfto the Commission. Enlargements
of some of those %ames i;i'e made for the Commission by the FBI laboratory.They became.
Commission Exhibit (CE) 885, published in the Commission's Volume XVIII of those twenty-
six volumes of appendix)on pages one to eighty-five, inclusive. (18H1-85). They are

puh{ished two to a page. 45 I brought to light in the second of my six published books

on the JIK assassination, Whiteuash II: The FBI-Secret Service Coverup { 966)f0r an
ﬂ"dd M(A bt
unexplained reason the Comm:.sz.on, failed to publigh the 1ast nine ox Those fra.meg. Aﬁ

the result of my exposing this, those Bemes were added to the ﬁ_‘ rays of them l:u the

lational drchn.ves in Washington, where they cand be projected, reviewed and studied as

in 1966 and #arly 1967 I a1al The fr hivedo "”f""'“ﬁ”ﬂ/m al g rze '7/;“" gty
%ZM
Before long most of poor quality, appeared and were .themselves dupli-
bt A,

A0 A

cated. Posner does not EAyX ﬂlell his readers any of this, per ps;1 dica  rush in

the\/fz‘.ting and editing of his book for appeqrance before it was scheduled to appears. He
also does not say what copy of the film he had enhanced, whether it was the original

R
that after scandals about the film and qextraordimarily high charged made for its use,



~ P
in
was deposited mk the Archives. Because Zapruder's Wﬁ
large—eherges—for—use—af—the—Lidn @Oﬂ House requ:.red(pe“"— sion to use
any version of that film. The more remote from the original the cch of the film used
&s the greater the loss in clarity.
Q/ When motion picture £ilm is projected for-e=wiw viewing, those indjvidual Framl frames
are moved Wi& a sprocket whose teeth e¥gage rect.ngular holes Tmzkbergx cut into
the film when it is manufactuered. =
What Posner also keeps secret in his "deliberate, detailed, thoroughly &
documented" and "conclusive" book thai'f"-is such " a model of historical research" is
that a little more than twenty percent of the image captured on the film is not seen
when the film is projected or when it is duplicated in auttmatic copying machibes.
Keeping the this secret is an absoli]e essential to Posner's interpretation of what

{ T
he says is the_'enhe.ncement of the film that is the basis for his "closing" of the "case."

In any honest examination of the film Jand its meaning and the timing of the shooting,

this fmxge twenty percent of the image that is‘ltis‘t vhen the film is projjected is also
2 “edaenitol
; ey
an absoﬂte eggential in the Sdmins Decause %Ids‘, evi aqnce not ,#eeen on projection.
. N ; hen .
This relates to thirtysfive millimeter p:l.ctures {lmne by a bystander, Phil Willis.
e
When he had -bgcen- the fifth of the series of thesa pictures Te Tock is established
MWW‘L’)
beyond question in the miy in that part of the film not seen on projectione I
brought this to light in my second book, in 1966, E has not been contradicted and
Posner has that book. He raised no questions avout it with me. I obtained about a gquarter
of a million pages of once=uwithheld official records, mostly those of the FBI, by a dozen
Ih ﬂum
lawsuits against the government under the Freedom of Information Act (F\Q@Iﬂme is
no coMtradiction of what I published in ‘$hat chapter, "Wills in His Own Name," on pages
195-206
This +i is a vital element in any version of the "single-bullet theory." It
1 W\l‘%\.b‘}flﬂ\\

is as ahae;utely v:.t al +o Posner's book and “f solutn.on" as it was to the Commission'se

Both ignore its Neither makes any mention at all of it, This, too, is what Am~

brose refers to ar "a tour de force, absolutely brillianf absolutely convineing."



