%’f?l)‘(ﬂw Aufz;dni% Whet T é’/)fﬂlrr/ﬂmf’ - Wi y?

When- Liebeler repeated the ng;nx Eeme anuestions she gave thu same responses, repeating
A, Lidded,
that it was the seaond shet she hem‘! that she did not see impact 'ﬂ'( e P 44? A

% ‘ orer prtnto
\ Posner ad and indexed e

ap”authentic one without my lmowledge.

Did Posner and his publishef % ;(‘oe upon the trust of all: of those who yjrote o
dgst- jacket & ' *
‘those glowing/endorsecmenta? Mhose who p ugsed the book with major TV attention, major

Because the ezato0 of xgy writing is that in that time of gmateat
; f/gﬂlﬂ—ﬂﬂﬂ

e -~

d ever since then all the instn.tu'bidns of cur aociety failed and have continued to

M, in my book I‘IEVER &GAIII' or publication as I witite this
I eprint info on I brough ight in earlier books becawse that information wes
wag from my publi {auda.ly available ‘to one of out basic institutions, the media. I

ce again now because Posner also had that information. I know because he got

T'I;r-
Posner makes a big deal of his interview of Hosenko. le Moes Hot tell the reader
that the CIA deliwvered Nosenko to him, naturally. But he pretends that in his interview
[ v om what o o Perens Jorh ke Gegnned Wﬂ%
he did learn from Nosenko what was not already publm Imoviledge. ‘Ehadt—is—net true, Fhere

is nothing of any importance he reports getting from Nosenko, : 1,



e

ward

v/ .
that interview ¥ Mu.ns more than sucker~bait promotional material for his book.

A

Tho

ge not familiar with the available fact, particularly met overly-busy peoppe like those

bi types who prmmJeu pre-publication promotlonal stataments, have no way
Pan dew (rde diitdbiad e m mwf.
ing these things.)fis# P,,»;;,\L/l ?,,7' wiial iy M«F:W

published it in 1975,i

What Posner ({ oes not rgport & he did not hxve to ge't from Npsenko becauseﬁl

ek J’mw, hra, -

in Pngt I‘IO;EBE =t Fasner—Basandg - supEoscety —ns

‘.Ih.at I say ’chere is conaide ab abbreviated but I also stated that in addition

fum frev

and

what I das then publ:.sh:mg ) "I have obi" ﬁd hundreds of releva.nt s, seek more '

fu'r. m/m Wyl% um

With all those once-withheld records,some classified Top Secret, I should explain

will be writing aldut this separately."(Page 62'7)

why I then devoted so little space to Hosenko and the information he had and gave the

FBI.

ded

lis
fot

(ri

&

(pages 627-5686-9.)

After my first book was rejected by morc than 100.publishers internationally I deci-
fo publish it myself. I became and remain, I suprose, the country's smallest pub-
her. Hy wife and I did all the work other than the actual printing. Phe substiuted
the printing typesetter and I, having been taught by my friend the late Sammie

gl1‘c)Abbott hov to do it, did the makeup. Sammie did & the covers.

jould have been b

-

Although the_lesenko content has no relationsip to the rest of the bouk, wanting that

ol neutidup of 2o Y wbls
pring to be available, even for the kissers of official ass like Posner as well as

£
it

or those with a genuine interest in, trying tn establish what truth could be\'z{:abl:.shed,

) Londad M ¢ bk O bl Lol andfgy R cdorummanta T wded e
_B”FI filled \wena ava:.lable{h_ne able line in thos Wwﬁ‘mgs'ﬁiwuiﬁ% EOZM#%M

If Posner had not been playing Dr. Fahstus to the CIA as l’*eph:l.s'l:ophealeﬁ, he %ultld

have paid c;lose attention to how I began that much—condensed writing:

Coming exposes Will prove ths ULA wWithheld vast amounts or
relevant data from the Commission and that the Commission knew it,
knew the OIA would and did 1ie, and allowed the CIA to suppress those
records which would embarrass it. (Instead of investigating the
orime, the CIA investigated critics of the covering up. I have nopiu
of some of its esplonags on me.)

'W:

-
ﬁooks are ) ented in what temeds.-"simat es," often of 32 pages or of sisxteen ’
g on B pronfiny 1eose udiy o agre (oA E% S I wred (fovm on hedstico.

pages, (When I made’ Pogh liorter tem up for . fm’"“‘hﬂ

L4



3f #.

ongy abtwd Mio Covn trc cud ) /49”:3“-@ asnéd
w o QY v 1 ‘j,b—f .
If Posner,ere what he is not, a traditional American write?jholding to tvaditional

American beliefs, learning —if he did not already know it - that the CIA, for which it
is prohibited by law - ":L;.sta:pd of investigating the c¥ime... investigated critics of
the wer covering up. I have copies oﬁ:t_' some of its espionage on ma”— ke would at the
least have been offended. Anyone should be outraged byfuch anti-American, authoritarian

