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I do not tdke time to addres: Posner's writing about me from a sense of picque
or resentment, There is no reason to expect any better once one realizes that he is
whoring with our history and, like those wholell their bodies, for pay. Compared 4o
him these are decent people an:l thitir sing agoinst soc:.e‘c:rﬁf:h less significant. By
't.;::. time the rgaderﬂ sees air thet this book says on that ma-.tter, which will be less
than is possible by far, theve shuuld be little doubt that it is a legitimate means of
addressing Posner ami as a person and as a writer and of addWessing his thorough dis-
hmlest:j{that is without question kmowing dishonesty. In this he ig consistent at each

meaningful point in his book.
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% - He-1o-eoncidatet—in-it—throuzhout—the—his—book.

5illy, too. dnd som:times stupid, to say nothing of arrogant and less than rational
in some of his eriticisms. Some are quite dishonest, some reflect an abandonments of Jjuge-—

ment to meke a false argumen‘l:. Those he makeffof me reflect his .inn?}n‘j.liti[ and that of thoge

who helped lim %o find a single, legitimate complaint or a s:‘_mgl. factual errod. The first
¥ i At
on%p‘ his book isPP pgﬁu%i%ﬁ, too, becagﬁé in 41 965('.[/}1;3 not agree with his sense of valuey
_wihh ' bedieves that
for the book I then wrote ol s concept of importances in his 1993 book, THat he smms

Oswald's record as a bad boy, and I do mean Jfliterally as a litile boy, was important

- i
for my first book, which as not about & Oswald but vas about the &ex ﬁrren Report,
explicitly stated in the title, Hhitewash:T E Warren lLept & ;yled him
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“Ildis also boars on another permeating Posner dishonesty we have alread:)\%dresaeﬁ
an d which later will et more attention. Herg¢ he says that I published six books on the
JFK assassination but'—}_fn’ hig bibliography, on page 583, he lists only fibe. The one &
=6 he omits from his bibliography is one that was published commerciallyx— as he knows.
It also io one he uses in his book 'ﬂ:bthuut refering to his source, and it is one to which
he dares not efer 'i:he reader be:ause it would prove, as %ava seen, that he ret@?ed the
CIA's favors to Iim by covering émt the spookeries kept from all the disclosed
official ¥ecords, that as a lavine the man later the only official candidate for assassin
was trusted with a ra.j:her_ high security clearance, An hones?yriter, which Pusner is not
amlees not intend | » Would at th.hﬁlua'b ilnave noted this important information sup-
pressed from all officiafﬁecords.

In chiding me for not reporténg what was not relevant to my book, Posner's
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to this stupid criticism in his footnote on page 11:

Harold Weis-
berg, in the first of his six self-published books attacking the Warren Com-
mission, does not even inform the reader that Marguerite and Lee lived with
the Pics. He covers the entire period by writing: “In August 1952, Oswald
and his mother moved to New York City, where an older, married son by her . / /f,
first marriage also lived” (Whitewash I, p. 9). - [ /

A% fine-tooth comb yields only his own dandruff when he can lower him-
self to this kind of childish co:gplaint. Why in the world was even the little I said
necessary in a book that ashalyzes the work of the Commission? AAM'M‘[ '444?—’
Can it be that after writing two books about Germen Nazis and having gotten the
:6 et odee At M‘t/- 4
obvious major help he has in this one from the GIM%&V@ that he has

the right and obligation to ordain what others should th:mﬁ’ and consider relevant in

fhe

their writing and o criticsize them if they do not?
=] isbnmg&g% in his criticisms of me, as will be obvious, 7
Tvo pages later, still another eriticism of m;r- gritiﬁsw)a/d:;? the Commission, not
about Oswalri? he protests in his fooinote on page 13, referring thhe opinicn of

Osugld still as a child by the psychiatrist /ﬂenatus Hartogs,"VWeisberg tells of the test

but does not quote any of Hartogs's conclusions." They are needed in a book abdut the
|

commisg;on7w911, if that is his standard, pught he ngt udged by 1t ¢
ﬂuAruha.z ofr une
How can he justify not ssﬁ:.mz anytidng—a Lwn problems

4s a New York Times headline on its March 29, 1975 story reports of him,

"Pgychiatrist Guilty of Sex Inducement Hust Pay #3350,000,"

A
Hortogs' defense was that ‘sﬂ to a tumor he could not have sex. But as the Times
former
reports,"Iwo other women, one an actress, the other a (schoolteaeher, testified....that

they had had:exual relations with Dr. Hartogs on his advice,"
he issue of TIE lagazine dated four days later gave Hartogs!' pr#ctise of psy-

chiatry the way Posner deems indispensible in a book about the Warren Commission almost

wy i z‘ LAY , /2!2
a page, with ig pictire and that of the woman who sue s e with her was that

: ’
LI

bEEmEsiE "they have sex tirase her guilt feelings over kez-guilt over an earlier sexual

® ol 1/
liaison with a waman,‘?" ,”)QMW].C A Jfb(. ay ﬁﬁ L’Z?@r
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= —
I have it in a Tile clearly ? marked, &8 Hartogs, Renatus, unhidden,
You used Hartogs as a source, Gerald; I didn'te Does not a writer with integrity
check to determine whether a peteatial source is dependeble - or has any publie record

of aly ldind that can raise questions about him and his dependab:.hty, his character, any
cﬁmm i’ 2

judgement his D]_)lﬂanB when it is his mula'l;eral, not a judicial opiniZn.. rou-cite,
. FWEM W““’ﬂ&wwy}é{mwﬁ

care
Do you care so little for your own reputation or/so little for your, readers. ,,2

1
tht youmcnucize me' or not including what was not relevan?%\’—Twook.

et hat/
m glass-house hiow about ulmt/y___g omitted about Haetogs., 1n that

some TIIE article on that " %ugyu"f you Tind,so dependabl{you eriticize not only

wﬂvu/t ) Ay We
me, but a doven other aut Cor not wri L

Portance—te—minovy you would have read as you would have seen in my Hariogs file in

vhich you had no interecst:
— . "In 1953, as a psychiatrist at Youth House, he diagnosed a disturbed 13-year old
bmy“afmpotentially dangerous.' The boy was Lee Harvey Oswald, and Hartogs later
parlayed the brief ey;periancéﬁﬁ‘into o quick book on Oswald and Jack Ruby (The Bug
Asgagsing, written with Freelancer Lucy Freeman)."
But if you had no interest in Hartogs' commeréia]ization of the JFK assassination
based on his "brief experience" with Oswald and none at all witlh Ruby, then you would

not have been interested in or wanted to let your readers know that the literary agent

on that deal Has ﬂkﬂgm, who Was «f_'EE'ﬂeL_%g—:zJ of the CIA'S E, Homard Hunt.
,f\l; }fu/\l‘ﬂ?ﬂ n‘?"! ..

on tolnl ne this—himsedf you certainly would not have been interested J_r#ﬂ:he

foct yffu could have lecrned from Who's Who, that Hunt used as his cover eddeess in New
York that of Littauer and Willdngon, 500 Fifth Avenue. (There is a Littauer foundation
th mx CIA used to hide tﬁ-ﬂl& as the source of money it wanted handled in secret, but
I have not checked that one out to see what Idittaur was of that CIA foundation.)"

