T, Posner's Nitty-Gritty Grits Fed-1ubi
The Eenndy assassir'i%iun Pirst part of Pesner's book Rmencmixim ends on Page 342, i%
I+ if followed by his Jacl‘{' ﬁuby story. But not ubntil page 521, only ten pages before
his end, doeg Posner get into his nitty-gritty, that fabulous enhancement of the

Lt

Zgpruder ang:is mzgrrtxinzihxzredzskintsandzipronhi ez iopars

~available to lim alone and the basis of his vaunted "closing" of the "cage" of "the

groatest murder nystery of ou¥ tiume,"Random House's light-hearted description oi‘"tg"-
what was lmowm es "the crime of the Yentury," the crime that turned the :cﬁlfi/a,rcund,
that most subersive of crimes that.suﬁf‘srted ou¥ society and nullified out system of
gpovernment.

> m}l"
Ho gots into it saying,"Deginning at (Zapruder) £fame 160, W=’ young girl in

»y :
a red sicirt and white top Ves was running along (sic) the left side of the President's

cap, dovn Blm Street, began twrning to her right. Byt by freme 187, less than 1.5 seconds

later, the enhancement clex'ly shows that she has stopped, twisted completely away from

the motorcade, and was staring back at the School Book Depository. That girl was ten-

year—old Rosemary Willis."
. This -ghould be clearly imderstesd—Posner says mf that all of this is

CONG U e L i B o Pt o)



1 O | A
(hpniny &0
‘Thts wording reflects the Wall Street lawyer in Pesnexr the writer: there is no

trick too petty or too dirty to pull on his reader to:eem to make his point. The Willia
-

girl, as he well kmows, was ot "running alongsiiE the left side of the President's car.”
sl e o
She“as running parallel with it{ It was in the middle lane of the street that had three / {L
. - 4 -‘FL&L?’M‘L LL”JL i
lanes painted onto it. She was @t to the President's car's left bﬂt she was not-near-it

- began ; )
’}\ or in the street. She wes on the paved side?ﬁall: on the ssuth side of Blm Street.zst That

sidevalk zazseparsted franxinexsirzetzigx ends not far from Houston Bireet and all \;hai:
pide of Blm Street from there to the west is then grass until €lose to the coming together
of three streets, from the seuth Commerce, Main and Elm, to funnel through the triple &
underpass that carries o wide expan;ﬁ;;'e of railway tracks over the merged streets.
Rgsemary YIillE.?s,t-ms never "running alongside the President,s ca.rL 'gnd Posner
lméi-nglmt very well. after all, did he have that fantastic "enhancement" righs before him?
fgosner':i gross and prejudicial misrepresentation should not divert attentlon from

the fact that

kﬂe also knows the Secret Service would not perm:{t timt anyone that close to the car,..

T T R R SR
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__ scientific_and computer enhancements of filmyes"

oo il i il gyt O iy il

b

= ! - —
from, and clearly-end efclusively firom those "new Zapruder enhancements" and that|["the

enhancementy clearly- shows she has stopped...and was staring back at ’she“dezsit;’o’y
i

g, & w1 Dt B op gissenonds, jut 2, Wiy WoutdadAe

avd i;g 1h N“m !%Z
This is what Posner says he"uncovers" in his book +hTol l he latest =8

Aftér saying-+shat: "Sope" believe opped because ﬁer father E&l‘m‘fé—%
Pe;snar says thatvas not the reason:

"Hp:wever, when 33%%'111123 was asked why shg had stopped running with the Presi-
dent's car, she said, 'I stopped when I heard the shot'."

At this point Posner has a footnore numbered 18,

Continuing, nothi.né omitted in quotation, Posner gets to his keystone, what holds

- Jha van b gon e rund ar
all of his solution to the crime up, What is new thanks %d)him:

T?\le Zapruder film ig the visual confirmation that provides the t:.ming.‘: Tﬁis timing
is hig timing, hig proof that the first shot fired he sl 1t vas the one that missed,)
mE_ ‘Fired at about feame 160, not the frame 210 that despite Posner's denial of it is
basic to the official "solutions"

He theﬁf%tmg omitted in quoting, has another quote:

"';N’ that first split second, I thought it was a firecracker. But within maybe
one tentifof a second, I knew it vas Ewmfire a gunshoteseI think I probebly turned to
look toward the 3F=e noise, toward the Book Depoeitory'."