. acj)m:.m- RS i -
behavior by the iIntelligence restri(ied by law to foreign operations, with domegtic-

i il afy o Srtnide oty T Lo

operationc spe!i#i.illy preclude by lave /’l‘g

Posner and his wife Trisha were herg. Trisha' ceipt for the number of pages of
Dy Doy 357 72 Cafiss.
my records she copied_‘balﬂ&es,%ﬁ—l“cb uary 13, 14 .a and 15, 1992, (They also borrowed

and returned some photographs.) A3 lerfoted in his aclnouledgements I "allowed him full
run of " my "basement, filled w'th file cabinets..."(Page 504) He also noted that I
\ﬁant access to those hundreds of thousands of previously-withheld official records to
all writing in the field. He did not report that in fact I do not and cannot supervise
those uses of my records and I alsbmpm allow all to use our copier,
uttedd by
#He also makes no reference to his getting i records L got only

after ycars of the most difficult and costly lavsuits .und.er the Freedom of information
icts This omission is".ﬁ—',e’xplajned by a carcful’readixigno 8 GS. pretends Xhomsm
he got those records by his own worlc, As a fesult, for all his self-described Herculean
ceffort and all thz lmowledge he wants the riader to believe he has, he cannot even oses
explain and he d?ci,és not e ) in the mcam.’-r;s of tl.m file numbers or why on some {:h.erelis
no file identificati gh. In at least one instance that I notice without looking for them
he is so ignorant of the FBI's main assassination Lﬁne number at its Dallas office he
misread the pogr copy I got from the FBI and gave his yeaders an impossible number for

oL : AMANE .
those desiring to check him out/ 57?)

o w True
At the time of that wrditing I did have "hundreds of relevant pages" that

"Coming exposes wil! prove the CIA withheld vast amofnts of rclevant dataees”

I was then not able to do that further writing or ‘l:o.\'é/exposea?that"the CIA with—
held vast amounts more" becanmse as soon as I had the book in the hands of the printer
I was virtually imobilized and then hospitalized for a.ci?ute Herombophlebitis, a circu~

Yatory disorder that can cause excerutiating pain,

J,
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The thrombophlebitis with which I began a decede and a half of the most inten-—
gsive litigation in a dozell of those suits that filled my basement with filing cabinets
was follovwed by a number of surgeries. Post~surgical complications when I was alrcady
a septepenarian dmposed serious limitations on what I am able to do. T{}e use of the
bagement stairs is difficult, excessively tiring and not without potential hazard for

aud - H‘ML
me. So, I led Posner and his wife to the bagement,showed lim how the files are arrgnged M

C wnd Where each kind is located, especially those in which he had explained his exclusive

intereste If he had been truthful in describing his book, he would have been able to read
and copy hundreds oi' pages that would have made this book impossible for an honest writer.
Tids is true of all pari/of his book other than its & section on Jack Ruby, the man who
killed Osvald. It is particularly true of what Posner says about Nosenko and the UIA

and about what he say; about the shooting. I filed two of Thmmm that dozen FOTA lawsuits
against the FBI for the vesults of its scientific testing, including of all the evidence
relating to the shooting. It was over the first of th:;se two cases that the Congress am-

— -

ended the investigatory files exemption of the Act in 1974 to make FBI, CIA and similar

fe :-.-1?"’ i i ha a 9
files accessibllie under the provision of FOIA. had been '[:ruthful e
I|\-| P ‘f}llu L " lt.l

him pictures that prove Some of what he “ould buurit:_ng of.
impossible. But, obviously, Posner did not want thatl If he had been interested in the

. AT
dpcond of those two lawsuits for the re&filis ofA@entific testing he would have found
the SetEms=s4 suppressed scientific proof that Oswald did not fire a rifle that terrible
day. Dut, again, Posner did not want that. Dr. Faustusgr wanted to have and to enjoy

his lHephistopheles time.



?;um-:ing T had all those messefocords and made them available without any supervision
at all Posner did not ask me a single question about thems Not even how to find them more
rapidly than an uninf ormgaz search co'ﬁd take,

Ther do hold what .edposc-s one of his many ugly little services to the CIA Wk

in his boolks

~theae o polaedd

I was not in a position to volunteer wheg/l}e would find(records :

Necrugde L eled i Tt (Cind 17 dertd bu W
if—as—l—q-re&&é-mm assumed he was an honest writerwiting an honest book@ chuse

he deceived me about the book he was writing. He told me he was writing a book limited
toeposing commercialization and exploitatipn of the/ssassination by e of that :
frew generally lmovs as "2t “"critics" and am all for setting that recordd straighte

37 A The_only infermrtiomcititne—E—$eld hin abowt because-my-impediments and medical problems

on within his own

descxdipfion of the book he was then, as be telé-me;—just—beginning.

