. (e ‘ff/MWW "%ﬂmm}: M

While there was a Eood reason for it, we have neglected that pretty little girl
too long. Let us noﬁ%eturnn to her and to Posner's affair with her, his absolute basis
for his "“S#ssed "closins the case;' as he put it. Lader will be time cnough to report

vhat he ;md in hand and what was free to him that he could ,‘ave copied and used from
{rh B wi Laus
my files, ! tsss T knew about and did not want that came from and was aﬁfﬁm

I

M
whot ko TG said and what he knew.

Ui PP Uil Willis's daughter
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\ i ' y
W l/{/{ W "
Pooner is a lauyer{ He should have told his readers most of who/lack lmowledge of

the law and do not know wlMat testimony really is what it is and what makes it a superior .
indeq »adho
and morc trusthgfithty spurce of information. Testimony™is What I sl_sﬁ« orn to and therefore

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

by a judge. Testimony is aelso subject to confrontation and to refutation. ¥mowkix

Quoting what someone wrote about what scmeone else allegedly said is not nearly ag
I ) e ity mial i foniie e

probative. The person guog ed may or may not have said {hat 15 quotedy Hither one |

could have made a wistake or had a motive not to be truthful. ind there are no penaltieé
enj,; iled for fglse neprfuethtion. ]}/{ addition, wha osnex;l E":?;‘Lg ear}ier in hi?ﬁ:ookr
L‘I;T‘r te:-tip}&ony = . 4t was"closor to the event}(}%%#fﬁ must be given
greotor y?ght." While as most lavyers do when thpy arc ddversaries, Posner says what it
suits his purpose to :;ay on%ce and pays no attantion at all to his béry own words i
btae
h

in a diflerpnt place when that suits his surposes, uhAt /il .JLWU—.."’ ZJ“JJ‘# et A?M? 1!/_2:74
. /‘.‘

e . 32 o .
~—-- Compare what he said with what he did in what we her;\-Edress.



[

1A

W about and did not w i nko,
Pésnm' was fiither ignorant of 43 published Warren Commission testimony
he boagted about ha\;e studied so diligently or worse, he did not dare use it.

He would also have discévered, as after more than 25 yesrs I had forgotten, the

AWM o cdalighters
o%&%ma’n—%%mﬁm stwhey ctually have‘ﬁarteamm blished

nh Lf'l‘lj: 1-;41/"4 {ftz WW&J ‘%;: V4
or a man# sadistic with words }

b im mﬁ;:o?}mrs writmg ingthe field W

Commidsion, it is not easy to believe that he would miss t'ha‘l?/ppoﬁ'tunlty to make

himself look so much morc important and so well informed.iv'ﬂﬁ a M,j,fffg Vrlﬂ!b"!"f
Cnly four pages after he gets into his key to his "closing" 'l:he case with the
\_is a lavwyePds principle but
Willis girl he said, not for the first or the last tims, what is Tuite true anﬂ)fwha'k
J
he did not practise with her and with gquite a few others B Aot abiding by his own and
el /Mf'fcw
oft-stated principle his need:

"egtimony closer to the event must be given greatez‘-\%ight than changes or addi-
iiong made years later, when the witness's own memory is often muddied by television @
programs, films, books, and discussions with others."(Page 235)

Wri‘cinq about those }'I(ew Zapruder enhancements" for which he needed a timing sy

key, and E=atiriting without any source cited, malking it a clear statement that he is

vwriting about his own investigative derring-do, he wrote, as we have seen, that 'M;ugj_nning
[ ) .

at fPame 160, a young girl in a red skirt and white top who was running along the left

pomd.’

side of the Presiilent's car, down Elm_ftreet, begen turning to her right. hy ; 187,

less than 1.5 seconds later, the enhancement clearly sfjows she €ad stopped, twisted

completely away froum the motorcade, and was staring back at the School Book Depository.