Who Pos%r here quotes he does not saye %t is not the Willis #irl. Ten-year-olds
are not likely to be able to understandﬂzhat "one tenth of a second " is. Posner, :?é;tead
of telling his readl%lo he is quoting, has his footnote 19 here.

He resumes, still nothdng omitted in quoting, "Just after Rosemary g}_i/misiir?lmd
and started turning toward the Depository, the ehhanced] £ilm shows that tim President
Kennedy, who was waving as the cummed the corner , suddenly sjopped waving."

I sldip further quotation of this because it means nothing at all, as anyone who

has ever suffered the embarrassment of being the one honored in a motorcade, like

]

for Miss lew Jersey Blueberry or as I was, as National ~arbecue King, knows that

+

o ek st labl gl

e N By DT



L

one has to wave ell the time, except when, briefly, the arms are rested, and it does get
to be a terrible bore. Horeover, Posner is careful not to identify what he refers to
above keyed to the orﬁ.y timing device, thal Zapruder film each individual picture of which
(vas given tlkng"offlclal number by then FBD Laboratory Agent 1# inndal L, Shaneyfelt.
() \-1’1 L Lw/a’.’ £
?Posnez réigxo_—e-;\ﬁﬁg, "In addition to the re{ctions of the Willis girl, the

Progident, and Mrs, Kennedy, Governor (John B, )Connally's recollections and actions con-

firm a shot was fired before frame 166." {Page 1 322) =
Whoa, Nellie! Wh:.ch L‘appens to be a phrase as well as “rs. Comnally's nome.)
Didn't% Danne::;w', "devoid of speculation?"
AWd isn't Posner's speculation about those "pecolle t:.a.ns and actions" what is his

et d - a7 ‘/[g,
Unl.‘f"confirmatlon" of that earl shot, mm e Jm‘é‘ijé") ‘A
ng,n/{‘l.wx( Heg'—jz:iﬁ j) Wws iuu.l.s L‘?’(:\ Po iy g[M«’ 7tf'

VJMI
Ahyone familiar with the Warren Commss:.on tes}imony to which hg’ﬁiakna only ine-

]mows that Posner gives
frequent mention m’ﬁm mterpretaﬁom%ﬂ‘m‘%h&&
A gpnes whpt h welndsdlo ou_Fncun fo hag veant,
noturally h&w the meaning he ua.nts them to have Thz rather than)the—wintsses—did,
H To fuie Tl Fhdy :'—‘-‘—"‘ g“ e Wd fw e ) Lika
~ B bpils dowm to that ‘Ttten-y ear-old Willis girl and the" memﬂmf her actions

firom that computer enhancement and from nothing élse.
thig ~
With 3£ Posner says that from one of F""'&Govem.or Connally's motions,"beginning at

frame 162, when the Willis girl started turning around and the President stopped waving‘

is when that fu‘af Pomar-vghot 1fas fired (page ?8 322) ) f;f oL ; y ¢/

. PozL '.:imt ds. .not‘"mleya.n ay—ieﬂ hﬁF—Ed‘inc—pélin‘bl 5 Whe ‘ n

gn CenTih bl v Wk T ey Javs Lh"“-r- ’:{;)(,u.-ﬂ—‘"f L[ﬂr‘ ﬂ-“"( TA¢ H'—‘v!,r!a() J”’L

hites mmasswcm@oumc' mf&aﬁmtatdhmmaﬁomﬂs& at

le Tube M cond bwts ! {rm ;"/ Mg dines" Lo~ counlE S

all; Posner; as—E-emith un*bay&on*abweaj—s—af_ﬂm: Msome” believed the girl
Fhia

had stopped boSause her father called hers Posners-footote-ig, Mumber 17, Oh page 55%

AT g oy -
v}nst—mads—a-i-"ﬁ._rnta'view with Jim Hoore, March 9,1992,"

Jim Moore's bock,"Conspiracy of Onels:
Forth Worth, Texas, the Summit Groups, 1990, 1991" is in Posner's bibliography. (Page 582)

' , g 2
ocan't sound much different then “ase Closed, doefit? [Z—f s'7£"f i Toe A"t’h‘ ,
S