. In what I quote above from the beginning of those rushed and bobtailed Nosenio

wa Pyal M}I_,LVM
pages( I reler to gBe the "'vast amounts of rclevant data withheld"w§ by the CIA. Is it
not at this poént, worth considering vhether there is or can be any connection between
Random House's
t@u‘a’ﬁﬁfjl?oaner’s book into sales and promotions shead of the announced schedule,
even at the risk of losing some revifws thereby, to coindide with the actual flooding
of f¥Emm that ocean of records into public availability? The book did reap a rich hesseedt

~e

harvest of free and major publicity from the vashoff of the great attention to the nalcing
of those records available‘:d "anaidte "l w“w/
(Erentheically, I note khat escaped all m@dia comment at that time, that the

mere volume of those records defied access. Therc vere 800,000 pages in most accounts,

: ,000)in some, and that is a volume no individual and nofevenlmajor media component
can begin to cope with. The minimum cost of copies and cabinets to hold them would be
a guarter of a million dollars or morde It would also require about one hundred and
Tifty file cabinets. Who has this kind of money to invest :l.uﬂlthose papers and who has the

1 virld eat o cowfand (it #ve> [fmd et abow vided edded cobtn
o space\for storing them and for getting access to them? )As with all earlier difclosures

of JFK assassination records, the government made a media evenrof it. The media were
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26

het for it the first day and by the third bf day i1t as was no longer interested, )
r

With all this Nosenko information)frec for his taking Posner had no interest at
-

all, Azain, if he vere an honest American weibls writer who belived in the fine tra-
dition of American wr:i.‘ﬁers going back to Zenger }who established basic #r rights for those
who followed hip or who believed in the responsibulites imposed upon us by our founding
fathers, he should have been interested in a sentence on the next page of Post Nortems:

"osenko told the GIA ¥ (not one report fpom whicm found in the Commfssion's

/ L |
files) and tho TEL that tho Russians actuglly believed Ouvald vas a Wisnpa or Winmod¥

A
Amerdican agent. %:Ls vas the reason for the KGB's keeping Oswald under the surveillance

Posner does repor{;. [ Seanh Wh,t) aou ifdo &tLM dgﬂfj W\f ’/n MMLW

Posner also had no interest in that. Not while he was here, not after he left,
not in out phone conversations or letters - absolutely no intereste. Peribdl

Two paragrgﬁhs later I urote ’ﬁat "The CIA could not deny the FBIeccess to Nosenko
(rsferring to when he first defected)s FBI a&en’cs known to have :.nterviewed him are

Haurice A. Taylor, Donald R.&rﬂi and Alekso FPopanovich, beginning 2/26(1964) 'I‘hn.s is

ek

a-date that would have gl@vmrifed an honest, implratial writer see truth to take to
democratic system it to "

the people or a nation that, if ito/systen—of sekls function)requim’ﬁmowledge. Vg retrn
’

to&b

&nd-n#haaAlthoug Posner ah0u.'l.d. haémpwn it, I quoted from one of the Comm:.ssion 5
QA o an A

executive sessions that deal w:r.t1 the subjectspecific and in general,’ Those aess:.onA.

1) o
were sou secret, classified Top Secre‘E, the Commission's staffwas barred from them:

ils CIA kmew, Dulles told the Commissign, the FEIL had?noy agents in Russia."
" mfzz 5
My citation iy to the stenographic tr ﬂcnpt i the rbtha‘t after * obtained it in
o W alevig ik Aelivpd—cdrtibinng

POIA litigation, 1 publgfhed in facsimile,) Posner got it from me. He had 11:./ , kmeve

S0, Pos@ﬁ'r did not ¢are about the Russian belief that Oswald coild be an Ameri-
can agent, o¥”that I had all those recofds he could have, or that if he had been an
American agent, Oswald cou.ld not hmre been from 'h)%eoy}s What, then, did Posner really

care about? mTIéWMﬁ:osﬂbﬂlw that Osuwald

might have been, American agent with Iiosenko*ﬂm%—theﬁ'tn'b&!ﬁm_then what

.EJ
did Posner wtite.



dpes hﬂ@ g<Hhng
Not a dgfned new thing that moant anything £ from the Nosenko the CIA
made ava:.lable to him, and ewtem extreme rarily, us Posner :Ls not reluctant to boast )
w St [ nike %mm,&. o Mhecidmgead ad opan nd pides wvd f 40 U what
aboute
Predtending the honesty he lacki, pretending the impar:\E.ality that is foreign
to him, pretending not to be snugzled in the CIA's bed( and if he had not been he would
have had no book ab all obhor thaniYaull and wojhless rehash) he misleads the reader into
e
believing that he tells the whole story of how tho Clﬁ;abused Hosenko and why.
It should by now be no surprise that he does no such thing!
And never intende!l to.'
s %
What oes report of this he presents as the result of his gjbn work. That is
\ false. Worse, he hides zlj secret from his readers and from those who in the future may
| Ao v A W wha red
‘ have an interest ou¥ history and malcee 'Lhti/istake of teu¥h trtﬁ-.ingghm/ his booke
' With the extraordinary abtention § andon House, aiddd by the C¥A, got for Pos—
ner's book, many traces searuhers of the future will find that lead %o it will be impos—
! . -
' sTble to miss, fhey will thus be guided to a work of the most thoroughgping, intended,
o4l
, dishonesty-and that in a fiJed thet suffers no lack of thems
| T do not use these words lightly. Before I stopped annotating Posner's book to
; do this writing I found such a number of the most d;—hgcn/ dishoneties I fear no
challenge from hime Vere thef to do Shek.there % then fiould be a TmEmrE public record

of what without that will exist only in private; for scholars of the future. I cannnt

