
2'a 

III. 721.4 -ell 4-044 Ci-1//tvw '471P4-11"1,  

Whilc there was a good reason for it, we have neglected that pretty little girl 

too long. Let us nobri eturna to her and to Posner's affair with her, his absolute basis 

for his 41zaaQd "closinr.; the cas4 as he put it. Later will be time enough to report 

what he had in hand and what was free to him that he could. gave copied and used from 

-.A_Liii,Va-L.i.---oril,  41411:12 
my files, 	know about and did not want that came from and was about Hosenko-m- d 

Alf441À1),"  
what :Av nau said and what he knew. 

va40110. Lil Willisls daughter 

wF 



2441. 

ern, 
Posner is a lawyer He should have told his readers most of who/ lack knowledge of 

the law and do not know wrrat testimony really is what it is and what makes it a superior, 
444 

and more trusthgarhty source of information. Tostimony'is- nat isisworn to and therefore 

is subject to prosecution if it is perjurious. It is in a preceding often presided over 

by a judge. Testimony is also subject to confrontation and to refutation. Nmmtpdx 

Quoting what someone wrote about what someone else allegedly said is not rear ak 

probative. The person quoked may or :\nnOtl=lilcligItLIttnither one . 

could have made a mistake or had a motive not to be truthful. i'ind there are no penalties 

/ 

eat led for f9lse representation. 	addition, wha osner said earlier in hi-sAli -books-  books- 

-tm.tiiiony 	• • ' 	it was"closor to the event0/144 	 must be given 

greater wi0  ght." While as most lawyers do when they arecdversaries, Posner says what it 
1 	/ 

suits his purpose to say one lace and pays no attention at all to hi:. try own words 

  

e. 

 

   

Compare what he said with what he did in what we here dress. 

    

„„ 	/),-14/Ge1.1 
in a af "Cer nt place whoa that suits his ::arposesi, Cal-41AI ,Ju/LE- Id 1) 14-ft:PeAA 	— xl 

• 4,-A.444 



a ou an■ 	no w 	oseakewqnd-abontifon-enko. 

ogjolTh 	Poonrr was either ignorant of published Warren Comm5ssion testimony 

he boasted about have studied so diligently or worse, he did not dare use it. 

He would also have, discovered, as after more than 25 years I had forgotten, the 

44.N--nci V/Z2e Uommission 'rtl'io3I 	a-I 

	

-evenTa 	 str 	t. They actually havertestimony, ublished 

ell-A(7114._ 	116.44  v14401-  
nntler e- 	1-st c"--Y5-r a man -aldistic with w o2.d.s 	 s f.47r d / it 

ttzratont.:;whms.thauzing-anyananttpr-taliz,.:tithers uritinginithe field
fd  

Ommidsion, it is not easy to believe that he would miss t.eftt7opporrtunity to make, 

himself look so much more important and so well informed.v- 44( trilff4 

467  

Only four pages after he gets into his key to his "closing" the case with the 
‘sis_alawyelAR principle but 

Willis girl he acid, not for the first or the last time, what; iu quite true-anaXwhat 

he did not practise with her and with qmite a few others Wh not abiding by his own and 

	

,ytert 	11i G 

oft-stated principle 	his need: 
rL 

"Testimony closer to the event must be given greater 'eight than changes or addi-

-14.Q40 made years later, when the witness's own memory is often muddied by television ye 

prOgremq, film, books, and discussions with others."(Page 235) 

Writing about those ?ew Zapruder enhancements" for which he needed a timing kiggy 

key, and 	writing without any source cited, making it a clear statement that he is 

writing about his own investigative derring-do, he wrote, as we have seen, that " eginning 

at fftme 160, a young girl in a red skirt and white top who was running along the left 
re.1141k. 

side of the Presi[entle car, down ElmStreet, began turning to her right. by 	187, 

less than 1.5 seconds later, the enhancement clearly shows she c'ad stopped, twisted 

completely away from the motorcade, and was staring back at the School Bock Depository. 