Tour criticism of me is that in my boole that was not onk Oswald, remember, I did

tell "Of the tosts" bub "lyot any of Yartogs conclusions." Care to stack the legitimacy of

CM d e .A(
your critieism aginst your own reford in which youﬁmke Hartogs relevantf l{ ﬂua WJWW\ )

1~n



v .}?A‘ sew )
-Me& hiq practise so much he "waived his m fee, hired

her as a g typist and paid her (my emphasis) 53 a letter for typing "hundreds of

£
letters." used her ﬂqu:.te sone tinme, acc&:rding to the trial eviflence,

The New York judicial system wa$ not impressed by Hartogs' "opinion." Is there
any reason to believe it was mors trustworthy with a boy?

But here! here! Gerald Posner! Where do youy get off criticizing others for the
sources they use and me for what I do not say (no%—tha:t it war evant in my Writinlg‘l)
'Decsa.ua_;i.i:.w.s:.'.—:_caa;u-*.;:tz-.—th:lurun?—rjae'e - “hen you write this book you knew would
be heavily promoted, would reach many people, and you do not tell them what you could
easily have learned about Hartogs? ¢ 2/

In a footnote on page 1?'Posner critici@ me when he talks about "Oswald's
early fascination with Communism." He says,"Harold Weisberg writes that Bds attraction
to Comunisn only makes sense when Whe possibility of Osuald' dpeing somebody's agent
is considered'." This, I believe, is a bit of Posner's Tricky Djckery. He has me
saying that of the youthful Osvald, when he was a biy fNewOrieans. I am confident
I did not say that of tho boy. But then, did Posner find it useful for his book and his
readers to tell them that Oswald's favorite boolf was Orwell's The dpimal Farm?
fsic, Gergld Posger, W45/ that in your exhaustive stua;y of the
When one of those under-educated “arines so

hapoy to help the government (and get a little attention from it) was trying to help
Comrission coun -alw}leslay-l.iabe'&er make a case for Ogwald as a red. It begins, if anyone
wants to check, on page 2Y4 of Vo;ume VII. Thgrvg._ fs :.s““els nﬂel@do. Hevas trying,
with some difficulty, ﬁ explain the mdsaaga yof' o ﬁ.nimal a.mi. ’i}e did not kommoxi
recall the title but from his belabored account of what Oswald e‘{pla.iend. to him Rxwmm
about his favorite book, Lyebeler identified it for Delgado. Inm:i.s contin-
uved for about a printed page, L:.e’aeler told Delgado,"It is actually supposed 'bu be (sic)
quite an anti-Communist classic."Ii‘ by chance Egsner misded this when he rwa read all t
that tesimony he said he read and even indexed, he would have had trouble missing it in
_‘s__x_g.l_.___‘;#l eu Or;em (pages 97-8)

Well, gbven Posner's record, he could have "missed" it, too. After a.ll, did he
not miss in the book he persists as representing that I wrote about Oswald whn even
its title saya it is on tbe Commission v quotation of Oswald's writings in which he
referred to # thf;Russ:.an leaderu as "fa‘i: stinking politicians" and lambasted those
in the Un.rtncl States for betrayina !tlmme.alves eu'4 the worldng class?

Orwell as a favorite books is a new kind of Communist. Posner's kind.

Before Posner exhausted, temporurily, that is, the supply of gnats at which he
could stra[t"n on Page’ 20 he into a little more substance. ile gebt into it in his own
special way-crookedly, Refrrring to Uswald as rcincarnated Buffalo Bill with a rifle he
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h“'j 'MAAS—‘-JH 1
hat Ogwald's! e& momakley.

His fouilnote be; 1n," llarold Weisverg stated thet 'Oswald's marksmmshl%_ eaWas poor Nidehes
(Posnor surc is cule in mitting citations. It makes kt easier to &mq%nmm )

%15'1 i€s lle does nol cite th: page. or the book. That makes checlung*lm(out impos:ible for

(gtrl‘i;/rs .

But I & remember writing abbut that in the book first published in 1965 so ‘L,M

knew where to look for ite i
»
Posner prefers not/accaptmg the official Marine Corps evaluation of Oswald's
Pt T L g flranin
marksmanshi the Commisson, bscauso ne:.thm liked it, (0411, maybe they are
entitled to their oun tastes. qu foveing+them on someone else is a different matter,
memw\- - Commasserrid sffocn
So thef dug up a good ' ol' guy o an:mm?%ﬁmiaaioned officer bath of whom sae
vere quite willing in say that the ¢ scassinationg were not et all difficult and well ar
b L
within Oswald's capabilities.— € /é""" 4 tabt
I urote

The full Jinc}that Posner to condencse is in the first of the Whitewash
deries, on page 25:"Uswald's marksmanship in the Harine Corps, several years earlier,
was poor, despite the efforts of the Report to establish otherwise."

Firing a rifle is a mechanical slill.Po preserve the skill - meaning with Oswald
the one he never had - one has to practice regularly. Therc is no record of his ever

14

having done that. The point }‘Ha.s maldng is that after several yeurs his skills, if any,
would be even less,

Five pages later:published that Harine Corp official evaluation and ofiicial

)
upinion inffacsimile. Does one suppose that Posner yas so blearly ed from his unending
thioy (nhy - ey brlyns
racords that although his eye was shapr enoug to spot four words from a

longer enterice in a page of several hundred vords he could not see that HMarines official
report that takes up more than half a page?

Cplonel A.G.Folsom, lead, Records Branch, Personnel Department, by Direction
&f the Commandant of the larines Corp (certainly not in the opigions clsss with a good

v 8

ol' boy nincom, is Rg), wrote the Commission: "le‘rc- lMarine Corp considers that any
reasonable application of the instiuctions given to Marines should permit them to

become gualified at least as a marksman....Consequently, a low marksman qualification



~charitable /
A less ohaead#e—é person might be wawilling to attribute this Posner omission
. ridicukous ]
to male the Rxdmm ghse that Osuad was old Buffalo Hill himselfy, to the presumed strain
1
of his close and loﬁé‘}ﬁasting study of all those Commission ten’ MIEBnﬁv?ﬂs. Such
an mcharitabl?éerson could notc/‘:ha.’c of the %ﬂ fiotes Posner has on this, Folsom.%a

A4
eizedoinzaixzxx tostimony i citgg i'Ln iive of \this six%s the exhibit he gave the Com-
ATh Mﬁﬂ !

mission ig cited in the

U

BkuriaxBranartsral takimmref s ErRORDPEAXZX

~

But he did not see my%re thin a half-page facsimile reproduction of this
of ficial Harine Carps evaj;uation of Oswald as a lousy shidt? When he read that c}}ﬁter
of imy boblc with such care he could pick out just th2 four words of that short sentence
be wanted to quote? Or my disappo:l_nt:i_z'/{ﬁ.m in not reporting that Lee a.nd";;;g;mother
lived &lth Robert Pic briefly in Hew York. &nd that I did not have #/ﬂigh op_a.nion
of lartogs asBe & in what he used theft in his book on Oswald that was not relevant

in my book on the Commifsion.