This illustrates the hazard to those of prominence who know nothing at all about
— e ¢
a aubegjet subject yet are unstinting in their praises about the work off any author when

the personal and professional integrity of the endorsers is the captive of the personal
svidndag

and professional integrity of the author. They are limited to what they read in the

Wrgqts
book and what they read in the bock is what {the author has there. They have no way of

knowin;: vhether the author includes all that is relevant or does not« dawh 4/ /W'v y f'“"%/‘/’
e
What is a réal tour de force in Posner's book is lis wholseale omission(from o
hén
@

it of what he knows and qxcludes because it is not congenial to the preconc

mat dwnp ndo iy I
with which he Degam)an ed his "brilliant and meticulous analysis," Styron's words.

- Al e,

It is a tour de force but not the kind Ambrose imagined, L4
is a four de force

z'xcemef.ﬁa" were made, This
@) /L( v e &
and-maybe & just-meybe—= they

s

Poaner does not say wh"en,or for what purpose hishs\'

leaves it to be wondered if they were not made for h'im.)




|

Host of this "enhancement" Posner attnnutemaﬂﬁﬁ&sociat in a note
what ot dil/

beginnin;; on page 317 and exbtending onto pagep 318, Hem as "an
extensive undertaldng involving %D mmiEis scale generations of Dealey Plaza, physical
moclups of the presidential car, and stand-in modelf for the President and Governor, all
to detenninéfﬁ_m_ﬂtrajec’cory angles and the feasibility of one bullet cauging both sets
of (nonfatal) wounds ( to both vietims). Failure Analysis also recreated exper:iment: with
the 6.fmm ammunition, using more upfaf ed information thaé/ was available to the Warren
Commigsion, t?i‘urbher teot the 'single-bullet theory' and the condition of the missiles"

One thing only is clear about Yailure Analysis: Poaner does not say this elaborate
f’l‘l'..d‘f/ﬂ.o{ i 9
and costly work was done for him, He also does not say in his bo k oa%eaeé.blﬂe—aelr

"closel) 'the "egee" of thr .qannedy assassmt:.orb who invested such an extraordinary amount
I

of money in an effort 4o prove that the s:u.ng le-bullet theory was q.f:ﬁ.id and then gave it
all to lim, without any charge.WW#MW j

Is it rdf_,hf for Memer to WMW‘E
// ?/ D
¢ secret?Or the reason for this very big undertaking? Why does he keep itscret? He

A,

ddgés not even give an address for Failure Analysis, or say how it is staffed.

' \
Just the cost of preparing for the worlk Pomer-\‘iscribes has to be beyond all infli-

viduals m;ho have such interests. No# Acorporations are known to have those interests.

be_specified uw;mm&tmns—aﬂd'ﬂ?hﬂsﬂ_fﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁ'e_o m is a bermanen > E
LAl éﬁlw £ /uui’ au tgt€ flada L
~Ahether or n Mmt Wlth ad
vel_the LTk _
why—intheWo
tfack Z

/ Py
to Posner? Why Iim or all peopre? By what—right was it gdven to anyone Whermr—the-money

cane frobthe tewes—pevpleTay? . -




}f‘ ;/“.’“.df‘/lﬂ
o /wn fen W‘ adnd "™

This is a mystery Posner should not ha.ve
How many reasons cen there be for his keeping it secre‘b?

Is the man not capable of public tanks for such a costly gift the results of

A This 40t
which could not otherwise have been available to hi the very basis of
+he extraordinary
hia book, the Wealth from :|.1. and the fame and—"i“ﬁune‘w public attention that represents

a license to print money for an author in 'h-hat book and in any that follow it. =

all_that wowle? T
Cmﬂii,be—thafb—%fqa&@lot disclose thmﬂaciﬁLL
F(g.gaut—ﬁaﬂ"‘ﬁh—'UIA?
exclusive-
If _itwis the Cliy—vhy did 1t seloctPosner of &
rhezps” x.hat—it_paid_ﬂerwiﬂimmm_mdﬂmg#—rdubmuﬁf—nuﬁﬂegal +thing? J/
Does—i-t-iaiow Poshex_from previous relationships?
p .
Doos 4 t—inpart—tEt-trust-in-hin, id/that confident—that B Wl ume what-it—paid
for_the way it warted Tt umed ond—ia-ne—other uay?
o