That little girl was ten-year-old Rosemary Willis."/It is here that he'"h:/rs-BIN-aiversion  

for which he used Moore, that his unnamed "Some believe theffiiitigirl's reaction was 

because her father, 	'1 Willis, standing only ,t10 feet away, told her to st6p and 

come b:lek to him toward him." At this po int is his footnote 17, theriT-'t,igilFattributeo 
LirkstrA.4. tiht-44- 

tha t-1,--noo-:4,-ar.<Io "Interview with Jim Moore, March- 9, 1992." 

	

an 	also Is pie end of osner s is 



25. 

What follows Posner's noorc divemion cannot be attributed to Noore as its source 

because i-1111-7I. 10+.h.text Ramer pis citation of Moore as his source in his Footnote 17. 

;a II' he sources what is next quoted, and nothing has been omitted in dir,)ct 
11.14t 14,14)ilki 

quotation 26 of wilt Posner Te4N... i-G must ye attributed to another soul.co0. WhN 

says ne:it is: 



26h 

e- on which his book is based, 

This claim goes back to athat Bob pomis, Random House's 

5  president told Publishers Weekly's obert Dablin no later that 5/  
book's publication, rals onthe  bcforc it. 

executive editor and vice- 

April, 1993, before the 
in 

the woo issue dated May 3 

„Inhlin quotes Loomis as saying that Pawner depended upon
i5;1computer and laser ijahance-

: 

C...)  

essential to what our Supersherlock is up to, usinfree.tn/tes to pretend he Qs citing 

all the sources he uses- so that he can claim the work of another a
s his own personal 

Viva"  0 	
1/ //f, M.,114teftri212..1 ■%t_ /CP, % Discovery Be- the veryy basis of this book. 

4  
4i 4114 	 . 

ments of the eyewitness Zapruder film."  

Following what is quotedTiTdetly above, again nothing
 omitted in quotation, 

A a pivw.41,rd 
FITORBI' again distractskidith what is basically unnecessary in the bo!J.kAditt is absolutely 

wm4:1-"Ifa""lim:letrA-r71-,405,-1: fi, A,,i  

j0 have seen vat information is attributed to his414ft-t-note 18. This is what he 

tVA"  has directly following - 	 ote 	

L. 

"T he Zapruder film is the visual confirm
ation arthat provudes the timing."  

144,4414/-  
He hasofolnote ha 	Ho then sy.snothingn ted,"  "' 	 t-second, 

I thought it was a 	ecaracker. But within maybe a met tenth •  a mpond, I knew it was 

oo oward the noise, toward the zatzttro 	gunshot . 	 tAnk I probably turned 

Book ijepository'."  And then his 

)144  

The can pe interpreted Re me 

ii•44t /it ds .PC1{ed 	,—tern 0 
11-AiK IAA%4**11(er 19 source 

His fo 	 is.it‘only citing of 

18. This inc 

er's book. 

tnote,c19. 

his 

• 1' ed • e 

tion that providea the 

A .  

'11.1. means that what is not in his ,ontnte 

re resen s himself 

SO e for what he says after Footnote 

udes t 	"Tho Zapruder film is the visual
 co 

timing,"  that rY bsais- of Pos 



one-  thonth of a nd, I knew it was ire. . . . (his elision) I think I probably 

fired,and for this his so 

that first split 

is indic to 	ootnote 19 at the end of the quotation: 

I tjought it was a forecracker. But within maybe 

preeegdz pre edes rootnote 17, is: 

"HoweVar, hen Rosemary Willis was asked why she had stopped running with the 

President's car, she said, 'I stopped when I heard the shottl." 
Ae. 
 he has Footnote 18. 

__- p-kt-d r■-.44, tkit' h lit 41,44 -c644 cc.. 	of  .Firehlit., ie 
By this it: attribiteo the 6111,1 gir s sir  th('----itn• mar----r siToT4aticamstaintkimg 

- ---,F.." -0 - 

as able use of his Footnote 18 source is to the dillis1 girlls reason for stopping. 

Then referringto her stopping, he follows, nothing-omitted in uotation, "The 
r r.),P.1-- 1 	.1. 