ST SR
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‘;agw
(I go into this in considerable in JEUER ACATH! +that is bﬁng prepared for

publication as I\zite this,)

»,
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nd_cate-: a fairly poor 'shot'... 'Iq"'

| r, -perhapy—, could tlis be the reason P(aner did noFEFa the bock and page
numbers Well, if the Commandant of the whole; U/ited States Harines Corp is not a good
enougn authotity for th: PEsner who have a prefereiice for the Jim Moores and Carlos
abbrnguiers, well, maybe he is right to criticzie me.

But he isariticizing me for being accurate and truthful E;ecause I was faithful

to the highest opinion that can cqme from the Marines, ét/ /{/
M pm w .
Hat 1 ;.th this an illustration ﬁ1 fair comment, Pﬁr‘e— criticism of me for

using vhat I regarded as vp}uga‘l Buthority, what an be said about Posner himself-

if anyone had the chonee? BHe spent all that time in these C mm?ssizn volumes,
' ule™re the report of firing tests he is less thal amn abc&% here
| cnd g2 Wit fo hdd i WY 2
' boulc are published ju the form of swom/testimon,:g; ,#&d—,—ﬂs-ycu—lmg*, ‘l.he very best
ghots in the country failed tjp duplicate the shootme; attributed to Oswaldsi and tha

under greatly improved conditions, w"/k ﬂ‘? M //" ﬂ-‘- [:'W/[ %‘4)1, ¢ _3 A

Is it getiing to the pomnt where nothing Posner says can be taken to be all there
c'as to say and that often his word cannot be taken at all?

I Sure am sorry, though, that he has so low an opinion of the Commandant of the
entire Harine Corp of the United States of America. Disapplointed, Qeally.

_Agide from what I guo'l:ed earlier from Pnaner's\%knowledgement he has mentioned me

w Tfes tn Bia ’fu/r'
five tlmes(!ﬁf ore he refersmfée 414. There the kind of fine gentelman, the
careful and honest writer, the appreciative guest that Posner is rises and is res—
‘p lendent:
i "In 1966, Harold Weisberg published Yilli_t_emh( he omitted the identifying sub-—
title and there are for boolcs to the Yhitewash series, but then, as his own Emmtnote
reflects, that first boL was published in 1965), the first in depth attack on the
Warren Report." (In fact it was the first book on it.) Tiis sentence then follows,
H‘%berg, who later published another five books on the case, was a former Senate in-
estigator Mho had been dismissed for possibly lealkdng information to the press." /53 is

not at all uncommon for Posner

A =X T B A e . D S T S A T A S R MRS RS



here #gain there j,ﬂlno source note. Certainly this is not something a respimsible

writer would say without some substantial reason for safing it, something other than

e A al. ) U
hearsay,( Bspecially, because he also does not give the date, yhat he writes about je

o 191al long before he was born and could have had personal Lnowledge.

The one accurate, well, almost accurate statement is that Iias "dismissed." I
still Wasl% could hi™ve remained on the payroll. It was my decision not to.

At the time of the incidedt I was not a committee investigatar and had not
been for some time, I was its editor even far the four months I was botrowe i
Department of Justice to help it in a sensational prosecution of the era,";ﬁ?.ts 1938
prosecution of more than sixty defen ants in a consplmcy as t coal operators
and their deputized gun thugs in # "Bloody Harlan; c %@w how bloody
the operator resistance $0 W Tnion organization of those mines in deep southeastern

AT ustre
Kentucky was. ly work tg're vas this saﬁ.afor&‘hory(‘;fﬂ;)ugh I am not a lawyer I was
recommended for employment by &—-ﬂoemn&ent by the man in charge of its criminal divi-
sions I decided against it, preferring what I was then doing, preparing the record o‘ir'_
one of the most significant Senate investigations of that era for publication and to 4::
A accuratea:r;‘;owu e history of the country it records,

That committee had no classified information of any kind. Hot ever. If it had,
however, I would not even have lmown about ite My job was to prepare the public record
record fok publication, This involved EEtHf the s'l:enographic record of the hearings and
the attendant ezhibits and the reporis gset in'typed st there vere "galley" proofs,
then page proofs so that corrections could be made.

Thoge hearings were public. lot ongéb:‘z "executive segsion." To each the press and
eny person who wanted to be there wwfémtted. Nothing secret there, either. ﬂThere were
no xerox machines in those duys and the cost of extra copies of the stenographic transecripts
was prohibitives So, for the press and for scholars and students, I always had extra
copies of those proofs "pulled" by the printing office. For out-of-town reporters, of
vhom I remember Izzy Stone, luter one of the most respected of reporters and commentators

in the country, then at the HNew York Pogst.Others came to my office and examined them or,

e ]
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when there were enluqh copies remaining end printing was close, reporters could borrow

copirs, Of the/lcitizens r!ho. came to my ofiice to sti dy the proofs instead of stenographic
transeripts I remember/The sister~in-law of Supreme Court Justice HZgo Black..

& L)
These proofs, which wereﬁha stenograohic transcrijots of the public hearings,

urto afrdede

did not and could not hold and secrets and every wowd hed—beea—in ‘public. They were
of already-held, public hearings. Hot a word was unknown,-publicly.

S0 theré was nothing in theél that could be "leaked" because there was not a word
in them that was not already publig.