-

uge all of them in this booke =
4 wih @#ﬁﬁﬂmﬂ“’- ,
It should be no surprise -bhaﬁ all I can remember¥and they are on paper thﬁt I have

no need to search a6l —that all have the same intent: coering up for #he official mis-

creents, for the CIA and for the official mythology misrepresented off:.c:.a:}y as a
"solutiond. 1[1’ That oA T p/ £9,

f lIn his me 3‘%’&%‘" the new math of oGFficial apologists that traces Beck
to the misb@fdtten miseriile mess made by the House Select Uolmittee on Assassination,

$he strange but major-media-accepted notion that the Commission cofld have beedMrong

' in just about everththing it did and by some mugstory or magic been right in its con-



JBA

-

(;eaders shpuld remember Posner's criticism of Sylvia Meagher for herf alleged

- Y

political beliefs gllegedly aplmar:_ngi in ﬂr book and im her index when we get to this,

as we shall sho‘rtly.)

e T AT AT

T
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clusions nonthless. Tue apcloglists alvays have some such convenient self-deception
‘L'he,& thanks to the Seme maéor media} always got away withe Such as when it was proven
that the world's bas; shots could not duplicate the shooting attribi/ted to Oswald they
said that Osuald just got lucky that one times Tyis is an area of one of Posner's most
blatant disllongstiea, where he quotes the official :‘;'gaxines record as indicating Oswald
vas a supberb marksman when the llarines officialy evaluated him as a "rather poor shote"
o wonder! On his last‘j{esti_ng Uswald gcored one point over the minimum score req_uiz";d
of all in the military, and h: wgs then aided in passing only by his fellow Yarines who
scorod 4rhae misses at as hits.)

An uninformed peruon reading Pgsner on the impediments to Nosenko's defection
and on his subsequent longslasting, incdedible, subhuman mistreatment by the CI& for
close Lo three years weuld get the impression that Posner really exposed tila’c fully.

He alone, as usual, too. A3 usualx, he againg msrapresent. Cleverly, lawyerlike.

In fact, he covered that up, too! And worst of all, going back to that KGB sus—
picion that Oswald could have been m]American agant, he not only supprtessed this he
fails . w AT 2! I

#alm Do report its significance in w‘lat ha@wnd to osénko er such really
‘ or,

terrbile abuse he is ludg’to have survived it literally angfemdtionally.
Iig third,
fPocner's losenko chap‘be:s/:.s titled "T he War of the Defectors." It has ninety-
ot Pronny
nine numbered notes, Of those more than half a.raﬁ:-‘_- o ITosanico :Lnterv:l.ew. It has one
citation to the House Select Committee on Asansainatlons heanrnfg, which is not to thﬂ
CIA's formal testimony relating to ﬂosenlco, and one to that committee s reporte. The
reader is thus given to believe that all the iaformation in the chapter is new and that
Posner personally developed it when he interviewed Nosenko, This is also how Posner makes
his contribution to the historical record appear to be. This is false. The Posner version
—]
is ever so much kinder to the ® CIA than the CIA's own official admission of the beyond-

belief evils it inflicted on the man. PYsner 2189 CRive an entirel ﬁifferent persop in

as responsible there { e vitee Podine s
the Dopartment of Justice ferxidorrepersiiiiidy tham tho #- CIA “@id _o_i'w.’ 39:4

After a fan{asy beginning to this chapter in which he palms off the CIA's nonsen-—
sical reason for not trusting IIosenko,. Posner starts to tell his version on page 36. Pos-
ner there says that when Iiosenk;m "contacted an American diplomat in 1962

(it was in Geneva, and I think that "diplomat" was a CIA person with official cover) the

M SRR
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CIA was immediately notified." 77"‘9 /V)‘LC—JH‘[/ ’f M W J}l m W ]'ﬁbh

pedria ;
What-#e does not sey here is that a yea.g@rlier Nosenko had done the same thing at

gave, the CIA more 4ime than it needed to check on Nusenkc':) %dtfg— '; '

the same place. That’

tlegree possible,.
%lmt the CIA "dispacthed thirty-seven -5@5: old Tennent 'Pete' Bagley
ard an agem Tiuent in Russian, George Kisevalter, to meet Hosenko four r'
times in a safe liouse near Geneva's center." Those meetings, fgsner, says were taped®and
the tapes were transcribed. Posner admitp that the information :osenko provided was good
information., Instead of citing the lﬁ%‘%:égaluation Posner, ?}:ill pretending tha’q‘:here
was no such thing, cites another book, one by Tom I«Iangolc&f’ritish reporter and another
Taust vhose book was largely prmr}'ded by the CIA in return for which he protected the CIA