Zapruder film is th...,  visual confirmation that provides the timing. Eaohas no indicated 

source for this. Thgt his own personal and remarkable Perry i:lasonry what he alleges 
44.44;a4e447-----At4//  

the enhancement- and only the enhancement 	 u.ouglout all __________ 	--- 

-eftaLts--au4,--mur-L-e ad_pisroves. 

De then has what is bas 	s him the excuse for another-■ 

footnote that in cotes he is careful to credit all others with their own work but 

what also can have be used to support what he says about whe irst shot was 

turned look toward the noise, toward th Book Depository." 

 
 

 
 

r 9 , 01114'1 me-linen indicates no sours, 

the 

 tnt r,:71  'S "enhanced f'lm" for the next 
' 	I 27Pia 6 nevi:- 	h4fu.. 414-144{t°'11.  

page iie devotes ~o say3ZTEET)tie ir., shotJA.7444-ot=atrtapruder frame 162 'ssed. 0 , 	.7 	 - 	' 
..."' 9' lie goes through motions by the President and his. wife lie says means that and, falsely 

and without citation of the page an volume, 	a that besides the girl and the 

first family, "Governor Connally's rec ection and actions confirm a shot was fired before 

ffnme 166." I know that -Us\ est' • he does not cite and the one citation of Connal.y's 

testimony relating to frame- 	cannot use is when thexak connally himself was shot. 

Posner cannot cite that.:cause Co lly was firm in his testimony and in his belief 
(v Commission VoluMei./Y1-i, page 139, for example.) 

that he was shot imt. than Posner 41..se his book upon, 2unnelAyls-ntrxzresolIaeiimexfxom 

lAtxaBARBADix 	456iRAPAWNARERERAIRz" '054REAlkzi4ftdxigizkOkz4i1Az5Axnelf0452ilY 

FrliENAAx146  

Posner then quotes Connally on 1,.oking over his •'ght should er who,' he heard what 

2 



.G%' 

• 4IViiioafi:aoXlilEo.laVaiditi thlii7 	 U1tRLJAUEZZAZOI3 

(--7 

his own interpretation 
0
and meaning to make them mean what they do ntht mead, that they are 

first fluily,"Covernor Connally's recollections and actions confirm a slot was fired -# 
• 

before /frame 16u; 	thi he cites EiEpage numbers 
f
n
r 
 thhat   tentiLionme,, 

There is no such "confirmation." There is no such testimony, Posner makes it up. 
he was firm in saying tit 

When Connally testified in A4iionhaip t15 paxm ffamo libitTaTr175-Elad- hat he 

was shot later than Posner says he was, as in Volume IV, at page 139. 

Remember, Connally was alive for long afte:21. Posner was down in Texas working on 

hie book. Posner boasts of more than 200 interviews. Le did not interview Connally. 

Igstead he invePits what he wants to have believed and he attributes that to the since-

died Connally. 

After this tricky deal Posner quotes Connally as saying he was looking over his 

rigtit shoulder when he heard what 

ka.crlqe, 
----- Posner indicates no source other than what ie 

next half-pa 	 saying that this is row he timed the first shot at 
A 

Zapruder Frame 16E. (He says it missed.  
r-f-7 

itLaa2Z.  

He then rears tO motions by the President and his wife to which he attributes 

..144 
reacting to that missed4fshot at Frame 162. he then says that besides the girl and the 

aw in that"enhannced film" for 4 



Herald, June 3, 1979, H-3." 

before Posner stQtrted 

he immediately identified as a rifle shot. Pvener's citation of that tes
timony is to 

Piges 123-3, earlier in the cConnally testimony/4n 	i=e11141(4.4.441,,,4 1/44(Phy 	 

. supposed 

It is important to remember that in Posner's(lablishing of the time of what he 

cliims was the first shot, the shot he says missed, all h2 has attributed to anyone
 

else is when the Willis girl stopped running. 

Now for the truth. 