When a reporter was speaking to one of my superiors on the committee staff and
asked about a hearing, I as told to give him a set of proofs of that hearing, which I did.

llov it happened, as is not usual i the Congress, the chairman of that committee

fevaf A
had decided that he had alrcady reaped all the .Po].‘i.tical ebenfit possible for his next
election cambaign from those henrings. He foared if he continued it would cost him con—
tributions tehis-newxbt-campaimn,.
el

But the already-planned next set of hearings then would not have been held. The
superior who sent that reported to me so he could report that proceding verbatim and I
were anong those vanting the committee to continue for those next already-planned hearing:e
Others on the staff agreed with the ﬁ chqairmane They believed that they also had reaped
all the bené€fit to their careers possible for them from those jobs, and they also wanted
that conudittee to die do they could move dpward. This was possible because of the prestige
of having served on that committee. (It vss then lmown as "the Senate Civil Liberties
Committee"). In order to do tuat they had to control the staff, and one means of doing
that was to assert pover and intimidete those who wanted the committes continued. Of them

e

I was the junior, the youngest and the most vulnerable, & And I was openly lobbying
along with others in private life for the committee's continuation. So, on the trumped-up
impossible charge, of "le " {hed@enseipdent the public record, I was fired. And I
continued, rather than/gaald.ngr employment, to continue vo help in that lobbying.

2 )
It was successful, the cormnitti's life was continucd with a new Senati_',e resolutibn,

; %those hearings, ofyfthe abuses of egricultural workers by corporate farms in California,

TR TR
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_vhwrwny Lundia,

werc held. 'L‘hhse o.gr:.cul'bural wer vorkers were not illegal immigrants from * texico.
and Arkansas et
They had beep/ farmers in Olclaho mmr states necr i&-vhose farms were ruined by ﬂ'ﬂ_

&4 e
{/tllﬁ‘\st atorms of that eraz. When the might migrated to California seelking jobs so that
in those Great G Depression days they, they wives and thelr children would not starve,
they were kmovn 8 "Oldes" ani "arkies."

That was long ago and most of those who may read have no way of knowing sbout

the terribie conditions those hearings exposed so, they could be corrected.

But there are some who may have res%%ﬁ%% Or seen the Hgé?cy
Henry Fonda movie on TV rerun. That will enable people to decide whether what I was
part of, bringing those terrible conditions to light, was a worthwhile thing or not.

It was for being part oi' what made that possible that I waz fired

4nd this is not at all what Posner J.ntendea%e mwm his once again, &
Tricky-]?‘-Dé:ra Di\tclcery writing in which he misleading slurs onlye.

At the +ime he wrote this and those other slurs intended to disparage me and my
uc;;_lc: we were in a friendly relationship. s phoned me, we exchanged letters, he fe erlred
by phone a'v‘nd {n letters that he and his wife hoped to visit us again, and when his
book was weing published, in ou¥ last conversation, he sald hem would like what

f ol
he said about me in his coming book. This is to say s is obvious in any event, if

|
he had intended other than he did in phis regularly repeated nast¥ comments about me he
could have learned the truth from me. He Knew I would beygs he praised Eél%\‘ open with
him. U did write in his Acknowledgements (page 504)that of all the people with whom he
bad any co;i';ct in preparing his book I am the only one he singled out to say

"His atiitude toward sharing information isefreshing. '?;fet he did not check this or any-—
thing olse with me. What he urote and published is therefore what h.e\anted to and it is
designed to veflect on me, my charecter and my works It has no other purpose. 1t was

not in any sense necessary to what he:as sm, that I had puhlished five more books

on the JFK assassination, But suppose he had believed that necessary and he wanted to

bz an honest writer and to tell his maders what there was about those who wrote books

before he dide Uhat elie could he have said about me that could have told his readers

’ e

&
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Or that, when General Donovan wes mmt did not believe that Jjustice had besn done

to 2 team of four 0SS mep who had volunteered for a very rous parachuts drop be-
ol i w Al The 0
hind Hazi lines in I'rance; er thiir convi

uphéld and THaT were serving /AL
sentauss the job of invetfligating it was given to me, The 0_,5,’5 did not lack for fine
lawyers. 0@9 1ate'r become a Supreme Court Justice, an'othe'.t-, no relative the gencral

but also named Dinovan, negotiat?;d spy svaps with the USSR, got the U-2pilot Gary

Powers and the Day of Pigs priscners back. Six weeks after I wos given that job, those

——
men vere ree free.

A T Y T T A
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Le
“.In Pocner's bpok all other that] hji‘-tljl are "buffs." If he would .at all honest he

i

uould recognized that he fits his own term of deprecation betier than most otkrs
: . ﬂ;hbwwr
working in the filed inErms quprior professional experience, length of time working
¢l

in the field and information developed, not a single fact of value being attributible

to Posner, not even after that Nosenko interview. So, in his kinder réferences to me,

I am a "buff" to Plosner. There is, to this self-d§ scribed "Wall Street lawyer,"
nothing professional about this f;artial account of a long life and the work I've done.
a8 it relates to him, "mark" would be more ap_groprl{d’e, as ve shall see more than we have

alrzady seen,



1v

e )
what hé as Supposedly addressing in his book, the qualifications of those who wrote
,LL W’F 2
#8 books on the subjectl /Lbflf‘{/lmafw’
Would it have hep helped his readers and the histprical record he was making if

he had reported that in about 1932 or 1933 I had helped another reporter win that e

yeur"é nﬁ;?alitzer priee for local reporting?

Or that my writing was syndicated nationally before I was 20 years o}d?

Or that when I as an intcilg:ence analyst in Vorld War II General "Wild Bill"
Donovan honored and decarated me for my work, which included trouble-shooting and
delicate jobs for the Vhite Hojse.? [ \f

Or that, in the vords of the late repected judge of the federal district .eeyr,
court, Gerhard Gessell, Y as reported in The Washington Post of January 17, 1978,
referring to the disclosure of some 9%, ninety—thoua%d pages of FBL nssassination-—
wE related r@éords then in process,ﬁhose "recn,nls would not now be coming to light
were it not for earlier freedom of ini‘ormat:i.'on"lb':;' ‘Weisherg. This led to a congressional

change in the law, opening the door to FBI investigatory records."
g & (L¥B e

These things are all true, as are more, yet none was as gpertinent in what Posner

thought he hnd to tell his readers mdﬁ-acord for out history as he deliberately confl'ived

L

o gt

mny chmac‘ter for a nonexisting offense bhet raise questions abou A'rustiworthiness.

afrand ) i n " haa
as, s charactor ho hero reveals, bodng whkat 3t sy e suscamslEl castd ’? doubt oh
’] !

el -
This e« of Posner's many indulgences of his nastiness streak enables readers to
form their own evaluations of him as it does of me.

He does acknowledge that jﬂp?ﬁl;ﬂhﬂd six books on the JFK assassination. ‘e says

s o s Tl ik B e e gy
ke ot a yord about T!jlrbconten that is not contri Se crifici 7'0 %?