b8 SIELTE
That little girl was ten-year—old Rosemary Willis,."/It is here that he\héz‘hi'é{iversion
/ ' :
for which he used Hoore, that his unnamed "Some believe the z=w® girl's reaction was
because lher father, ﬂu.l Willis, standing only 10 feet away, told her to stap and

im Whaeh Praner
ick to him toward him." At this PO : J_nt is his footnote 175 the ons “bs% attributes

LMCT? o Voi- itd gl e 2T ) i on

that-nonsensq fo " n-l:e iey with Jim Hoore, March 9, 1992 "

liha
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What follows Posner's Hopre diversion cannot be attributed to Hoore as its source
because it EEE Io ﬁh,teﬁt ES*e;ﬁ%ES citation of lMoore as his source in his Footnote 17,

¥ I le sources what is r}e*:t quoted, and notling has been omitted in direcct
quotatior'l—Q-g of whgt Poénjel.::greig. :f_{ augt ve attributed to another souvcgf. U}n‘;{ he

soys neit iss

e
\"r
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on ubich hig book is based,

Tiis claim goes back to uﬁmt Bob lpomis, Random House's executive editor and vice-
y =

president told Publishers Weekly's %bert Dahlin no later that April, 1993, before the
tn/

book's publication, et least—ourmenthe—before—it. I tic @ iscue dated May 3

Qahliu quotes Loomis as saying that Pésner depended upon‘;'éomputer and laser ﬁhance—
” hE

ments of the eyewitness Zapruder film,"
Fpllowing what is quoted(: gctly above, again nothing omitted in quotation,

A . Ao _
Posncer again digtractsCwith what is basically unnecessary in the bOzjlééﬁ‘.\t is absolutely
. R ‘¢
essential to what our Supersherlock is up to, using Feeitndtes to pretend he Bs citing

all the so/‘uiz?f he uses-so that he can claim the worl{ of a.nother as his own personal
3 4 /
v basis of this book.%”"{ 4— W

d:n.scovery g2 the v
0 G /&T,(,Jf wuncting and tu iy Aeofretac fo A,,J =i

e hava seen iwhat informdtion is atirlbuted to his Feetnote 18, This is what he

has directly follov:ing%e '18# ' ‘ M‘ /j

—

-
il

"T he Zapruder film is the visual confirmation mf that provudes the timing."

——/

I{q,_\s’o /f/oepote Ho then s nothing ted,” " I Jhat-split-second,
- .~ A ’

I thought it was a Perecaracker. But w:n.tlu_n maybe a -Shet \ Zhet tenth o a sepond, I lmew it was

zgumPeya o a gunshot . . oL think I probahl-jr turned to-tooktoward the noise, toward the

Book euoss_tory' " ind then his tnota‘_.19.
o F st 11 wl‘a Jm aw/y pewna fp i

el ol-.

Tho can J.nterpreted é‘i- me. -- r: o)
.
:r-v. . h 7o A R /e Thiu means that what is not in his knntrd:e
. .n-“c FHFBE O 2 10 source he represents himself as the so o of.

Ilis Togfnotsze~19 is Ahe only chting of his sdurce for what he says after Footnote

18, This includes ;,ho Za’:ruder film is the visual confirmation that provides the
timing," that @m%er s booke

Y BT YA



BEAZ pre.edes Footnote 17, is:
"Howey_2r, when Rosama.ry Willis was asked why she had stopped running with the

President's car, she said, 'T stopped vhen I hoard the shoj#'," %%n he has Footnote 18,
and rrly (Wit by ke senihy it w Frolnels 1€
By this ho attribites the M girl's aﬁ'y'inu that the sh e her sgtopeemmtonmiiing

I_{;‘gg sible use of his Footnote 18 source is to the Willisk girlds reason for stopping.