P 
Footnote 18 reads, David Lui, 'The Littler Girl Musy Hpve Heard,' Thi Wiliam Times 

4.  d 41
/1-641""d'ejvi ------------ 

s toI tI ,i pper went out of business. Illthe 
1 	111,4* 

remote possibility anyone wanted to check a-stery-errs little girl heering-somethi
n row_ 

ala---i-Fwe•WocaZaaSSoic-re;sTaC tIW- 	)0  = et- 

h4d.=sho4s,r67-iano newspaper library to consult. And how many peopl
e outside of I/ 

O 0041 fil4 17 
Dallas have any reason to clip Dallas papers?yhose doffe-41miste Posner pgarays as l

ess 

than depenable sources. 

- And who ever heard of David Lui? He is not mentionedin any of the Wilk assa
ssination 

book ae which 1  know. 

But it happens I do remember David hot Lui . Friends from New Yory City to Cali-

ethat sto 
fo'rnia sent me copies offer stories from three other pers. It is not a Dall

as 

Times-Eqrald story. It was syndicated bat, the Los Angeles Tjmes.Tho New Yorker who s
ent me 

• 0:' 
the story as it apparel in the Boston Gloie pwrote on the back,Tfor laughs4also 

have 

copte 	it app .-red in the Washington Star and the San '1.4-ncisco Chronicle.They were not 

Some were stortened. 

Lq; 
441-41a When.ho-wrote his story in 1979 116 was at Brown University, ProvAdence, 

Rhode Island. When he was 15 years old and a slident in Beverly Hills High School
,na 

7-  
he undertook an extra-credit project on the JD% assassination. He had a boeLeg copy

 of 

the _aprude-J.• film. thz;peciErs gone of them were very clear. He 	ritt/ . able to buy a set 

of the Commiseion's twenty-sle: volumes. Here is ho4 himm-erb-he began his story: 

"I ant watching the eilent Zaprudem film foi•-iinximdzkorl must have been the 50th time 

that night. Suddenly, this time I saw something that startled me: a young girl runn
ing 

all used the same 4y clay, 



to keep pace with the presidential limousine stoppeLl abruptly and turned toward the 

Texas School Book Depisitory - too early in the film - before any shots were supposed to 

have been fired." 

\-&41,1 /' 
In the Boston Globe the'etory ranAross the to of two pages close to a full page 

-7- 
 

Gs 	Lc 	(1) :,,k, A41 „...4,„;r 1,1g)  t, 
in ail. Ihtt 4s is Rlraost at the end thEt-Itztg- poT.tri rrzked-ItuirarTrr-she-les 

SAC 1Liht. 
ras„oadeii-(-Eiasheas running with the car and stopped when she 11-ard a a 

That this makes clear is that Posner attempted to covz his thievery- from a kid at 

tT that -o f of what Posit attribute ) 

	

	
dvanced computer enhancement rerk:Iqmagniime he says 

Lui 
made it all posoible! fly crtditing 	i 1 the well-known fact that Rosemary had been 

running along the south side of Elm Street. He credited kW_ with nothing else. 

What Posner actually clai4as not pos:dble to observe until he got all that un- 

credited.ga "enhancement" .„..--1:4te.i--4-poee--arri---spLagor 	of wIti-eh-ie-riet-in--1-cyrunt- 
, 

147.17,;44424.. w-01. Iwo 6441244-eAtelyt-:=44 wzJ 

• 1/L4-,  brt-14 kid could sea-i-t-441fa-raqher poor copy of the papruder Wm( 
Aew- "IA tra 	14.144114461- °A•hit‘e 1•47 Aati raie6>t a#4 ,4tf- 44,  frr/411." 

Posner stole it.u ikhis theft is the basis of Posner's 

caii. to his great achievement0 in his book tat allegedly closes the cape'. 

It seems to me to ise open up a Posnermg case. 

Plia hi"-  
bus-14-mat Psner became the darling of the major"5-media and received 

all those high-flown credits from big-name personalithes who should have learned not to 

t-ke a book 	1!:s author's of-publisler!-a representation before vesting their reputations 
PM 	 P( 	:"! 	 411.  /402-Bd•-tel ortwir(-evhios b4--157:0 . 
tar unstintix 	and a fake? A theft from a kid! And all that fakery 

of only this advance "enhancement" making it all possible! 