-{RL,!V‘W{;'VWA’V-l

Loyt

fot the amending of FOIA so that the sefmet and embarrassing records would be available

Vét a word about me being responsible

to all, including the Pgsners verc werc the beneficiaries wikbo without having done a
single thing o earn that benefit to ﬁem/ﬁ;t_hing‘alﬁ%‘ash those many documenst I brought

to light and published in facsimile so that peopoe could see them as the}qctually existed

whmfchey were held secret. Bul then if Posner had done that he could not have deceived
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his reéid‘ers and the record for history into believing that those he used withopt

- . " b 3 ) ) - 3 1 o = "1
attributing them to my work amd-in away hat led$he-resders to believe theywere—the F
Cwre (vt

res f his oun work. To carry this i##ct intent forward he was mreful in his Acknowledge~
ments not to mention that he also obkained copies of those records when he and his wife

had unlimited acces & to them and to our copien, Her accounting is that ey g

she made }f seven 11L1nd.red and twenty four copies for the booke In more than six hundred

an Agneok aneno .
ﬁg pages Posner fpund neither i tyin saying it nor the space for it. But

he did find =g space for his quoted misreprescitaybéns misrepresentations and insults.

Ay /i )
And thus, e t his book, my worﬂ( he représents as his work.

Not content with the contrivence addressed above, in his very next sentence
Posner 1-rrites,"£{;ber1: Blakey said his (my) "rhetoric was so obscure, his arsuments so
dependent on accusations rather than logic, the effect of [his] work was to make complex
issues confusing." Posmer does not say why Blakey-;elt he had to criticise my work under

conditions that preclucledw%r responding. Relevant is what Posner says at the tbp of the

Same- page:
In its own reexamination of the case in the late 19708, the ’a
House Select Committee investigated the first generation of crit-
ics and found their work wanting in terms of fairness and accu-
racy. Robert Blakey, the Select Committee's chief counsel, said .
that many early critics “had special axes to grind. As a result of !
our investigation, the Committee found that ‘criticism leveledat |
‘the Commission . . . [was] often biased, unfair and inaccurate

... land] ... the prevailing opinion of the Commission's perform- ‘
ance was undeserved.' " ) l

&)

T T T S B = Ve T s R



0

"As Posno. also knows, Iwas the first of that\k?l/‘irst generation of )Zritics." And

as he should lmow from his claimed, if not feigned, familiarity with that eemcidhess

tion. . . Ee

cormittee's work Blakey began each hearing witi: wnat he stylo
fsgmonnt ¢j ted the work of eritics he intended to examine, mesning disprove,
Thao w0 Lm
Woo—the unhidden te hig-embitd—en intent as he ran that committee.
But there was one e::cep‘t:.on. Blaley never once mnntloned % neve e
W
<

wtid E
cibeed a single word from any of my boulks that he could riticize or fefute,

']-'hifs'rg.’s ty ‘c':l of Podner, as by now should be more tha.n apparentelle lunps
4{‘ ‘toether W belomﬁ together and thus condemns all, I:::hce his reference to the
single ssessination nut Jim loore alone as "some,™

IBlakey had to have some explanation for never once addressing anything I soid
or %ote s0 he made up what hundreds of letters £ and ppone calls 'I‘rom‘;g/school
children s=y they could understand what Bla.kej:" <;ould not.rcm&a/ﬁ‘“’(f

I an the one critix Blalkey dared not say a word about in those he:rings or reports
of t6 riy face or to ip any way entice any response from me, as Posner should have known.
B:-,(J};ey had additional('e’asons for wanting to say something bad about me because I uwas
the credited source = I never gought anonymity - of many stories exposing&tranagreesion
of his comittee during ifs live, prominently-played stories fro‘ly/coa;at to coast,Blekey
was never able to make response, not to any one of thame

j‘o, what is Posner really up to in this part of his book, other than running all
others down, mixing legitimate ciitics in with the illegitimate to give the illegitimate
credibility, This was msy with a Mark Lane to tar all others with, what Posner does 1
(page 415) It is hardly possible not to find move than jus§ jfied criticism or Lane,but

that relsotes to Lane and to him alone, not to all others, the sense in vhich Posner writes

\¢ LA, Pronen_

his\ riticsm. In a footnote on page 415, for once umsretated, 5

A of uh.a'b only

lm:aays(I sLJ.rl,"Har'old Weisberg believes {one is :Lntarested in self—promotlon money,

lv‘} Kt prew, whetusres] slone
and fu.yu that Lane lalge cribbed from his book Vhitewash."

I
151’1‘11:1.(:15111 of Lane as a litePary theiwf thief coming from Podner, an expert

.
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o Ldoe (i WWJWJ- [he /w;uy/«d«h ) h fleefo
practitioner of thdt craft, as we have scen mﬁmmmﬁgﬁiﬂ

Posner did, remember, "crib"the basis of his book from that fifiteen-—ye:r-old Lui

boy and palmféfofr as his mea "enhancement" work..That is not all by any ea.nsx but it

shoue JE serve to reul.n%he reader that the
;455 he contix}ues his determined effort to put me and my work down, ﬁving not

once in his six hundred pages found time to sive evend the remotest hint of what that

R
work is u‘kﬁ‘é;" %‘zks say, he reflects either his ignorsnce, which he does display

A and \both of which help h:l.m create a false record
mora often than I will take ulm“_fom his dlshoneat_?; et aneantide Jice:
in his determined effort to pretend that nobody else dJ.d any real work in the field,
taytercharzusecIvainayarehonzalswhmremme ek : ; ; e o

andxhenxExgaikritix he has this footnote on Page 420: _

"Researchers did not discover the existence of the card index unt:'lﬁlen‘sberg sued
for the Dallas field office files in 1978, and the index was disclosed in 1980."

This efers to a secret index that is part of the FEI's standard operating pro-
cedures in what ¥ to it are politically-sensitive cases, "Researchers," as Posner well
knew, did not just "discover" it. I"discovered", if that is how Wall Street liwyers
ref;.:.-nf t6 ysrs oF Hasd wedk, Tattong. Tiy xastencs ws camfm!}nidden in all the dis-
closed JFK assassination records, _5'5“ a differcnt case entirely and in records produced
in that King assasoination case by ;hc Chicago FBI ofi‘ice) t was not merely "dis—
closed," as Posner puts)i‘h voluntarily by the FBI, it was litigated beesuse, as he avoids
telling hés readers, avbiding getting the FBI to dislike him in every possibl-e way, the
FBI had 1i-d about its existence,

He knew the truth becausé s L showed him those two fiull file cabintes plu§ two
full drawers, ten liner J_‘Lma?c" feet of fxeroxes of what was originally forty~two feet of

three by fiVe pcaxrd index cards, as I do with all others who come to yse those recordse.
It is the only index to t2165e records available.