Then referring to her stopping, he follows, nothing-omitted in votation, "The

rné|
Zapruder film is the visual confirmation that provides the timing. has no ind:.cated

source for th:ns. h% h:l.ﬂ own personal and remarkable Perry liasonty, what he alleges
/’1.._ dAsespirsd W M&Ha%ﬁdé

the enhancenent- zmd only the enhancement Mus—mﬁened—:bwzﬂumt all
mf_ib&s—an&mmelﬁ‘auham_@wes. % '27

e ——
He then has what is basicallly iTreleawnt o gives him the excuse Tor another—

footnote that im

icates he is careful to credit all others with their own worlc but

vhat aloo can have been used to support what he says about whe! gt shot was

fired,and for this his so ootnote 19 at the end of the gquotation:

—.."In that first split I tjought it was a forecracker. But within maybe

one thenth of a d, I knev it was iree o+ « o (his elision) I think I probably

o TN
N

look toward the noise, toward + ‘Book Depositorye"

C 07 3 .
b M 4] indicates no gopr’ﬂé'c T i gh Mo "enhanced £3lm" for the next page Half
“f 1 ',ZIM (5] M w , ,;L J‘: _}It_, '1_”“,: o Mg d= ’,—' }t A b{-
pageoi'l,m devo-'l:es_fc.o saying that) 'S ’_‘ghot = $ apri'uier Tame 162)missed.

He goes through motions by the President and his v he says means that and, falsely

and in his belief
(v Commission Volumé»'*ﬂ page 139, for example.)
than Posner bosed\his book upon, Gpmms ; i

b exexaninghionyel
Fromney 336240
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He then v férs 'bobmo‘tions by the President and his wife to which he attributes
his own interpretation and meaning to meke them mean what they do ndt mean, that they are
reacting to that missedfshot at 'rame 162. lle then says that besides the girl and the
first £ nti.ly,"-Governpr Connally's recollections and ac'bigns confirm a slhot was firedﬂ

before ¥ frame 166‘;}/&5 this he sites Tio fmmkiwm page nuimbers Qf—ﬁgeha%estimonn@ s
There is no such "confirmation." There is no such testimony, Posner makes it up.
) he was firm in saying tlet
When Connally testified in z‘ﬂﬁionmip to paxe [fame nl 3
was shot later than Posner says he was, as in Volume IV, at page 139.

{9
fienmmber, Comnolly was alive for long aftcr Posner was down in Texas working on

hia book. Posner boasts of more than 200 intervieus, g did not interview Connally.
]ﬂstead he invelts what he wents to have believed and he attributes that to tﬁé since—

died Comnallye

After this tricky deal Ppsner quotes Cmmally as saying he was looking over his

riglit shoulder when he heard what

ilene 4
Posner indicates no source other than whal he Paw in that"enhannced film" for ks

g
next half-page G}‘e devotes 41:0 saying that this is fi ow Eg {timed the first shot at

Zapruder Frame 16Z.(He says il missed.

T

A Ly LA T
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29 7

he immediatoly identified as a rifle shote PYoner's citation of that testimony is to

Pages 125-3, earlier in the cComnally tesMOny./‘ﬂ fhe M’WW}‘! LadeinA ‘/"{“ iy "‘Q’B

. supposed
It is important to remsmber that in Posner! a{'é'E‘Eabhsh:.ng pf the time of what he

cliims was the first sliot, the shot he says missed, all he has attributed to anyone
else is when the Willis girl stopped runninge
llow for the truthe

S

'\
Footnobe 18 reads, David Lui, 'The Littlef Girl Husy Have Heard,' The Dallas Times

J "
Ile Une 3, 1979, B-3. -ﬁ(dFﬁ Wmdlm i

M 1
Ljn,_, before Posner stgftrted o paper went out of business. I“’/ths
A hat i

remote possihility auyone wanted to check awsbery—en—a little girl heszring -somethin

s

vhen

hm%moas,(mb-ig‘m?ﬁe?uhrm to consult. And how many people eutside of ¥
Dallas have any resson to clip Dallas papers?%;ﬂﬁh‘.:ge {ﬁ,"auwa—thom Pocner poftrays as less
than depenable sources.