N\ -
Posner sure can pick 'em! Real dependable poéple like all those bigaé.m rlugs say.
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extra space
I return to what I s{l:ctpped for continuity in what Posner says ab{ut the "enhance—
-/

ments and the Willis girl that he broke the continuity to say, ket to his little dis-
. Proner
{raction about one of his "somes." It turns out to be one, not mmm "somey) when he

said that "sowe" believed the girl had stopped rumning because her father called her.

e — - "
- o
"Some" is evidence? llot the "theory" Posner supposedly never résorts to?)Posner's @
7

note for this is Humber—4+#- on page 55J. It reads, "17. Interview with Yim Moore, §arch

-

"
9,1992, The average reader has no way of knowing whether Hoore is an authentic expert

He is a nut but Ae
or an assassination nu‘b-WV&, as Posner does, that Oswald was the

lone agssassine That is enough for Posner, who can find fe'v;' kindred souls. So, he treats

/ —_—
It lacks the slight validity that can be given to a theoryd

lopre not like the nuf he is and pretends he is a dependable, quotable source.

T
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. .
Atiributing &pecial importance +o the arrvanging of those boxes is tpical of the

genius of those who defend the official aog’ition no matter y:ha:t.
at the time of the assasgination, 7 "
lobody lmows how those boxes were stacke™ i they were tstaxked in any

particu.lnr,% They had been moved from the othey-side of the floor for the new

- (_1‘
floring to be laid where they had Leen. And as Posner kneu, if not from his{ diligent
A 33 : -

pescarch in the Warren Comnission records ’frem page of my Whitewashs the Re%r‘f ?;
s ovn evidence (21 I643) and testimony (7H140; }

the ilarven Report. Citing the Commission'
T ghowed that those boxes had been moved by the police as soon as they reached that

point in their searche. I also published four of the Commissions photographs that also

. oveds
| what the feskimm :.m (pabes 204-5)’

show

But nothing as insignificpnt as estii_jolished fact deters those determine to
prove that thm Osvaldwas the lone agsassine

Like Posner,

okt Sy i
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When loore was a g high-school kid in Knoxville, Arkansas in 1975 he—stated—riting
he called himself "Ihe Jopn F. Kennedy Assassination Research and Documentatioly Centers"
He sent me a copy of a story about him in the Arkansas Democrat for July 26 034 that year.

«". 45008 lle. G ndn st
He was a far- ed youngster Lﬁe once wrote me that he planned not to iake his

high chool senior year so he could graduate college in an election year, when he could

run for president-of the United States,

A e
Posner' g—heeries=yor, dearsanous—names, -ho theorizes, andhe—theorizes in open. @

defiance of the existing, proven, official evidence, although speculaﬂ:éa would probably
1 19 . ak, L/ LA
be closer, there betng'nof bagis in fact for his qd/gtmxunt aboyt quald‘g‘n_pmoeenee on that
£y Ay SewlTign Gidvd | 1 oF Lowadls)

e

ui;k’th floor at the time of the assﬁi&wfi g alleged departure from itg;r—are—mch

what foonen > wvp o iied A baf 'JWW,-;L—'%’;"_;E{‘:‘@’“ ) 2 K
-l:'éfe—t-lme-of-—léeore_inrmeﬂrels—r.;“ﬁt the Yeopository - The Physical hvidnoe, ehaptor." In

n
that chapter Moore, apparently seeking fame other than as President of the “nited

[}

States, rdécounts the evidence he and his friend and helper Rick"discovemd, when they got

haD . C ey qnd Tt

permigsion to remove the plywood floor that {FB beily laid over the very, very o
Sleting Tl The aad edd prifiena,
sigth-floor ef=thelerisinai—anetent—builiding. They vere lqu.ng for proof about how

5 2 YA e
the cartons of school books has been stacked in that alieged sniper's nest‘}

Posrere, chat loore goes for, Hoore finds, In his reconstruction prior to his lifting the
new floor off, he says on pages 44 and 45, they found that the "fr’arka on the old wooden
a’,f)“jlfﬁn |f1 : w@(‘ \f)u [ =
floor," from the sniper's neststacking of cartons.;‘H\Lr "were agein visible when we
. o 3 )9!_
reinoved the plywood to prepare " his "exhibit._",'éhdy had to have been marled made the da¥
of the assassination "since there was no way for those marks to move during the twenty-
e
five rears by ghey vere covered over, they serves as xtremely accurate guides for the
/
placement of the boxes" for his exhibits
‘Nou hecause timat. iy what moore yantgd, those alleged marks could not ossible have
Z O am hwgabee i heachiusy yeooss ivay LK g coto (g Yore
be:n made by nna,n-bi'hulbo!aee dufing the decades of t building's ey( Because he
required for his fame and glory that cardboard boxes that one time only make "marks"

! i ae
on the tough, 0ld, seasoned hard wooden flgr, by golly, he"fou.nd those marks and those

marlks only.