So, first Posner pretends that it was not the most diff:i:ult Idind of 1litigating that
resilied in the dlsclosure of all the quarter of a million pages of JFK assassination
record to which he had access here, and then, such being his genuine interest in the

book uwpon which he :as engaged, an entirely different book thatt he described to me, he,

v —
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persun;lly, made no use ol it at all.
Ihic malres obvious that when he wac here he did not give a dﬁn about all the
IBI's information pertinent to the shooting and to the witnesses and the Zapruder film.
Relevant to the evidence relating to the shooting, I filed two FOIA lawsuits,
th'e.r first la leading to the amending of the Act to open FBL and similar files o

FOIA access, In his definitive book he finds none of this worth reporting and when

.
“le hadaccess to all the results of all thewcientific testing, including what he comes

close to igloring entirely in his bock, fhe results of the neutron activation testing ﬂ
Mice
of the ballisties and ballistig-related testimg, he did not even peek at those results.
Had he, he might, and Ity "mighf™ because his morals, ethids, professional and
personal t‘iSh%leSW, cannot be entirely ignored, have found it difficult to report those
phony conclusions of hiu,
He kmew the results from Post liortem and even after that he asked me not a single
gquestion, nor did he ask for copies to be sent him, '7 24’ //m
~ - The neutron- activation testing of the paraffin casts made of Ogiald's cheek
tho day of thessss assassinatjon prove that Oswald did not fire a r:l;ﬂaj hﬁf !&?”l
Posnor's handling of
is reference to that index and what it leads to, as reported
o Ce EM/*WI
above, are 3 s se unintded s¥lf-discription.
/fe continue this, not intending it at all, on the next page where once again he
goes out of his way to give little or no value to this litigation or the information
it yielded. He-efers to one small part of that lawsuit, for the results of all the
seientific testing, what relates to the spectrogrpahphi tesling of a Dealey Flaza
durbstone. He has to misrepresent that elsewhere in the book and, & usual, he is up to
"ﬁmt dishonest. Wle addresa the su ra, Hdere he says,"althougl; the Warren
Commigsion discusded and réli@?d on the results of the Bureau's spectrographic test
in its final report, the FBI steadfastly refused to give Weisberg the underlying data.
To many, that obstinaca,added to the growing public perception that the government had
something to hide in the Kennedy cased But to Lesar it does nof newessr necessarily

indicate cover-up as much as the bureaucratic mind-set of the agencies." Mb attributes

SV W Al R L IR DAY 8RR A G B £ UM S o I S L o b M R R b s St T S R R LRI M v



covertthe - FEI's -ass lie to Jim Lesar by adding a direct quotation from him that
was not in reference to this particular matter at all but was a general statememnt of
ou:“i%cperience uheﬁ}ﬁe‘f‘ép?e"%esar represented me in all those lawsuit.

Whether from his subj;c'b-matter ignorance, obvious to wo one with real subject-
matter lknove:ilge in reading lis book:_?from his i%:emined effort to prote'it the
official assassination nythology all he can, or from whgttafanfﬁot ignore in this
small-minded man who has such an éxalter| opinion of himself, his mendacity, what I
quote directly has errors in it.

One is that the I'BI never formulated the resulis o}éts supposed curbstonef
testings Another is that not having them they could not have given them to the Com—
mission! We /l/f/t"m f‘v pﬂﬂ -Mf/a,i’;‘l &4’74“5,

If as he never —in‘hended being, Posner was an honest man writing an honest book,
he could not hav;ag:njde any such reference to the IHI's and the Cémmisiion's actgﬂl
re;cofé:. ?1‘:9&1*’131 o#- not mal:m%— any formal 4pe report on smy—ef its JFK assassination

i O v ol o
Laboratory testing and4t1m Comrtission e accepldms that and pretending #6 the opposite,
that tho FEI dhd done what it did not do. '

As the records in this lawsuit, C.A.75-0226, are specific in &”ﬁg when
the FBI was compelléd by the court to deliver the filmed spectrograplﬁm pf
that curbsimt pretended it could not be found, It alone o of all tho%
in spectrographic testing, the means by which the test is n/{?ie. i’Iheki aglled upon to
explain this in court, where noi'%lly hesrsay is not accpetablef“ urtu-aswom a:;jée_tim
FBI agent ig alleged to have ¢aid that he is not certain but he thinks that little
plece of film was "destroyed to save cpace." A single piece of film savé?d any space at
all in thasg_'jl‘;FBI files so massive they cannot be imagined? ind then there is the
fact that tah%str:?étion was strictly prohibited by lawg and by regulations.

But as the co;l\‘;-tfcceptedﬁc what is not:occepbable {o American courts, so also did

this man who boasts he waz a "Wall Street lawyer",

egprn .
Those "mony" .to whom Posner g@fers in  this condoluted di:/gonesty,,who
DAL M4 e ﬁu'hu;, g
hw says c what thé FBI did in that lawsuit as evﬁdence of deliberate withhold, do not

existe Few lmew about it and none discugfsd it with me.I;c is another on Pysner's straw
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There is little as palpably, Q‘%mpletely and intendedly false as Posner's
~
contrivfed Justification of th» FlUI's complete misrepresentation of this testing and

then denying it to me an” to the p-ople through mé,aschiesfiskien He qttributes _{to no
"

moze thon the FBI's "bureaucratic mind-set in litigation. "Cover-up" or suppression?
I/%ror@s! Perish the thought, Posner says. (Page 421)

But{ if the FLI had not su{igreé‘éd the #ytruth about its alleged testing of that
P A soulesa
curbstone, as without question Psner had to lmow when he conirived this excuse for it,
JFL assassinatio L
the entire offi@nwtlmlow weard. would have been imposﬁible. That also mein#¥s there

would have beMt no possibility of the exploiters and commercializers of the Plsner

Jfenc

enriching themselves from their sycophancy.
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L “/ 7 f“*"ffjf" jda/\ gk el

men he+ mven@s to COF his parmm;:l_nh dishones-l:y tlu'oughout the enﬂre boolc 7%
But is ‘i?'.'\not vorth notingge that when he spent three days here, :Lntemcwed
me and «vas in touch with me thereafter uby phone and by letter, he continues to have

ond my work lie never once goes iato?
only second-hand references to mef This Is true throughout his books

Uhrom hiout this chapber as well as most other parts of theﬁbools. Pnsner clearl"
Ften
depends on vorl: other than hiz own that he pretends is his }ﬁ‘i vork,\ he cannot cite

correctly amd more often he twists and dis"t_,!‘:'cﬂs Thus on page 4 433 his footnote

i —_— .
quoting linrlc Lane roads, "ClaSer to the #=1,% e predicted, 'When Xhm it is presented
in cwduwt it (Garrison’s evidence alleged evidence against Shawj # will shake ihe
this country dfccoommts as it has never cn shaken before‘ (UPI).“

) Ff He also
If Pgsner hoad that newspapdr story hy would have o}t -amd Would not
- od
have beenirong ierwhen it appeared. Tﬁe trial, m& was two ye:rs laterfand that was one
of Lane's Tirast publis statements vhen haé got to Hew Orﬂag'ans early in 1967.
Prort—

Ihis isg far frow the only persuasive rcason to believe that purticularly when
goes after that largest of avallable tyﬁgets, Jim Garrison and along with him all who
hald ’
Ieiimym what to Posner is not the only acceptable belief about the assassination and
its investigations, Posner's information comes uncritically from others of so biased a
source that he gets it all twisted. e also indigelges in his trickery with footnotes,
as on Page 448, ]r?mre his statement relating to me is a lie:"After he (ﬁarriacn) spole

- a - — . .
to WUeisberg, he put mmsdeer shouter in the Dal-Tex buildbng and cleared Oswald of
firing any shotse" On Page 575 his end note reads, "Epstein, Counterplot, p.78."