f‘oo]d.ng back over eighty years, over varied experiences that include those of a
reporter, an investigative reporter, a United Staobes Senate investigator and editor,
6 an analyst and trouble-shooter in the forerunner of the CIA, the Office of Strateg:.c
Services (083) and on all I learned of in and as a result of those occupations and on

all the reading of a long lifetime, I cannot recall anything at all like this truly

extrao:j'dinary and unprecedented gift of all that expensive work the purpose of which is
e

also 2 Secret from Poaner 8 readers.?'
(]

his free he was b‘

JoLs - -| 3 k: ) - 3 -
Wd’or wa.uted :!.ndependence, ‘he lost ite
bound to use it as his benel .



Extra space

Th ere ;;e, as we shall see, and extraordinary number of quedtions about this
hook. Perceiving most of these questions requires detailed knowledge of the fact of
the assassination of Presidont Kennedy and its official investigations and of the
literature. There also are many obvious questions, obvious to the kind of critical
reading those asked to endorse a book bught be expected to give it before vesting
their reputations in it or risk having their reputations misused to endgﬁ%e a bad book,
one that deceives =f or misleads the people, one that, as Posner undertakes to do, has

his version
s a purpose writing/some of our history, one that, as Posner does not hide, has as a
purpose defaming othersa

A1l tLpse and other questions should have been raised in the minds of reviewar?)
aad g%orters and commehtators_called upon to review or report on the book and the pub-
Licf attention to it,particularly on all those major TV g shows. And should not those
who arvange for and produce those TV shows also have’?pestions? Should they take what
may not be true to the people -we as the truth about so important a matter in our
history without malding an effort to check its truthfulness?

Ought reporters, reviewers and all those involved in a1l those TV shows xmkx
regards themselves as nothing but promoters of what seems atiractive and emciting
and urge snake oiii;r;; those who trust them?

Did any one of these many wh&(ghnd up encouraging people to buy th~ book w;thout
any independent basis for knowing it is not a fraud even think of phoning some of those
it is obvious Posner has some reason for demeaning and criticizing to ask any questions
at all? I received no such call and I know of no reason o believe that anyone did.

411 these many people of dafinfluence abdifiated their responsibilities to the public
o Themge Wes ) J

[Eﬁd' 1© country. They recast themeslves as mere propagandists. Posner himself discloses
that he, personally, made no such effort, as decency, honesty and responsible writing
required of him.

These are but some of the many questions that are obvious in any critical reading

of 2 thoroughly bad book, a professionaly and designedly dishonest book. But of all the



many questions and mysteries, none cried out as loudly for attenti Qﬁi almost
amateurish obscuring'of where he got what *.wthou;g it he wauld hav%m bock at all,
this Failure Analysis Associctes quite costly worke

Should not any mature mind has wondered why he makes a mystery of this?

Should not the obviousness with which he makes a mystery of it not have raised
additional questions, the most busic questions when without it he has nothing but a
diatribe that in itself should have raised gquestions?

Ther: is also the mystery that is in htself commentary on what has happened to
ou r major media, to those who jet the people know what is happening in their lives

and to their country, why not one of thdse men of outstanding ref(tation did not ask
a single question about the work done by Failure Analysis or its purpose - even whether
Posner's is an hOnest'repres.antation of it.

A1l those reviewers, reporters an mahy TV}{a.nd radio people also shyuld have
been other than propegandists and should have asked this same and very obgious

questionsynio o<l o ,,fr"ﬂu/‘, M W.