Yup, Posner knows how to pick 'em, the most dependable of sources!
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This sbu;d absurdity not only did not keep Posner avay from Ivlo%é/lioore not draw

e{cutt:mg remark from Posner, as did each and every author who did not agree with the

o 4,,! “‘( -
Warren ?eportz{ Posner used lﬁm ‘as a source ﬁuxanz:knxammmthm w&n thefe was no

reason to use him as a source. E‘bsner wrote (page 238),"Those who study the plaps (Dealey
Plaza) are not gurprised by %ﬁ usual echo ymiimrm chargeteristics.” Any one really
familiar with the Warren Commission testimony could have feund a source to cite in the
off:.cial information, dand almost anyone is more Imr probat:_ve than Moore! Butb Posne;'
/a. Tlive y_De 22" u

"uo‘be]kone Page 542) is, "Moore, Conspiracy of UneAThere ase ,lless ridiculous bookg that
Posner could have quoted. But it pseems he wants to mention Moore. What did he cite
Moore for? For li_:;_q;g's use of Commiaj‘-ion testimony, the very testimony Posner presents
himself as expert on:"Counsel (Joe) Ball then aiked (Lee) BEwerq%.f he had _fa.milia.rity‘
with the soudds coming from " two locations in the area "éﬁotwers replied that he "had
noticed at the time the similarity of sounds occuring in either of these 1;3’«; locations.
There is a similarity of sound because there is a reverberation which takes place at
either locations" (page 33)

“Poponer in his argument makes a big thing about ear witnesses. In addition to citing
Comwission testimony, Me¥r Hoore also says on that page, "Again, the Plaza is a vast
echo chamber," )

Fromd)d];}in;%wn representations of his own most diligent scholarship in the Commisgion's
publiished information Posner had no need for citing Moore, For eira.mple. in his fourth
note in his ClmpteTiL Posner uses a very general'; l:md essentially meaningless note,
meaningless if a reader wants to check that source for himself:"Author's review of witnes—
ses statements publishezf in the twenty six volumes of the Warren Commission and available
at the National Archives,"

Ih itself this is an unusual statement, Those twenty-six volumes were published.
While they are rare they are still available second-hand, more rarely new, but they are

avrf ofle
and they have beuem/f hy this reference to the National Archives? Are they not also
%>l available in numerous libraries, like Posner's oun New York City libra.rles-:

Un July 12, 1992 I wrote Posner, needling him a bit,"Jim Moore wrote someone who gave

B
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"

pe a copy :fv:i.ncant Bugliosi (Los Angeles prosecutor in the Charles llanson case and a
strong, uninformed and vociferous supporter of the Warren Report) apparently agrees
with me(that is, Hoore), and a book by Gerald Possner(sic) will be published by Ran-
dom House in 1693 asse:é.ng that my sop)ﬁ.?l:ion (sic and ugh!) is indeed the correct and
valid reconstruction of tho Q'If'ime.' Thought you'd be iq.terested." I did not dream for
s minute that Posner would Lake Moore seriously. Bd oveﬁwea:d:ﬁego id apparent in .
his letter, tlose with bigger names agree with his "solution."
i of June 12

Posner replfjid under date of July 16,"Received your note/ and found it amusing, If
I lmew what I believe in this complex area, I certainly would not be working so hard
as I am to make some headway through boxes of documents and piles of interviews,." This
was also to tell me that Posner had not memmik yet decided what he believed about the
case, The evidence is that he began with a preconception and publéf:lihed. what he began
believing. /é

Fosner—then—said, "I met Mr, Hoore when Trisha and I visited the Book Depository
dweing our trip to Dallas a couple of months past. He seemed like a likeable fellows
vee T am'not sure how I can agree with his 'solution'.' The very word scarees me as I
am not sure there is a 'sdlution' to the case. Everybody sees what they want to see."

Posner is not an exception.