Whether or not that is what fipsteinwote, it is a lie. It also is true that Epstein
never once spoke to me, ever. Nor did Pgsne Posner do vwhat is normal in responsible non-
fiction writing, ask me about ite Why do that when the truth he knew was available to him

~ i

was so'@onvepflent for his dishonest purposes? Here they are to link me with conspiracy
‘1%eories not one}bf which I have ever # espoused and all of which when possible I debmnked?

Garrison never spoke to me about what Posner awpids indgﬁifying, ERRTEIEixEELo
photogug pliic evidence in th: official records I printed in my second book for entirely

o .
different purposes, All those phoggraphgcgre used to rawse substanital questions about
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the grza'ss negligencein and diahong'f‘y of tie officiﬁiMestigators for
not really investigating the leads in those photographs.

Neither the TBI nor the Commission ever tried to get the egini original and an
important photograph talen by Ike Altgens, Associated Press Dallas photographer. It took
me a year of effort with the AP. I then took it to a photo lab opersted by a retired FBI
photographie expeﬂ.: for him to e&gée enlarge partyof tluitl picture that had been
cropped £fTm the version in the é..onurd.asion's evidence, whiehwas provided to it by the

n e
I'BI, The mmxplc,»‘ad leads relating to the Dal-Tex building dma/ man above the crm-f( on
the fire escape, never called as a witness, even though he seems to have been falling
half-w:y through the assassination) and something projecting from an open window on the
second floor, near that fire escape.

Hm@ever Garr;fsgéh mag_ have interpreted or misinterpreted those photographs, and I
repeat, neither he nor Epstein nor Posner ve ever discussed with me, that had nothing
at oll to do vith Efrrsam what Bfener also sneaks into this sentence, Oarriddn only then

"eiomred Us.ald w of firing any shots."” tiﬁ:i:d:rGarrison had said esrlier in any event-%

Posner cites nothing in dwkm_'"m“justﬁy what I did not mmxsoexsmy
vrite, thus he cannot cite it, here was a shooter in that building.

Still again, dirty, dishonest, prejudicial writing that has no bagis in fact and
cannot be supported by vwhatever the cnd note cites, )

Again typicalltt},l’osner has no citation for his footnote on this page.:ft is

intendeu_l}y dishonest in severjhl ways. (ne is to demean all who criticized the official
2 MAe O oy '

- -~
nwtlTOTo’gvA s amateurs and unserious, =nd l%.s potht“here is to include gll, me in parti-

cular as still another of those he refers t?’as "buffs" and as of the same mind. e knows
both not to be tr'uel. Yoreover, vwhen it comes to brofessional qualifications in this work
hd has none other thon whatever lie may have learned as he practiced his boasted-off !Wall
Street" law. His record in this boofc, mmomxy. of permeating dishonesty, hether natural
for hin or acquired on Wall Street, &% not normal p=od swes professiona) q}’a]ificationjs
on & i e fpn
for his book writingﬂ T work that led to it. He entered the field ignorant, whtchis——

preferable to hﬂu_@“‘we wote his book, his ismora

v
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That was better and less dishonest than he was when he wrote the book in not much more
than a year from when he started. But by the time he wrote the book he was larfely still
ignotant of the basic and estbalished official fact of the assassination. His quest was
mexr never for fact of the agsassination. Ile sousht only what he could use of'misuse

. — -~
to denigrate all othersdund that he could dis@/ort into seeming to supvort the official

story or that he could pretend wHen it did no such t'hing.
1

R



{horryeas, To make a serious claim that in so short a period of time, with so much

to abser absorb and master, tha#—wsl.—*bhi&-—th&%—-‘biﬂ:e_he could become Jprofessional and
authenticall] expert -e=a and havé the knowlsdge required for any honest version of what

he set out to do is ludicrous. Bgsner is not even a "bufif" in th:.u.’f;% is more Hher sol-

emn buffoonedd ﬁﬂ/gmmdﬁ‘? At VVWA’-( WVJJ,&M}@

#H
Getting back to that(T ootﬁote, which he begins with the inevitable lying when

ne pesses persists :Ln .gl those who did not agree with thegioi‘lfical solution esf bel:.ev%ﬂe,
sayias and doi®g the same thing ahi/ut everything, I eﬁdf’é‘ 1‘;;19 buffs usually encouraged
Garrlson' %v:.ty to widen ,his conspiracy charges.” When I was present this :a.sffu.e
of a.lmost none of the ggﬁ'ﬁ{? all his allchod vork P\:Esnar believe?‘;ééanison had to
be encouraged, he really never got to understand that strange man. and I never did that
or anytning lilte it, although throughout he hes included me in those "buffs."

He then get's into what he kmew correctly but either did not like the truth or was
just sloppy and careless with it. He begins with a "they," plural, referring to "bufifs"
whén he is talldng of me alone, 7 The rest of th:t footnote:is: "A?‘ oné mmorx point in
the investigation he had a warrant drafted fpr the%es of Robert Yerrin, who sup-
poscdly colld testify about ng. Ruby's gunsmugeling activities to (sic) Cuba. The night
before he made @—the arrest notice public, Weisberg proved to him that Perrin had

died in 1962," |

In this Posner's like the okaa character in the old TV show,"Will the Real(person)
5% _and Up?" Even for the Pésne:' self=-rcilected angftelf-described in this book, that is
the apotheosis of uopgbe than Inmece inaccuracy - and it is Few inaccurate on each and
every poimt. &bsoigzperi‘ectuon in inaccuracy is not anmsy accomplishment, but in this
Posner displays real proi‘essionaimredentials.