Wothing more was required than a phone call to Faolure Anajysis ,g +o Posner
or his publisher, /va/nA,g‘w\ /m
Tet there is no indication that any one of these professional c{mmum.cators
did that simple thing. T
Well, there is no mysgery sbout it, other than why all thsee these many communii-
cators failed to meet their personal and professional responsibilities.
54, in due time, we shall see,
&-__.T___’
In seeing this e shall also see that amonyg the many comunicators, ik some of
whom are paid more than highly-paid corporate executives, there was not one with the
. garments/of
perceptiveness of the little boy in the fahle who told thé &m gYfabulous rimm
Leauty did not exist and that he was naked.
This raises sgtill another L;LLJ.ES"GJ.OD. what does all this sey [&) 'Tourth estate,"

of the nation and of its future?

it



Because of Posner's fallure to' ideﬁtify Failure Assgcn‘;.tes' client, delibwrate
on his part, not an crversigh’c, as his own words leave without any question at all, one
is left to wonder who could poss:.bl? (have wanted such a job and was able and willing to
pay for it. The most obvious possibilites are the CIA and the AmencauBar Assoc:l.atlon. ;

Lee—this precedes ha.dling of CIA as the client, (2edeur~ /ﬂ'ﬂ'kﬂ 79 [ Ml W

If it wgre not the CIA, perhaps it was the American Bar Association for its 1992

e

supposed legal study for its session on "The Trial of Iee Harvey Oswald."

If so, this makes the association part:l. pns in the 9ontroversy because it

Auded

would have sought and obtained a de'ta:.led scientifiec m,pm,lf)—‘]umbo of a naturﬁhz;t}o&bi—

ted what the bar more than all others should have insisted upon, what the authority Wig—
morMscribed as the greatest engi’xlé for estaflish truth, cross —examination.
(This, of course, is also true of Posner's uge ite) There is no possﬁ:bilij}__at all
that the lawyers representing the def%‘nse coudld have known what was required to cross-—
examine those who prepared that misrepi;ese ‘tation by computer oi‘/‘{:he lnown actualitiese.
This means that at each and e¥ery point the bar association was nol a neutral like
a judge but was a partisan. This also neans that it was all over ag,in in permitiing its
y :
\

\

uge in so partisan a book.
= That puts the bar associafion in lige with that of the doctors through isa
Journal of the american ﬂedic Associatien as partisan in the fierce controversy each
- .,f)

gesg should have sought to gxplore and have eprored with the most serupulous impartiality.

le anyone at tha/bﬂmsoclatoon ciqred about what 17‘#115 doing and the use that
would be made of it, rf:u anyone now does, a careful factual cross—examination of this
S omfralincleied,
monstrous corrup‘&ion ;of raality by one of those permited to do such things in litiga—

/

tion dould do much _ﬁc limit the possible uses of such supposedly scientific contraptions

to defeat the rou:z‘}fosrza of our judicial system, to see to it that justice is done.

s

['.



Insert where Failure Analysis Assoclates is metnioned from Posner's 317-8 footnote

W;th the sole calim to fame ol his book hanging,as will b 'éeen, precariously,
in Failures Al Analysise, this i: all Posner says about that Airm.

His Appendix B (unnumbered page 473-unnumbered 482),3 graphic representation

of the cockamanie theory presented as a reconstruct¥on and zm scientific analysis by

meang of advanced computer techniblogy is grotes and smakez o smacks of Rube Goldberh

without the chutes, chains and animals, aslyg'shall also see,. Tuisxappmmdexy is no@i
a

credited to any source. It appears to be Failure Analysis job{ but by not providéng

any source, his frequent practise throgaghout the book, Posner claims it as his own.

There id not a single source note fOr th ese pages of obviously diffement y typography.
There iz nat even a he:uding for, t in those notes. (pages 576-7), another false Bosner
reprecentation that it his Horé or work done for him. us we shall see in detail, this
graphical mishmash nelds ignorrnce, error, conjecture and gross and deliberate.omissions
to reach thm preconceiv@ﬁ;conclusions. That intent is not even disguised.

Aq Failure Assqé;ates Failure Analysis Associates appears in this book perhaps
"Associates" is not dinappropriate in the firm name. That name, from this book, should

FPailed "Analysis" Associatcs.

\\
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