Fosnw s use of Moore as a sdurce and that strange footnote so general in
studied/

nature and telling uninformed readers that hé\a:ey\‘/those turfety-six volumes is one of
many suggestions that all Posner's work was not his own and that he in fact is not as
faniliar with the extensive available information as he prtends to be in his book.

He had not much more than a year for doing all his travelling, interviewing,

o 1 ue ohall grin _gue, thudh

researching aﬁ Teading. gimply is not possible for any one person te have read all

almost
the sources he cites and, where he is critical, as he is of/all\gther/writers)than

boore  saRa—#here—are—many writerdt no had to read more than the F:ngs he criticizes S
‘w Ah v Aded g e st lvnr‘z WMJR. Knm-— ro:ng ffu“ 4

to be fair and not To errs) L. P g FELE fro ,, 8

Of-couzsen _Lt is not impossible, that those he trusted gave him much of that,

'

i
fapiitotemoandoshys it id-kvolor the passages he quotes and how to criticise it. There

o T S Y YR S T AR
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e notes on his interviews le:ve this without any question at alle So does his conduct
-
and what he was and was not interested in when he was here.in February, 1991, He did not

ad Tme for evidence in support of Osuald as the lone assassin or for evidence against it.

Of lloore, Posner said,

~
)
/Iﬂ lioore Posner read Moore's book and then looked him up, that says all that need be

said.

(7 and read that nonsense about boxprints

SRR



A

174

Trom the meny thousands of FBI pages I received in those TOIA lawsuits it became
obvious that the FBI has Jjust itlis kind of eperation, and an extensive one, in the
Division it called "Crime Records." Among the non-police, no'ﬁ?l{uvestigative roles those
agents played was Putting together entire bocks for writers the FBI lmew would welcome
L:I:IG ti’:he FBL wanted published. The I'BI had its favorite writers and publications, too,
and it used tem efiectively to =D manipulate and can'Erbl the news and what peo;&e

could now and believe.
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There is more, much more, that was wesh published in book form and avallable in libraries,

Thewe also wb

and—esen the sensa‘cipnal natiomride telecast of one of the most sensational Congressional
hearings of all time. But as Posner lmew, people forget. Is it not clear that the famous
writers and the historian who plugged this book bofore publication both kmew and forgot
about that hearing in reading Posner's book?

Yet even after interviewing Nonseko, who was already on the public record say-

ing the exact opposite, Posner



/
‘ I
are agencies W?}(th sych interests and facilitiesd From its own disclosed records the
gl
CIA was iret to do that and to suprort the Warren geport, not e normal function of
intelligence agenckes . I'Es first target was Hark Lane when he travelled abroad.
antl
The CIA did gsr{ enormous favor,| giving him something First almost gnique and

Cwag
tnen(entirely unique in pg?moting his book: it made its prize KGB defector, Turi Nosenko

available to him mmammsmzammmmnzk?ummaxmzﬁnx
@inched ¢nly through the CIA 'Tl—xe assunfy name under which he=lives
and where he lives are believed to be essential to keep him from being killed, Of this
_tﬁﬁm ra.se favor done him by the CIA Posner says ,-(page 502) "Oply twice before had
'iﬁ;% to private interviews, and they hag.gf:t been about Oswalde & Journalist from
one of the earlier meetings had later disc&.‘ﬁsﬂ"%é)’sta‘be in which Nosenko ¥iwe®
was living, forcing hg'.m.to move s Despite the risks in granting another interview, , &
he agreed with the argmment of my first letter to him, emphasing his duty to the
nisforical ecord. The extended time he spent with me, combined with his recall for
details, was more than I originally expected."
o Hogwasgh!
Nosenko agreed to the interview because the CIA told him to grant it andthe CIA
would do that only if it was absol utely certain of Posner and of what his book would
{ say.
Bearing on this is what Posner has in his book that he attributes to Nosenko. It
is frills for the preconceived writing, no more.‘ J:t is certainly lessm_if there

is interest in the assassination and about the real Oswald and what the EBE thought of 2

him, that was readily availabde, for exampl,é in my Post Mortem, that dates to 1975
iR -3
' s s says that Oswald had a rifle in Russia

and became proficient in its uses What Nosenko told the FEL is that with a shgtgun
Dswald as so poor a shot that when he went hunting his friends gave him game to take home
because he never once hit an animal,’

~them  h
loreovery s Posner should have knoun, private ownership of rifles wasnprokl'bi'hed in

the USSK then and certainly the Afficially & approved hinting club of which Oswald uaes