as an institution and blamed all its exgesses onHafgold's v _C_Qi_l,d_?lm; his book on

ry

the then dead and buried James Jesus Angleton, who had headed CIA Counterintelligence,
; vl et wics chQf-e’:;jl )
Posner then says that while Gale Bagley was "ecstatic"/his state of ecstacy
when he returned to Washington
ended/when Angleton, e "@ad men when Posner wrote lis bouk, rcmember, "was convinced

no matter what that Nogenko said, he was a KGB plant." Angleton turned Bagley around,
And thus it is that W Pronerls cereen B

Hr—Bospéntstimpeiions- ofice %E‘ei.n‘;he CIA as an institution H'aa-@ exculpated as were

) mﬁgwﬂw AT AN .
those Aj.nvolved who outlived the well o ovn super—paran‘g‘i#mﬁh, )8

A rather thick file of CIA records I did not get from the CIA, crmrhmmpensyitamsm
s et .

contemporaneous recorda,giva}én entirely different v of what really happened in
Geneva, not after Bagley and Kisevalter returned to Washington. Those records, which it
nov is obvious Posner would have shunned like cholema, make it without question that

st the me—s moment Ioszenko turned up someine in the Geneva station staﬂ-ed trying
to persuade headquarters that Hosenko was a "plant" and should not be allo%d to defecte.
The reasans:.were gso childish in their t¢unsparent falseness that thﬁ had to be replaced

WAPh b Addubom Ao Duds Qinacksrs)
Mhen they collapsed on superficial examination, This was the jmmediste CIA Geneva be-

» “}“,ﬁb AL L Lina ‘ Then
bavior and ;j.t/é.sﬂ_:;g_t_ er the toal Feturned to Washingtony) NosemkoTad to lie to
force the issue)and he was allowed to defect. : '
h Wa'ﬁm;/fn .
Mot :kaccident Posner says (page 39) that on arriv:a;{ Nogenko "was placed in a #té<e

comfo ikl ddfe fruse,



b Pears.
Ber(fhen skips from Feburd¥y to June 24, when Richerd Helms, soon to be the CIA's
- alefandrund”
director and then deputy 11.;»e.d of its dirtywork(wit) the euphemistic title of "plans", A

told Warren Commission cha:l_t'nmn Earl Tn’;:u:'len,. that the CIA "doubted Nosenko's credibi-

Tl I -.QQL%U L ﬂ“
lity. *n fact, Helng fhreatened the Lomnissiop go it would not interview Hosenkos
B o ot en That iy 2 e i flranin pedinee d‘%

'ieh—m:eehd(n,"ﬂe ] not Fell the Clief Justice that since early April, with the
backing of attorney general Robert Kennedy, Wodelko had been under hostile interrogation."”

To refer to that as 'hostile" is to pruise it Thooe with good memories that can

carry them back to Sepbember 15, 1978 andiere 1ook:|.‘n§.a1, IV or listening to the radio
tﬁMW o { L ety
broadecasts of the BACIA's official testimony fon that barbarity may reeall the %truth.

The truth and the fact that Posner here pretends did not exist. To pui‘f‘ himself

and his case "closing" (up he noT single mention of the fact fhat most of the in-~

(wd it 2o Wth wn e . dgmliethicc
" lormation he attributos o his pr:.vate, secret interview of Nosemnko es broadeast

coast-to—coat when the CIA gave its testimony to tha’s‘. ouse committee.

& A
4 called a formor officey not a spock, back from retirment to make a close

dz ba
and independent study of all t records and then to testify to their content, for the

LI&, as its official witness and confessor. #‘ /f" 7
That CIA witness was John Hart. He temtified that September day, fH(hest:mony
is published in the Commdttee! s/iecond volume of JIK assassination he-rings beginning

on page 487. Fj&nox makes not a single reference to this or even to Hart's name, as his

virin (ha? Trupalid eimf hed

P Aeadic ;&) 'u:f LC:E
i_lédel;( a0e 4;9;1 reZlccts. J}o &i e s s ,UI/A—, f"-f/ g &M el 7 st *('77( u-?'“
/ In Hort's official testimony —,fremember Posner's cracks about Sylvia Heagher

for her supposed political bias"/ identifies the Department of Justice official with

Ao (A confer
whom fro: the first and tlmoughou@eputy Attorney 5ene1*al Nicholas deB. Katzenbach.

Iiot as Robert Kenne _(_}.I’prw‘%/uwm mi“% 44
S0 much for Posner's politicat”'éml_hl’_/lscr%cism of others for the beliefs he
attributes to them.
If this is not enough to "open the case" on Posner, more follows.
If that is notfenouch, let us go to why Posner wekmem rccounted tho early stages

of losenko's defection other than as the CIA's own records record it, with cd opposi-—

tion to his defection mdiate}qm Geneva.