What i left? Only th0 101 theories asner pays he eshews and condemn in others! 
yiailln,04.  ‘041-614limet,,etrupo*--,FrOvNist41;pri.../42,n,,,,„ 	ti4414,,0).,;01.„1„,14,7.02, 

Aat ci se 4e has on the- gtintitibnis 	ng 	it is not new in any event. .ad 
L.-fuci---4,4_. 0404'4 4  acs  .G  ;1 -____ 

t is not fact. It is iie 	ef. Bis only allegedly factual basis was that "enhancement." 

The only apparentRnsa enhancemen;;s were of Posner and of Random House. 

They had the TVn nets fighting to get at whA was only phony baloney and with the 

other attention they all .havethe epuntry agog - over,fietion taken from ths childhood. 

sork of amiktd. aril gut4-444-44-1,aL4A plAdfre-04-  •64717." 

1-by any meant. 

• '4 10 44 



If this is not scandalous enough, there is more, more that makes "scandalous" 

P.14-14,PAqidt  
Throug:lout Posner brags up 	diligent andV8clueive scholarship. He is king of 

the heap and he knows it all. From his endless self-praieep! of his
1 
 inclueive scholar- 

ship it is cibviour, that ho had to know about what he suppressed frcm his book and 
Aa-at . -a from 11:1:3 readers. 	 arc 	oreci.ee/to lirit tnis-superessions by amissinns  

of what he had to know. 

lie xtually c 	ibts have read all of the Conriseion's twenty-six volumec but in 
aem- 

fact he hed so little lexeledge of them he eiteT them as used by ()tiers and heammx said/ 

other things tat are notirue. Thie, of ceurse,ritises -questions all over again of where 

he got what he could not possibly have done for himself, how he could have read what 

exceeds tilapability of the speediest of speed readers if tkmy he did nothing else 

On the time he had for his book, like travelling and conducting all those proudly 
-ice eivet.46.4 41 i 	ki,velot‘Lefi/r, A ye-o. Aer, 

listedeinterviews. 

.,e7 	(24--  71,er,L-1-4 fle 
in fact, he 4ndorstated the number of words in :theee volumes by ten times. Yet 

at the e no point he claire he read them. 

Uithal condemning those with whom he clisaAs.lie uses his assault on Sylvia 'Peeagheel  

Can assault that would have been hazardous were she still alive to r pond, arttcujjltae 
a 

and Drosionax woman that she was to boast about 

hr eofefesses to have done alone and unassisted. 

himself and the magnitude of the work 

In the mou=se of his attempted literary:ssassination of her (on Page 419) he is 

critical of her index, the only one available. Wthis he actually said that "the (Connim- 

sion ) volumes origainally had only a name 

glaeingly false! 

index...." 

only the testimony has an index andit is a name index. But the even greater volume 

of pages ii the apeendix do not have-  ;the "name" index this most pro-eminent of subject 

6w4f. scholars 	pit they have, Ad It is with them,thst* and them alone, in his words thatte 

lack of any index-other than 1. 	er'e of course -makes "it almost impossible to work (in) 

effectively. 

1 

into a praise. e /. e-telf 



iod 
(thatX deems it aot necessary to quo 

4: 4A. 	4 
:hat ileagher said herg5lanatory nut°, 

her purpose, tiat she "hoped" her index "will enable scholars to test the assertions 

and conclusions in the Warren Report against their independent judgement...." The 

massive Warren Report idexhaustively noted to its claimed soureeland it is written to 

convictOswald. That, in Posner's concept of true scholarbip, is fine. liat ittascare-

full not to cite and thus not to direct attention to what conteadicted its conclusions 

or its interpretations of e "dente, that also he regards as fine. But for someone to 

„eer-444 qie 04/14/2- A4,1 kW& 
provn 	 eat i sin. y terrible! Uhat makes 1.1eagher " a comnited leftist" 

4 

is being accurate yaying in advance exactly what would be said of Oswald when he was 

arrested and when it was learhed that he had a Russian wife. Ea makes it plain that aRy 

complaint about the eolitica of the writer being reflected in the book depends on the 

writer's politics. If it is leaped-loaded on the conservative side, with that view, as 

his beck is, tha; is the way it should be But id it is whatever he may mean by "her 

politics are clear throughout the book," her eaitics not being his politics, that is 

very, very wrong. What areki.s political complaints againseagher and her writing? 