L4

A

i L B 4 e e RS PN

— ' AL
vias a sed nember would/have have Rermitted rifles—$f any had been availab‘il.;{; as they

¢
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we return later to what Nosenko told the FBI that Posner had and did not use. His
reasons for not using it are so0 highly sugsestive they need no explanation from mes

There is a further gtrong suggestion that Posner's is a book wnofficially officially
su}%»rted. Hosenko's agreeing to be interviewed at length even after his life was considered
endangcred by _the previous interviever was truly exceptional. It was only the third
interview Nosncko grantod in his 30 years of secret la.ving in the United Statcsa

H is public appearance for the very i‘:Lrs his face lu.d:len, :I.s

not less than 1‘ema.rkable( pvw/{ MV%U’UMJE‘(J qv’ WLI?J W"'/m ﬂj.,l::;f / fo

Why in the world should Nosenke have travelled to the Ne: York studio just to pro-

note a book= with which he then disagreed so publicly in saying that Oswald was not M
cordi i N foen
cepabalecl boi-baing the assassm?

As, of course, he would have told Posner in the interview — if Posner had cared
< fewn hpraed oncugh -
enoug : to ask. Bui that would have endangered his book with its mmE preconception

that had %o be ffnown to the CIA for it to arrange for -the Nosnefio interview.

_There certzinly is no question about it: Nobedy about whom the CIA is not ab-

—

so]?ueﬁ\ly certain can even get a letter to lipsenko, leave alone interview fhim and then .
i /n/u‘uh wede TY!
have him for the first time even to come out of his secret life to promo
There ;re ample indications that Posner paid it(back and#h that it kmew he wou‘d._gl"-e
& L Fird
% ﬁﬁy&n—k&é not using the readily avkilable informatbon from Nosenko that was already
public. Tne q}id pro quo is painfully obwious to. all who are informed and not blind in

the minds *.

chief of the CIA's Office of Fublic and Agency Information, who fas alw‘:x{s very gen—

erous in his assistance."(page 502)

ner?
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One of Pasner's™aclmoluedgements, on page’/as his thanks to Nosenko but
separated from itm& in atentence that has no ap%ent connection with it, is to the CIA:
")\ special thanks to both Cynthia We?mann, Esq. New Orleans, who allowed me to

review her Tather's voluminous papers on the Garrison case, and to Peter Earnest, chief

of the 'kIA' Office of Puhlic and Agency Information, who w'ib e always genergus in
th his assistance."

"WMways?" In more than ﬁd_ng Nosenko available? In connection with "the Gar—
rison case?"

That "case," except to government agencies like the CIA end the FBI, was not "the
GarrisonF.éa.“ ¥t was the Clay Shaif me case, Garrison had charged Shaw with conspiring
to Idl1l JIFK, He ha:l so little evidence that the jury, which believed there had been a

cunspiracy, found Shaw not guilty in less than an hour. There were unproven allegations

published abroad that I reported in @wax Oswald in New Orleans that Shaw was CIA. (page 248)

Why does ﬁgner have these unusual formulations, unusual for a writer and unusual
for a lawyer, re®f referring to Bdward Wegmann's recopds of his defepse of Cla}Shaw,
chief of whose defense counsel he was, not as the Shaw case but as the Garriqgsn case?
And why does he Bracket this with the CIA by thanking both in the same sentence.

Vhy, too, should Cynthia fiiegmann have trusted Po@nﬂr, been certain that he
was writing a btok book in accord witil her father‘s beliefs? What kind of assurances
could he have given her and from whom that persuaded her to grant Posner that also

unique favor? Mﬁm"f e 'I'Mﬁl %/ﬂ?

It was when I came to Poaner's writing about the Willis girlfthat I decided to

do this writing and began it. 4mong the reasons is that it is the entire basis for the
boolk, that little girl and those"enhancements,"and how Posner handled ite. Up that this
point, which is only a few pages from the end of f.he assassination first part of Posner's
book, I recall no use of auy record tjtﬁ%:&m%he CIA and I am certain that

in his notes Posner cites ngt a single thing he got from the CIA. Why then does he bracket
his thanks to ﬂ@mﬁcm Shaw's chief defense cougflel with his thonks to the

+



\.ﬁar}t_l.__to whom he attributes not a single record;
CIA pfficial with whom he dealtfand why that H¥#ERValsays geberous in his assistance"

as coming
when there is not a singlé citation of any information/from the CIA's public office and

when his book reflects hot a single record coming from that officeff of from that
agency?
What dybbulk erept into Podner's mind and snuck into his computer when he wrote

this? .