404

7 hose who believe “that what the CIA says can always be depended upon should
read that lengthy transcript beginning on page 48. By the time they reach page 62 they
nay be prepared for former CIA Di;'cctor Allen Dullesy when he and the other Commission-
ers expected p‘erpetua}%acrecy, %em that swearingfalsely under oath, the felony of
perjury, is right #/d proper and is sometimes required. H; .a.lso said that he might _xiot /‘41&
tell tho Secretary of Defense the truth@mhe.xmﬂﬂfhﬁmﬂn.)

-------------
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r.‘?’x believe thés needs emphasis so I ropeat it

In Posner's:gcdunt..nothing happened between the time Hosenkoias nested in that
nice and coufortable house (it was in one of the hetter sections of Northwest "‘ashix?ton,

y wrhem
the "Embassy Row" area) and the date hefdoes not give f olﬁgarly April" wken that
"hostile intem'ogation“gag began.

But something did happen. Posner's omission of i’fsée;ms. to be deliberate. lle _got
the information from me in February, 1992, when he and his wife visi‘té?dd use it is in
Ij,q_é;t—-ﬁg_ l‘Iortogﬁ/h{'ha pages quoted aboveg&If for any reason Posner preferred not to cite
my book, it even gives the numbers of the Commission's records f used in what I;Z()te,
CDs (for Comrission Documenis) 434 and 451, Those are the FBI reports on £ its interviews
with losenko. Nosenko, telling the FBIL that Ofuuld had an openly anti-USSR recordd
vithin the USSR also told them, as I reported ﬁﬁited above, that the KGB suspected
that "Oswald was a 'sleeper' or'Mormant' American agent'." (Térey are also referved to as
"agento in place.“)

— ° It was on Yebruary 4, 1964 that Hosenko defected and it was on February 26

that the I'DI interviewed @im and he told it of the KIG's suspicion that Oswald was an

American agent. (Bgt Mortem, page 627)

The CIA did not have to be told,gs its former direct@r, Ailen D|.:.'Lle:?s, told his
fellow Viarren Comnissioners, that the FBL;had no agents in Rusoia.(Bgst Hortem, page 628)
But if for some reason not apparent Posner had to be told, he lhad in it Post liortem and )

am WW% 27’. 194 vy a+t
he had in in the faesimile roproductuon o tha‘(TE'f' Secret ("omiission executive session

in Whiteuash IV. o f jbf/w st e
A
So, in the unclosed case against Posner, he supprfesed facts and misrepresented
them even to indulge his oun polit'n_cs\qaida from protceting tE CIA in it all, he 3,|Irl.tted

wI wa‘é&uﬁv..ﬂ‘ [ A-
what my file: to vhich he had access also show, that the FBI imme iate]y =%wt 1ts reports

on its interview with Nosenko, That énformed tho CIA that Nosenko said that the KGB sus-

pected w:Osvald was an American agente. That could not have meant for the FBI because it

had ents there. /)
no agonto ;‘: " " Fi Q/ TL’"_MWL
ind it was z#$er the CIA learnéd/that Nosenko qpointed a finger at it that his

]
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e Tl Wl
troatment by the CIA changed abruotly from Fr:t.ncely to subhuman harharism T

three years! Inconceivab]‘._e torture all that time, all that time in isolation for the
arcane tortures the CIA D dreamup up for him and to which Hart testifieds Ing® isolation
without so much as a window, plus those terrible acts by the CIA. Iot by Angleton, as Pos-
4 .
ner would place the blame, It was the CIA asem an institution.
rINEL ‘ .
The ,{:EEe_is not yet closed. Fan frrm A, -
e,

5eyond belief as it is that any Ame rican writer could bring himself to write such

a knowingly false, d:.storl.ed and d.n.shonest account of one of the most /t‘awful things any

o oy W an Leng S ﬁu@r_w\f%{
part of our government has ever doney would rewer:.te our his could bring himself to

JL
do such totally anti-American things for the book the CIA gave him Withp ,o}é-rithout

oran—
other rewards, he did more.

On page 39 he gets around to deting this change in Nosenko's treatment by the CIA.
It was on April 4. He begins his account .by saying that"losenko's ordeal had started on

April #m i, 2964 when he was driven toga throe-stovey safe fouse in a Washington suburba

WM : in
Later he /g%wyomm-ﬂng that in that nice place Nosenko was confined f‘a(_ its
M avtice . ﬁ/{(ﬂ