Such things as, his words,"she charged that large numbers of the Dallas police force were 

members of Wright -wing extremist orgarleations'..."(Page 419) =s Posner on this plat et 

or did he just get carried awey with 	lf aadifhi only true belief? It is beyond question 

ee 
that in . 	Kedghatieither craggerated no erred and it has for all thee these ma.e:Ck' 

;;ears been anything bYb secret. Laid when it come to Posner'e complaint (all on the some 

*40-' 
page, 419) he:: index reflects her 'etas that Osawld was innocent," how is that any more 

biased than Posner'4b4;irrtng with tieet assumotion and in his boa: systematqtAt pretend- 
. 	 r)alee -vie-tale  144-  7 

that what tendoni toleulpate Oswald that Meagher did index0 Enough* illustrations- r from 

all, he provides that many - of his biases against Oswald and for the gover= 

official mythology w41 follow. There ,> houo74  this difference: Posner 's 	sty and 

integrity will be 1 	96t he,  males ie-c-1-6-6.-Tri-arlything and everything is right for 

the gander, but nothing Ae-dislWas is goed for the goose.) 



,015"E where does he get off complaining about the alleged bias of anyone else in 

an indexwhen he uses hi41  aacx not only to reflect his pelitiedeollitical biases 

but even to argue! 

id-Oad 
With his cleaU. that lie book holds now biographical information about Oswald, 46ee 

ho index Oswald's politics, as iEportant as they are? No. Does he have anywhere. in 'is 
_7 I. 

index what Oswald said about the USSR or about the American Comaunist PartAk6,  

But he does have a listing under Oswald for U.S., denouncedily. He also in his 

index sug.ests what Oswald ;as not with 11;(s lis 	"anarthi t -ye vior." 
A  2itt6)  ca-cure244,vat 

L'e did not have to do any researc 	because pub 

my first book, where I do have a "politics" list ng under Oswald, wit4 many pages 

given. ForEmample, on page 122," Oswald's hatred of the Conmunist Party and the Soviet 

Union exude from 95a consecutive pages of his totes....in Exhibit 97 (of Volume 16A;papes 
GY 

283-34 he rages, 'Tie, Co 	Party of the United StteShas betrayed itself. 	also 
Jon  itr.0114. 	le 

wrete that.50t had betrayed the working class and of the 4het leaders, he. 	cast igated 

t/101/"fat, stinking politica-inn./ These kind of views expressed so extensively in such 

voluminous writings for a man so lacking in formal education are not worthy of indexing? 

it is fact, less than honest to refuse to index them/0 

one e se .L 	 with this his- 
Posner haland interest at all in a scholarly study of Oswald's writings for 

rectrd, 
his sup)osed definitive biography and had mentf.oned it to me 'I would have directed hi n 

to a file drawer of cbpies of his writings of which years ago I home made duplicate 

eopie and filed then all'ati-e in one place for just such a scholarly interest, someone 

1;1;cri--itt want to mati study of what Oswald wrote,not what hacks and hired pens 
J.-ea 

In Ponner'-! Clpin to have read and indexed those massive twenty-six volumes of 

those ten million words 

s ed that in Whitewash, 

Ti 

woald-cizr-of—eilat horota, 



314k 

a 	 GirlWjAille.a, and oath all he said about the superiority 

of testimony closer to the time of the event, Posner makes no mention of this official 

testimony  before the Darren Commisoion. Phis is hou his book can be as "definitive" as 

boasted: it fines, the hoars_y of a decade and a half later to be so much superior to 

fiist-Person, contemporaneous eye-witness testimony makes no mention at all of what 

trozaer says is suPerior, testimony closer to the event. iinda LKay, the fiftennryear-old 
(7E490-9) 

Tanis girl/eye-witness rho EfiT-fFY,TtIY/is a non-'rson in Posner's definitvo book so 

1iit;1 	praised becauec "it answers all questions." 