~— - And vho ever hoard of David Iui? He is not mentionedin any of the pew assassination
books ¥ ion L xov.

But it happens I do remember David Tux Lul . Friends from New Yory City to Cali-
fﬁnia sent me copies omories from three otl?a,z%rs. It is not a Dallas
Timeg-Herald story. It was syndicated ba the Los Angeles m The New Yorker who sent me
the story as it appered in the Boston Gloée gwrote on the back, U#'E‘or laughs ﬂalao have
copee us it appoered in the Washington Star and the San ¥rencisco Chronicle.They were not
all used the sgme .ﬁ' daye. Some were si;mrtenetl.

+=k—4ho l-men“'g;- wrote his story in 1979 ‘4 was at Brown University, Provjdence,
Bhode Island. When he was 15 years old and a sildent in Beverly Hills High School,nsze
he undertook an extra—credit projeoct on the JFK assassination. He had a 'boc;fl.eg copy of
{the Zaprudewv fihn; Wone of them were very clear. Heﬁr%le to buy a set
of the Commiscion's twenty—-six volumes. Here is hou his=et he began his story:

"I sat wotching the silent Zapruder film for : ai’nnmmJ must have been the 50th time

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

+



q

to keep pace with the presidential limousine stopped abruptly and turned towgrd the
Texas School Book Depibsitory - too early in the film - befo¥e any shots wefe supposed to
have been fired."

D‘IW
In the Boston Globe the.zétory ran\q:ross the top of two pages, close to a full page
o /_.a.'?f"w:z,!-éa cubs b cherd the o,
in all. Bws _j;s is almost at the end thﬁ‘t’ﬁﬂms

She Hld. A
res_—oa&ei(mf she a8 running with the car and stopped when she ho ard a ah@

What this makes clear is that Posner attempted to cov:r his thievery— from a kid at

3

that -0 ¢ of what Posmr atmbutmv\ﬁlvan d compuber enhancement meicgmesik® he says
ui

made it all possible! By cr@liting 1 the well=lmowm fact that Rosemary had been

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

What Posner ‘c_a.crtuall.l,’:,r claim'géas not pos:ible to observe until he got all that un-

credited .ga "enh.mcement" Pl puipese—ad—a70
u,ﬂ-MtM. wa"- ho e atq d -ﬁ-g(ﬂa

btrb=~£ kHd couid see—it=3n (a poor co oL‘ the pru.der g:le' 14‘ ‘f &A_
6 D 1. f/cmXAM Swm e/ and Ly MJW o
bnd—dids—nd-—reperted—iteind Posner stole it.ﬁ his theft is the basis of Posner's

claim to his great achievementy in his book tiat allegedly closes the casel

Lt seems to me to +pc open up a Posner @=m case, . '

Eéfﬂ Thip b hew- "

4 4 Pésner became the darling of the major mead-redia and received
all those high-flmm credits from biig-name personalitbes who should have learned not to
t.ke a book I its author's of publisher’s represcntation before vesting their reputations
" ‘Fw,rzf(;.—rceﬂwi_q "hﬂmwjanuf#? e cenis,
for unstinting Dyetatien~0f-a theft and a fake® A theft from a kid! And all that fakery

of only thic advance "enhancement" malcing it all possible!

What ig left? Only tie #1 theories ﬁ.?osner says he eshews and condemns in others!

et I devde~oe w\..mrrmmbc Jiamnbe }(,é.r,am il | whet Pesvion necte
That lse —Eas on se‘siinaffon is nothing|and it is not new any eventes ¢
u"‘bpf’:l‘hl. LV’*M

mm ei'. His only allegedly factual basis was that "enhancement,"

The only apparent eima enhancemen’is were of Posner and @f Random House.