It took the CIA fourteen months to build the brick tank in whi%jﬂzen was

confiNed thhout widous or iﬂ& ,'g else, even something to read, antf with inadevuate
o he ‘M‘va e Lack avd Cang . )

food fro. which he & ed) Uhile Posner kakes it clear that #Nosenko was treated
x i«fw-tq!,.; L v fnanalidy. i&%ﬁd} v

badly, his accomlt 3 than thal testified to)by the CIA official witness, .Iohn
har’c As Pooner eases his way to the end he admits that it was not easy for Nosenko to
"keep his a smutyg:&afconﬁnues to limit the bJ;a.me for it all to "Angelton and Bagley."
(Page 41) The worst that Posner attributes to gﬁn/credible official abuses by the CIA
he attributes to that pair alone, saying they Mideba.ted drugging him to hasten his
brealkdovm. .eean assortment of drugs v:echonsiﬁered, including a sob?alled truth
serum, en ampthetamine and even ISD." (Pages 41-2) That wz'?alaui:‘g;‘ﬁ%ﬁ all, as e _#a.rt ai

did testify.He testified to a deliberate attempt to drive Nosenko crazy so he could

It u—ur}ﬂ 0 e ad

14 ol
be confined and stifled in an :m.,tltutmn, to various tcrturé-nc wae of killing him, even

o f&g him (ﬁ-er the ocean andﬁlﬁnpm him into ite
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Some analysts!

Can anyone 1-.riti1outb'l;heir doctor of philosophy degrees believe for a minite that
the USSR or its KGB ' preferred the hawk Jphnson to the dove Kennedy?

The assassination made that authomtice.

Then there was that juvenile%ild—war concoction that Nosneko was "dispatched"
to "disinfdrm" gbout the JFK assassinstion. This Waqhxci'ﬁiﬁg because it meant that the

_world about / ‘u

USSR had done the job and had to deceived the # CIA and the'wesddght it to avdid retsli-
ation, This silliness was reported widely in the papers and I do not know of a single
one that roised a single question about ite

Neither of these fairy tales was wezh¥ worthy of Posner's Olympian notice. Nor

did either prompt him 4o any thinldng of his own about them,

Inherent in the absurdity of the USSR having to disonform, to lead the assassi-

nation avay from it, 1ﬂ iherw that there uas the possihility of the investigation gdoing

in that direction. There never was any such :possiﬂility and the USR knew it, as well as
did all others with any political w:i.@dom at all,

This iz beceuse there never was any question about what the official conclusionAd
would be, The FBI leaked it, knowing, as did all political analysts of all the world's
major-pover intelligence agencies, that no person and no body in government would

1T L het o wH llsenn o
disupte it and brifige 1ts enormous povwer gnd fearsome retaliations «gﬂsm—upea—thcm.—;ui‘h

dispofition do to M

Lo .
iy

The plain and simple truth is that only the FBI could have leaked it because only
the DI had copies of the report it leaked. That was the report Precident é'ohnson ordered
it to make the night of the assassination. 2

The FBI did not distribute any copies until December ?}", 1963, It then distributed
very feu copies including those it gave the Commission and the Department.

Aside from I learned about this lenking, and whs.xt + learned includes the name
of assistant I'BI director who was one of the leskers, the I'BI's own rccords I found
its file copies of ﬁ% what it leaked was uipcrted' and hendled. The first of those was dated

December 2, The major lealks ex werc on Decegber 5. That day Deputy Attorney Ceneral Hicholas
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Katzenbach ap.eared before an executive session of the Warren Commission. He to0ld it that

uhile the U claimed it Was PEee=d"leaving no stone unturned" to learn who did the

leaking, he lmew that only the FLL could have done it. '@Wﬁﬂ,that
Ahemaw— e,

ﬁlﬁré’xl"mssj.m lmew. There is little doubt that it kmew from the first that only the
FBI could leak what only the FBI had, )

Tne Comuiscion itself recognized and articulated the fact that it did nor dage
oppose the I'EI, In its executive session of January 21, 1964, which after obtaining it
in under FOIA I publishe@ @hfacsimilED(Pascs 475-87), it could not have
been more Sped specific - or more terrified.

lNaturally, the CIA also knew. As, in silence, did all the major media.

A1l the world's _[}@ookeries and foreign officies knew with as much certainty as
if J.;_di;-:.-:d}ar Hoover-himself had phoned each and told them official’Ahat the conclusions
of the Warren Commission would be,

The USSR lmew with even more certainty from the questions itwas not asked by

'I:h-c_ Unz'.ted States government,

So, as the CIA kmev very well when it made that abm;\t’cltity up as a justification
for questioning loseuko's "bona fides", it was an obvious fraud.

Th e USSR had nothing ab%t m%gh to disinfrom and on this simple basis it had

no need to dlquom{m. "" M wﬁ‘/m W m/wnng \Mnj uﬁ

/411 of the above also Posner, ansuvecring all questions as he has from the ,
it hw M tha A
those dust-jacket celebrities and his publisher's ow n males no

v‘

mention of it. In this, too, he pays the CIA back by again not embarrassing it all over

again after the passing of so many years.