'.1her: did that "oriLdnally" come for, pro/eminent scholar? They still have not 

been indemd by th. government. QA-k-ed AP444 44,0 :Irq 

tItismsr-amamthq.7th=dzocarkstabaLimegsa^azetemniettisti!xpistitica 

The bplance of his line pa44t1I quoted above on the difficulty of worizing 

missions's volumes gives their word counhs "more than 1 million words." 

has a note on the at the So#ttom of the page.. 

The official estimate of the number of words in those volemeiis not 

in the CEilm-

iLnd here he 

one milliom- 

it /2 ten million. 	1. 
170-0614. 
ii±s footnote cotnLeinin . ..eagher all over again, true gentleman that he is, say he 

4142444rravwdo. 
read alllten million liords and he in adlition indexed then because he found hers fir 

pramisttmiefieeiwk"biasedU From the man who write this book that is an ap)ropriate 

criticism/ His ietire-nes.t-bmiesecl, openly biased in favor of the 
11 

official "solution." ..o, unable to use hers he "made a new card index." In additional 

to all ho claims to have done 	 indexed 

tne millions words,94  "' 

kgrammettittl 	 anuntmec: Eel 
r. 	

1.4 he pontificates, anre ec 

her bias that Oswald was innocent." eAscl. aside from his Onirl arien 	that  Oswald 

was gui]ty,ijzd-marthan themie4m 	eas-by-v.el 	ae 

number,__ port to find the allegedly incriminating evidence? 

n.ource? 
--?o4 

17.:1111 W Cher 

4'64utir:j 
It is aprprr.e.--.4,----- -tie--12 asseged3-41t-all there 

4 s 	„, _, 	
i - 	_ . . 	.- 	. rma ion to light leave 	wi. out 

,..„-,e,A---t-i-fr:_--,hj..1 claim is to complete knowledge of th, Coliadssion
1 
 a volunie- 

How,then can this devot - of original sources explaiji 1.1.s usin...,-andusinaS his 
L-41d 4/14 04- 

own work, no less -Young 	 I' . Lou couilhe cuote that 19Mpublica- 
414Z7,  

imins* or tha utterly meoirelesie. to the int rview oraM-Rozemary Willis by 

6'444 4 	dAPI,k, 
A 44-ai 

s 	 without refel.ence to .:here i is or can be seen? 
-Kf/5):11 



S 

11121461rWt ct 
ilf.441.41.aisho=dd prate, it quoted above (fr6hipage 235) that "tes ony closer to the 

event must b.: givetJaeater weight" because with the pas ing o2 years recollecticns are 

innuenced an chance. ( 	111==i:tat neither La's article or Smiti*Durk's interview 

is "testimony.") 

Phil and Marilyn Willis had two daujiters. ,Botb were at the scene of the a*mmcrime 

with bothbarents and both saw the impact of bullets, as 	thei7kother. As 2hil, with 

whom 1 had a friendly reletionshi-3 

Wssley Liebeler, the Commission's 

ands:_banced phohe calls and letters toldja l 

counsel who deposed Linda Xay Willis, '11-,e.k the  -ronc 

   

• n 	, -pages -496=9) 
-------------- 

who read and indexed oery-wer 	did 

o  r 
	 - r t 

	

rtwe 	 it(0 Lr fi lq_ 

-1-CFSe-"—that-C.83eW  
11.411-7"44'17;V 147144k°44-. 	 H-L, 414 	 )14-61 101114:,  

respelse t Liobeler's 	 it5heheard what she took to be shots she 
little 

testified  - under oath -"Yes; heard one. Then there was 	t of time, and then there 

were t;:o real rfat bullets together. When the first one hit, well, the President turned 

from waving to the people, and he gabbed his throat, and he kind of slumped forward,„0P 

and thee-and thi.: requires close attentioni7"I couldn't tell where the second shot 

04bat." 

She 	u the second shot that misped,dnd 	was looking at  
97 .24 	cta 4414-44. 

'dtamito_ 	
Le, 11-44 444 Feaa 	4'1?) 	n 	inikarsiV 

ddEMS7   81.--NammEigiu-zagx Where was she? 
Aitiutir rkt 	01 	24.1 • 

was righl-in line with the sign (that said Stemmoas Freeway) and the car and 

I wasn't very far away, but I couldn't toll where the shot cameirom." 