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

Jrad
other attention they all hewe the cpuntry agog - over ,; iction taken from the childhood

vork of plwd, OMm Wul"u’h )Wl""é M

f

is Db o i 11 by any meand,



79

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

) T A e
into a praise., A T s
],du"Vlb‘[ >
Throughout Posncr brags up ﬂ‘;ﬂdilj.g"an‘c and \Eelusive scholarship, He is king of

f

whe heap and he lmows it all, From his endless self-praiseg of h:-L'siI 11—1c1w:ive scholar-

ship it is dpbviious that he had to know about what he suprressed from his book and
Tl i Atesen 20t ;

to limit this?asuppressiuns by cmissions

-‘

from his readers,
of what he had to lknow,
He cobually clifhell to have read all of the Commiscion's twenty-six wolumes but in
fact he h:d so little lmiowledpe of them he cites them as used by others and hema?ﬁ]
other thirgs that are notirue. Thin, of course,ruises yuestions all over again of where
he got what he cculd not possibly hove done Tor himself, how he could have read what
exceeds the}tapability of the specdiest of speed readers ﬂm did nothing else
d'.n the time he had for his bock, like travelling and conducting a2ll those broudly
Hunhmdied BT o hmdaed ! 'n « yeen o se.
list :fz/{nltemevts. ) i
B -In fact, he finderstatod the number of words in tHose “volmnes by ten times. Tet
at the 5 me point he claims he resd them,
Withal condeﬂming those with whom he disagl%;s.He uses his assault on Sylvia leaghens

-~

(an assault that would have been hazardous were she still alive o re‘dﬁond, artﬂ:culagj

'g\é' woman that she Was) to boast about himself and the magnitude of the work

and pqssiona
he pofffesses to have done alone and unassisted.

In the course of his attempted literary:seassination of her (on Page 419) he is
critical of her index, the only one available. Ii:!tbis he actually said that "the (Commis-
sion ) volumes origeinally had only & name indeXe.ee"

Hrléde, glaringly false!

“aly the testinony has en index ,and it is a name index, But the even greater volume
of bages ih the apvendix do not hafgﬁ‘s%g; "name" index this most pre-eminent of subject
scholars #0 w they have,%lgi‘a is with "chem?ﬁ_; and them alone, in his t-rords) that.fﬁe
lack of any index-other than lcagher's of course -makes "it almost imposeible to work (in)

r
effectively.

-



oK
(&
Rot?” by i it ity
(fnat 26 deems it not necessary to quo'?efﬂlmt bengher soid hexﬁlanatory note,
r purpose, tlat she "hoped" lier index "will enable scholars to test the assertions

znd conclusions in the Warren Report ageinst their independent judgement...." The
massive Warren ﬁﬂport ic;j'emaustively noted to its claimed sourced and it is writien to
convica" Oswald. That, in Posner's concept of true scholarhip, is fine. That itias are-
i‘ul! not to cite and thus not to direct atiention to wha—'l: contkadicted its conclusions

or its interpretations of eyidence, that also hwe regards as fine. But for someone to

setsga dr hen Than whef i |

provi =3 3 0120

1% simply terrible! Uhat males leagher " a cmﬁ}red leftist"
is being accurate m/,hylng in advance exactly what would be sald of Cswald when he was
arrested and when it was learhed that he had a Russian wife, He mekes it plain that any
complaint about the polities of the writer being reflected in the book depends on the
writer's politics. If it is Leewee-loaded on the conservative side, with that view, as
his leek is, that is the way it should be., But ifl it is whatever he may mean by "her
politics are clear throughouf the book," her nolitiecs not being his politics, that is
Tvery, very urong. What ave kis political couplaints ageins “‘cagher and her writing?