Se d,
There were other reasogy, like the factﬂtl}at Kennedy was negotiating with Castro
formally and informally and with Khruschev, with whom there was an exchange of some 40

letters)sealdng a detente. lleither wanted to change that by offing JFK.
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\-!:;itcrs can, do and should have yd different opinions about what is valuable
-
and what is important but that Posner, Wall Strect lawger, lengele-case closer (if that
is what he did) and an experienced investigator cbuld omits such fantastic dntelli-
gence disclosures as Nonseko madg it simple cannot be believed that ,{ﬁ.s ﬁppressions
o

in favor of the CIA and of sparingefibarrassment all over again after so many years
was not a payback for making his boeok and his fame from it possible. »

“osner even suppresses what was probably the most publis, the most sensational,

i W el
the most stunning and politically significanct disclosure of any KGB spyinE;{fhen
Adlai Stevenson rose and addresse « He vas
& Becurity Uounscil of the United Nations amd with eloquence and passion/seen

and heard throuchout the world and reported by the press of the world. He held in his hand

and displayed prominently



Endless, endless iwfatTorture for all that time and then American government
officers plotted murder!
-
This was the CIA! Posner lkmeu it. And he fmmxmerk not only does not say it, he
I e —— e
spftens that Unprecedented, official s ESN CEFHEARE CIA abuse of a human being
" bgsed only Tantasies imagined by the sick of mind in high position in the CIA and to-
_Lﬂ
levated(by all there who lnew of ity ol
The pretended justifications of this were themselves insane. How anyone in the CIA,
which is supposedly compoged of intelligent, well-educated, sophicated, politically inform—
- amsly it ﬂﬁ_ﬁn_&ﬁg‘qm ww,_éé‘g,__ = '

— 1
ed and mature peoplectomld have believed any, of it is incomprehensible. [{2/4' . 1'/2 ’4/ el
A pprvinstelia !

The information Fosenko p?v—ided(volml arily was not in any sense what the spooks

1 W
refer to as "throw-ayay information," It was‘(c'ﬁe’ﬁétjest intelligence haul of all,

tiriee Ln"\'afxdhl == . 3¢
To & deirée Posner ladmits this, as usual for him a limited degree. (Pahe 4)

‘ Ty elriets (W TBn to A dgprdso spinicra. [t urrdd mnt

'“e!@-’ﬂ_ does no‘tfoffér\hie-own/opinion that—idwss utterly isdne for the KGB to hurt %

i
itself id so unprecedented a way b} having Hgunelco give the CIA all that~3r so hurtful fe ot
hivn B t!nwf wATh, (. %J
infermatian solﬁor a cover o hJLTnTsELfv/IIeJ or most of a short perages=h graph of

his bobt ailed account of what Nosenko did give the CIA that has Bagley so #"ecstatic"
~ ’w/f—’//—J‘ wza | fha (1A pevin 3—‘# Wi
to begin with,(in Suitzerland) all the time the CJA Bwitzdrlond(doing 1ts beSt to preyent)

"Tosenkouftr}sure—trove th= the most valuable intelligence information, to—Lontmreoind

N {
'[1’ .“-__-9 d—and—adig CIA—bo ahit—eo pl=lalaky 5—OWI DSCILED LITLE riey =tk TOT-eYe R BUELEeS
7 L5y
tir Linntkely .""'ii-”l-. ad to bt and he-malces o TEnLIomr s ] SR RE ST
dramatic exXposty v 3n ;‘I.M'Q' oIS m =Tal ame O gsenitoe
. U, e L —
\ Our-aibassador tothe—nited—s—Llations, then Adlai Steh Stevensen,-arese—there

I 1
w%h h beautifully sculptured large seal of the “nited States, a gift 'to our Hoscow embassy

7

Ly 'L'rheh}JSSR. Witheut men‘bionggi Hocenko'!s name Stevenson then shoclkéd the Security
' wmtjzm Z”m. wodd)
pe—i; i : & world by declareing that a micriphone had been

1y
Jidden in that J'i(gift" and that it transmitted every word spoken in the # ambassador's
Qf/#};mai { fhat [hio wrtion anel [ dio ooyl of many !%ujo v M}fﬁlﬂy
0

B 0iTice.) Lo o’\v‘a du-u‘cl whal™ camng fl«o‘lrh'.h , k

\,M.th a minor attribution to IHangold, Ppéner again pretends that all that is kmown
adsnidad ¢ :

. 22 Se e
he got from losen:o even when he was reporting(much less than the CIA)learned from Hesenmko.
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Lven that is not all., ZHXK Belf-promoting Posner knous of tho earlier ;M?S
interviews losenko, -meanifiy the CIA, gave dyring the chilliest e Time of the coldiar.
as to the fouﬁc.-zlly—acceptable Waslﬁngton editor of the ljblitically—acceptabla
Beaders Digest, |

the valuable intelligence lo:enko-gave the CIA. @s book ( . )

Darron. +n his much earlier book KGB  Barron disclose some of

even identified spies Nosenko exposed by name.
Hlo, Barron is not in Posner's bibliogrephy. (Page 579)
Is ttéls case nov closed? Ho, it is not

It cannot be because Posner has not ye'l:ﬁe : ed his reward.

extra space