Like Rosemary, she also "followed aim, the street with the car." 

Sure you dildni t see Lind4ay "enhanney/Gerald Posner? 

Shoitesti2ed that she "saw the President get hit in the head," too. "Actually?" 

9ebeler asked and she agail said, "les."timate her 'distance from the Presi- 

dent Liebeler tlw-nslated into about twenty-fset. 	141-42 

know of Idn.da X.410's w swore testimony, 
14041z/ w:tit& 

12 simply is not possible that this 
ike 
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Liebeler kept Linda Kay's testimony brief. lie could have asked her more questions 

about the shooting; and how she saw the victims react, for eeample. But neither he nor 

Posner wanted that. 

Teke  Leebeler, Posner could have spohem to Mrs. Marilyn Willis. She Was right 

there, near her girls, also looking at the President when the shots hit him. •ould not 

one ordinarily believe that an older and more experienced person would be a better wit-

ness than a child gime, of course, the child is "enhencible)? 

From what Phil Willis told no and I have in a memp, !Writ the testimony on the 

shooting that his wife and older daughter would have given, was that the Peeeidentts 

fatal wound was from the front. 

Tha testimony of either -would have presented an impossible situation to the 

Comeissioe as it would have to Posner, for the dame treason to both. It would, if not 

ignored, have made impossible the JA*—assassin preconception of the Warren Commission 

t?, 
and of Peeneri a preconceived from. book that so Vdafinitively" and all those other many 

4 

encomiums says there was only the one assassin, Oewald. 

f?4;11-4  o e not simultaneously have shot from both Ades. 

or those Who dpubt there was this °facial preconcpetion of a lone assassin, 

proof of it is throughout my published book. I I cite in earticular the Introduction 
4, 

to Post 14rtpm,  Conclusions First. Being prepared for publication as 1.1:te this is 

unquestionable official documentation of it in =ER AGAIN!  That book begins with this 

official documentation from the highest of places in the rzovernment.) 



'When Liebeler re2eatod the g#ms Same Juestions she gave thJ same response:,, repeating 
that it was the second shot she heallthat she did not see impact fl? .01-  Pg-41"141h1444"4  co Le., ke,..12) 	 74t4.4,t-/V44q1,40 g Posner 	ad and indexed eaes2;tzytort.—es=i4e—'_, obviously #het had to 
knoe of Lir.C.a Kay's testimony and in knwing about it,he als o:new that it refutes his 

1. 

	

IN42i7 	u•417)q. 
i  

	

/glee concoction of a new semi-official mythology and h-  . 	.'" 	 makes no mention of her 
sworn testimony. 3243  

Need Aything EOTO be said of Posner and his book than he says for himself in the 
for - gping? 

not-fiction  ire.:d anything more be said anout the oublisheYnot 'awing he traditionaVpeer 
review? There could not nave been an authentic one without my knowledge. 

Did Posner and his publisher impfie upon the trust of all: of tnose who Vrote Alb dust- jacket, 
those glowing/endorsements? Tbeee whopluced the took wit`: major TV attention, major 
reviews, glowing news stories? 

Ts Is there Layone whose trust :as not imposed upon? 
-- °Computer e hancements," huh? 

Isn't that AISteven Spielberg brought dinosaurs back? 

3e' ,use the little understood thrust of my writing is that in that time of grantes 
cris and ev since then all the institutions of our society failed and have continued to 
fail s'_nce then, 	my book NMER AGAIn beui ng prepared for publication as I wdite this 
reprint information brought to light in earlier books e that 6 information 1:4s 

was from my publication rea y available to one 	our basic institutions, the media. I 
do that once again now because 

it from me personally. 

Posner makes a g deal of his intervi- of tiosenko. Ile does bot tell the reader 
that the CIA delivered ITheerao to him, naturally. But he pretends that in his interview 
he did 1.:,arn from Nooenko what was not already publi\C:  owledge. That is not true, there 
is nothing of any importance he reports getting from Nosenko, if he get anythigg at all, 

had that information. I know because he got 