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

|
mombers of Vright -wing extremist organdsations'..."(Page 419) Is Pooner on this plaigeet

Ao Lot ﬂ:
or did he just get carried awgy with 1f and }ﬁh:l.j only true belief? It is beyond questicn
) obell S ok 1
ué‘ﬁf  Audoe

that in shes leaghedrN:citlieT exaggerated no¥ erred and it has for all thse these many ‘¥
yeers been anytling LYt secret. and when it comes to Posner's complaint (all on the same

et~ i
page, 19) her index reflects her bpas that Csawld was innoconi," how is that any mors

L , -t N M
biased than Posner'e}bﬁinring with se=t assumotiond (znd in his book systemaﬁ{rcsﬁ,v pretend—

. clato gt Akt ]
that what tended to¥xulpate Ogvald that teagher did indes® Snoughk illustrations- fr fron

all, he provides that many — of his biagses against Oswald and for the governmeg 2& its "

official mythology will follow. There.is, however, this difference: Posner's sty and
sm A, b s ¢ t ﬂﬁ—fi‘zi_/

intesrity wi <4d ¥ he tes 1T cléar, anything and everything is right for

lu'%hc gander, but notlﬁ.ne: d:i.sh'g:es is zood for +the zooscs)



'MB M’m’

r’ﬁf vhere does he get off complaining about tile alleged bias of azu!gne else in
an £ index when he uses his ‘in:{ex not only to reflect his pe&:i:%iélpo]&iﬁcal biases
tut even to arguel

Hith his claiw that lis book holds new biographical information about Oswald, dées
he index Oswald's politiecs, as inportant as they are? Ho. Does he have anywhere in lis
index what Osvald sald about the USSR or about the American Commnist Party? Me.

; ol )
But he does have a listing under Oswald for U.'S., denounced by. He also in his

0
index sug-ests what Oswald:as not with "anerthigt hehavior."

Lttt a,bﬂvf‘ paud 5 <
%3 @id not have to do mmhmﬁgm—ﬁm in lihitewash,

=~

my first bock, where I do have a "politics" lisi:; ing under Oswald, wi'by many pages

given, For eample, on page 122," Ogwald's hatred of the Communist Farty and the Soviet
Union exude from 15@ consecutive pages of his notes....in Exhibit 97 (of Volume 16% pages
283-34% he rages, 'Tée Conmﬁst Farty of the United St:teg has betrayed :.tsc]fg%so

WS 23em muwn et D
wrgte that. :.-t nad betrayed the ‘working class and of the $Viet leaders, he mt cast i t izated

1
mm%'fat, stinking poliirj.cains.-'f These Icdind of views expressed so extensively in such
voluminous writings for a man so lacldng in formal education are not worthy of indexing§

Lt is fact, less than honest to refuse to index theml®

It3 thdet ohne else : ing with this his
Iﬁ Poaner hed and interest at all in a scholarly study of Oswald's writings for
per: record,

his supiosed definitive biography and had mentioned it to me I would have directed him

to a file draver of cbpies of his writings of which years ago I hewe made duplicate

copics and filed them all a%—o in one place for just such a scholarly interest, soneone
st ant e nale e nee S5udy of what Osueld wrobe,nob what hacks and hived pens
4

Fouktsm—efunat he\”rote.
In Posner's elain to have read and indexed those massive twenty-six volumes of

those ten million words

-



hat g 9'-&; Willis girl {estified, ond with all he said about the superiority
of testimony closer to the time of the event, Pozner makes no mention of this official
testinony before the Warren Comuission.f’fhis is hou hiz bock can be as "definitive! as
boasted: it finds the hears.y of a decade and a half later +to be so much sucerior to
i"‘ijit-person, contemporaneous eye~witness testinony Fr 4 ngkes no mention at all of what
o=@y coys is superior, testimony cleser to the svents Linda IHay, the fiftcmm—ycar—old

(7m498-9) W

Willis girl/eve-witness who did testity/is a non-8rson in Posner's definitve bool so

highly prgised because "it answers all questions."”