Especiallyfl when there is no questjon about the fact that Posrer could not
pogsibly have done all the work he uses and cites in the time he had for this book.

For & single interview, if Earnest arranged that, "always generous in his
aaaistance" lis not an appropriate formulatin.

Then there is sonle‘i:hing else that iu strange. Posner knew I had done much work
on Owwald and he shouiri have lmown that I also had done much on Nosenko. I forecast
more writing on both in what I pwhi=u published and he had, If he looked at the
labels on the many of my file cab;nets he apent—ﬁéaveral%s with he also knoew,
if he did Mt lmow earlier, ns from any research at all he would have, that I filed
two lawsuits to obtain the results of the MAI's#etesting of JFK assassination evidences
¥=ta That he is a lwalwse lawyer may nbt have led to his knowing that the first of
those suit led to the amending of the Act's investigatory files exemption to open to
T'0IA access files gf agencies of the CIA and the FBI, But it is well know and rapor'l;éd
in the field and with minimal reaearch she shoulci have lmown about it. He makes a big #-
thing later about some of that evidence. Yet when he was here he asked me nothing at all

about it. He g saw and he had free access to sixty file cabinets of information yet he

#Hegmesny did not ask me for any Oswald, Nosenko or test-results information.

Posner
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odmer—has- nothing but trivialities, nothing new of s ubstance about him, and far
ess—igenas PUULIC about “Itnrthat the CIA does not like, including a considersble !

puntsnat I mmer had,
also had, as all riting in the field always have had,)unsupervised access to

the tlird of a million once-secret official pages I received after a dozen d:i‘_fficult

cpstly and long-lastihjy F@fkxsyikx lavsuits under the Freedo/zn of Information &cte -a

AL Meciid o
Some of those suits lasted more that adecades Thef imynived more than two full file

cabinets . Tt{;é CIA refused to let me have, even in lawsuits,

Oswald and other infornfratior}/ that were to be given to the people under that laws But
t 1

it gave Posner access to Nosenko. Posner and his wife frisha spent three days K ere

here W L;izatevar 1:he_3,r wanted, and my Nosneko information is quite voluminouse.

fm
Trlsha‘s acount is that they made 724 cipies on ou¥copiers Is it not more than ob-

1

vious that with its consistent record of compelling those it knew did not agree with
hhe officm%oluﬂou% the crime to sue for -information that the CIA had to
behct‘artaln in advance of what Posner's book would be and sa;y‘?}

The one other indicati® n in -th; book that can pos?:hly relate to the prized "assist-
ance" Posner got from the CIA is a.Ano‘t:é on Pageg 5 51Ln£=-ha'.-e—ama, "fjased on inter—
view (sn'.c) with confidentiel intelligence sources (sic)." Those are never possible with—
out official approval, if not arrangings -

It is clear that at the very least the CIA k?ew from the beginning that Posner's

book would be to its liking.

Disclosed CIA records also malke it clear that {he CIA's hea uda el
wideid 1
cisely the kind of information &=Poshr=ir usesy thro%:ut his bo ’(Tlﬁ’c_ﬁ—sﬁ: pos—

gible explanation of how he cougﬁ. citc-: so great a volume o ﬂ:ﬁy far beyond the \~
a0 N
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capability of the fastcst@eller and speed reader to travel to, locate, reaq;aad di-
coshAaT then cite in the time he had before he began writing this books

7
The normal time spread between the handing in of the manuscript and the publica—

tion of a hardback book is six months. Wgo%k was on sale before the Last e %
August, 19935. Posner told me he as just beginning his work in February, 1992, And what
a truly great emount of work he\/\éfers torﬁ'-cites and cia:l.ma {0 have done! Yj? ha%had
onl’ﬂ about a year or a little more for everytiing, imcluding the writinge -
There is only one way of explaining this: much was given to hims
Ho did not have to doﬂﬂm’s Wworks

A
The degree to whichm?osner‘s is a CIA book may be a question.

. wtjw-‘
The fact that it is beyond question.

At the very least, tho CIA made Posner's book possible.