T2 did that "originally" coue for, pre:\/cminr‘n't scholar? They still hzve not
been indexed by +th: goveramonte O bty aade Mp W W“'&%
tirogenzrrEzkerziafikstizmittiex

The balance of his line po¥%1¥ quoted above on the difficulty of vorldng in the Chm=

migsions's volumes gives their word coun}iés "morc than 1 nillion vords." 4nd here he

has a note on the at the bodttom of tho pages
The official estimate of the number of words in those volumeﬁ'is not one milliom=

- |
'ltis ten million. /aé L

PMM
e footnotc cdzi_qlm_nr Heagher all over again, true gentleman that he is, say he

fhaac prrbumes,

read all Jten iliion ?“ds and he in adiition indexed them because he found hers ¥
mﬁmauk&"mased'.‘ Fpom the man who write this bock that is an aporopriate
critician? [is is who—mestbiesed, openly biasedy-er—miniboskay Bhesed in favor of the

LY 1
official "solution." .ﬁo, unable to use hers, hz{"made a new cerd index." In gdditional

to all ¥ he cleims to have done “SEEEne eontETot possibl, - indexed

qu 7 2
ire millions words? -‘

He¥ bias, h he pontificates, R'rorIocts

her bi bat Oswald w innocent." aldsd Asi rom his i hat Ogwald

on to light leave it without

* 1
%m-ﬂmmhlu claim is to complete lmowledge of the Commission s volume sy, fwem
(2]

How,then can 4his devoté of original sources explaiy his usin, ~and using- as lhis
_ ﬁ:[ 7 Lipd ang el
ovm work, no less —Younz “ri's wesd-s—bis—ewm? Hou coudl he quote that T070\publica—

bt o Tha' utierly meaingles$uesessnse to the int rviey mmc,cemary Willis by

M ateid
Kahois m.tn—-Du:*l:, without refevence o vhere it is or can be seen? W "’4‘? M 'AL
P M’\wj 2hae?

e e




0.5k P L o
wAun A&Mu,(lcv

P21
Q?mmdoéo

Eois mee o232 prate, £ quoted above (frow page 235) that "tecﬁmnj cloger to the
event must be givel greater weight" bécause with the pas: ing of years recollecticns are
inflpenced and chenge. (Asd. ootk ’x}ci‘c.]ner Lui'y article or SrithsDurk's interview
is "testimony.") ;

Pril and Har:lyn Willis had imo daughters. Both were at the scene of the .cdmmcrime
with bo ,tharﬂn te and both saw the ivpact of bullets, as ch thely, o wwthere As Fhil, with

ichom I had a friendly relationshin and elzanued phone calls and letters uoldn—'e'!ﬂ'rﬁ&e’&l

calssd “f e wog L]
Wesley Liebeler, the Commission's counsel who deposed Linde Kay Willis, “pet—$he—.rong

“thsar /JH*WP&‘Q’

Iff simply is not possible tmt this man who read and indexed

rﬂ»%"— o uﬂ‘:cfnce; /meh

not know of nﬁz’ s testimody, t
%1:; :-;Z’ /:fl&y :(W UOT})‘: Mm&d/‘("‘c&a cwq" wnﬂﬁm M Wﬁ#cﬁ- A_{_ M‘L _
: Lo The - S—_ .. -

W"'.ifwr(' T Wﬂ“m‘a ced

n respojse to Liebeler's aal’é‘.ng

" 1Ll . ’
ﬂgshe {-— »d what she tock to be shots she
Jitile

testified ~ under oath -"Yes; I heard one. Then there was a¥fit of time, and then there

were tuo real [fast bullets together. When the first one hit, well, the President turned
from waving to the people, and he grabbed his throat, and he ldnd of slumped forward, &
and then"-end thi: requires close attenti.cn( "I couldn't tell where the second shot

gent,

"I was righfin line with the sign (tbat satd Stemons Freeway) and the car and
T wasn't very far away, but I couldn't 41l where the shot came From,"

Like Rosemary, she also "followed alon? the street with the car.”

Sure you d_.}ux t see Zinda fay "enhanced, “/G/rald. Posner?

Shef/testiled that ghe "saw the President get hit in the head," too. "Actually?"
?zebeler asled and she aga:.n? geid, "Les." deéstir.:ate her gdistence from the Presi-

dent Liebeler trenslated into about twenty—feet. / wWto clpae.,

—
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Iisbeler kept Linda Xay's testimony brief. He could have asked her more questions
about the shooting and how she saw the vietims reanct, for arample. But neither he nor
Posner wanted that,

Like Liebeler, Pgsner could have spokem to Mrs, Harilym Willis, She was right
there, near her girls, also looling at the President when the shots hit him. Would not
one ordinarily believe that an older and more experiencéﬁ.person would be a better wit-
negs than a child fziass, of course, the child is "enhancﬁbi;)?

From whet Phil Willis told me and I have in a memo, HaFkE the testimony on the
shooting that his wife and older daughter would have given was that the President's
fatal wound was from the front.

The testimony of either would have prescnted an impossible situation to the
Commission as it would have to Posner, for the dame freason to bothe It would, if not
ignored, hove made impossible the Jé@-agsassin preconception of the Warren Commission
and of Posner's preconceived sm&aﬁ'L book 4zt 80 Ydefinitively" and all those other many
encomiums says there was only the one essassin, Oswalds
= RSl it imilenenualy hev bt Podn ot sles,

ﬁor those who dpubt there was thia oficial preconcpetion of a lone assassin,
proof of it is throughout my published book: i_i— cite in particular the Introduction
to Post M‘,‘ Conclusions Firstl: Being prepered for publication as I\ﬁ‘li‘te this is
unguestionable official documentation of it in NEVER AGATI! That boolk begins with this

official documentation from the highest of places in the 5overnmentii)
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Vhen Liebeler repeatod the miex §ane yuestions she save the same responses, repeating

that it was thcj second shot she hCL‘.I“/ that she did not see inpact?—-ﬂff e Fr ’“"”-‘u"f‘ :
Mettinea

DM A, et
Pgsnerkﬂho»reﬁ and indexed ewezyriromd—ho e =025, obviously #hef had to
lmow of Linda Kay's tectimony and in lmoving about it he alg kney thai it refutes his
w
Ase concoction of a new semi-official mythology and ha—%)&n makes no mention of her

sworn testimony, 323

Need snything nore be said of Bosner and his book than he says for himself in the
Tor:gping?

pot-Tiction

Tlead anytling mors be said anout the eublished not having the traditional/veer

review? There could not nave been an authentic one without my lmowledge.
~
Did Posner and his publisher impgGe upon the trust of all: of those who yhrote B
dgst- jaclket

those @lo'n'ing/endorscnents? Thoee who Plugged the book with major TV attention, major
weviews, glowinz news stories?

18 Is therc anyone whose trustims not imposed upon?

~ fiComputer e hancements," hyh?

Ian't that hof Steven Spielbers braught dinosaurs back?

-,__.'_\exﬁﬂ—spgae
Bé“ﬁﬁ;the Little understood thrust of my writing is that in that tine of groctes

cris and evex since then all the institutions of our society faiied and have continued 4o

fail since then,™Nn my book NEVER AGATIN! beuing prepared for publication as I waite this

I reprint information™L i i 14 in earli e that information waxs

®was from my publication mpea ily available to one our basic institutions, the media, I

do that once again now because Pg o had that information, I lmow because he got

it from me personally,

Posner makes a {_of Mosenko. Ue does bot tell the reader

-

that the CIA deﬁ;.eemd Hosenko to hin, naturallys But he pretends that in his interview

he did l-arn from Nosenko what was not already publicNmouledge., That is not true, there

is nothing of any importance he reports getting Trom lose \i:E he got anythipe at all,
S