Even more of a selt(f}{udic'tment is it that the truthful account yas an ever so

) pm?,”. a0 aued) wifh mr 4erie,
much better Lre.:t',l':i.(h)jfh story than the ode Fre—mrieTUpe E‘-less_he_though%—tﬂat—the-t;uih
Vase-rors Tavorable—bte me—7mat he wanted {o admit,. 4

%) ;
It was not "at one point in the investigat'ion," ifias— ve been —arrison's
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commoefioratuon of the fifth assassination anniversary. Uéven that Posner learned from

me, its only source save onoc-Oliver Stone, and Posner did not interview Stonel Yhy when
N B bt cent
hiént alt.r Stone, toe,Phe-nﬁr?ed this one Lo angt imagine wed unless it is the normal

5

Haa g
murk of his mind when t':_'uth? raigses its head in Pesaer®s face,

Yle iere 'ball;in[: sbout Stone :nd his movie JFK. I told Pyuner that although I believed

that he like all O'Lher". have t to, write w

(:demﬂbmuwﬁxfz’m.ﬂvm

the rightjo present fiction as nonpfiction

TR
z}? ver they please, nee of us hs has
Are
at Was the only consideration that led to
igc first writ&g Stone and thaupks;tartazg the exposure of his mcvie}gtone did say he would
record %heir histiry for the people and tell thom who lilled their President, why and how.
oy
Tu:lese are his exzact words and while from time t# time after his «posure he modified them,
o never did, = some of those associa® d with him believe, ever abandon thems
wrote him at some len th, gbout four thaousind words,
After T read Stone's stotorsse on this I oteld at sdne lengt]:?ecause he also

said he was goinz to do that based on Ga.I'llEIDnnﬂ book, @n the Trgil of the Assassing.

T told Stone that I was there, that the trmils of the :ssassins is the one trail Gar-
rison never tools, and I gave him some illustrations. I also attached some documentary
pro_of and offered more if hé‘*%ted it and to answer all questions he might ask. When
Stone did notd!\ﬁspon.d — and that vas several months before he s‘taﬁed shooting — and I was
given a see scitpt that Stone himself had gi.ven/é-my, I gave the script and my files on
what Posner makes virtually uncrecogné\ zable in his comple‘belym inaccurate verdion
in that fornotds .

What had actualls’ happened is that just as I as about to leave New Orleans =imet
in early November, 1968, I learned of Garrison's coming "comemorati.nn# of that fifth
anniversary. I spolke to Andrew Sciambrap known as "Hoo," the junior staff lawyer but the
ene who spent most time with Earrison, not without cost to his personal life, and to Louls
Ivone ‘g? Ivj?m Posner has but a singleeference in this shabby piece of work socctolled
by those peruonages of big names Whoal./'brust was.;l-imposed upon. On Page 434 Posner says,
"Louis Ivon [another Garrison steff invesﬁgator]...“(ll‘ge rest of this sentence lacks
any credibility at zatl].lJ no b doubt the reason Posner liked is d¢s much but it libela
Ivon and does not relate to that footnote.)

A
How her is this (fro—e::d.neu't of sub;j | ect mavens, Poaner, a.nd he is that ignorant

ok St e oo
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of E:rrison, his “p1 obe" that Posncr has set out to describe to his trutmg readers,

.his s-baﬁl—q__q,m_md_mhnt—thew::ﬂ:hﬁﬁﬂr

Although Posner has at legst least two #ffers as Giarrson s "agehie inves 4‘
b ‘UI"II
gator on his #DIFK assassinatuon fiasco, in facl th6re w nly ong, XRK Save f or RO

Ayro—sismiax three that gamism hired and paid from mbiiecfwsdmtemorr private fund§ tlz'o

on lark Lane's encoursgement, one by Garrison over vigor 4 staff objections, his

entire official investiga't&)'&sta:‘l‘vf was composed entirely of Hew Orleans Police Department
Be detectives detailed to the District iienr/é-ttorney's office by the dCity of Hew Orleans
to be his investigators, « Of them, Ivin, then 4 ssagr sergeant, was tlmﬁ:f:—i;f investi-
gator,

Still again, the most thoroughgoing ignorance of fact is Posner's only real quali-
fication for this wrigng. fie neither lmew nozl aNted to kmow the truth and he thus could
not durite ite

From Ivon and Sciambra I lzirned that Gariison had had an even more grandiose -
i ind conm@emoration in mind.but his steff, m?stl‘_v Jim Alecock, who was a juﬂ'ge the last

time I saw him and is now in private practise outsi%d of “ew Urlean.s, talked him out of
4 ad M

all but two of the "Grassy Knoll "assassins he was going to assasgins. I saw
Hmediadl immediately how I could handle the other one, and with ea:erl did, but from
what]: Imew about Perrin, that would be a tough one to handle in a way that was not impos-
sible for Yarvison to live with,

When Ivon and Sciambra asked me t?/vétu.m and see if I could prevent the utter
inasanity on which Garrjson wag enzq@ged I agree to and did.

Robert “ee Perrin had taken arsenic in Nel-PbrleanaTﬂnTin 1962, about fifteen
months before the assassindtion. gamson as geing to charge him as an actual assassine
I knev what Qm-rison h"had"ﬂﬁnd as working on from records Ivon got for mee)emd % said
he wauld have his pplice investigators do what invesitigation Ifequired. ﬁé did, they

- *A,lnrg}igm ﬁg - — S \t’i-Iil-d--ilﬁl.\w%__W
gpt the dgcumentory pro =d and after two weeks I wrote a long/memo
on ite

Gar.ison had made up the story that those long-planning assassins of that vast

conspiracy had, with not inconsiderable foresight, qrrydged a cover for Perrin by

S—
(Rl e
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| by
replacing Perrin's body with that of an unknown venczu.elan seaman who%g"—;l in

Perr:.nss nlaae.;él‘ﬁ: ,_E Garrison's rather imaginative script Perri#/feigned su.:.c:.deafe
continued to live and thrivey as a pulp writer under the bame of "Srarr." By the time I
put it all together in that rcport( a copy of which I offered Posner, along with the
docunents, and he decl_med) I gavs ﬂ it to Sc:l.ambra on a uaturday night.He suggested
that Aeet arly thm Sunday mornin;: at the Bﬂ‘-a/ofu.ce, where he could find me rapidly
and vhers I could work uhile he and another did the bearding, and I did that. Three or
four hour . later Sciambra phoned me tov tell me it was done and to askéd me to his diomme
home for vhalt he did nol exaggerate in telling me would be the finest Itaﬁm meal I'd
ever had.

There is much more but it is ,%‘t necessary here,.

That siclk invention had nilohi to do wity 1Lhb,vp::‘ any of his allegedd " gun smzling
into-U%a, Posner's owmictinn,, “no “arl‘smtf: had beenl‘i/drefted“. It was not at
l'l:L[,h‘[ and quite obviously no "anest“ of Perrin was possible without digging him out

of his ’grave. to wham MWMW ﬂ‘{ '&“f W( Uﬁ%t‘ﬂ“"
A’fdf: obviously, "the b\ﬁ‘fsmo with anythi 'hljgf M Ctd AL VLS

This is not only the real t’arr:i.son—i‘f: is the real Posner.
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X Posner
“This Ea-aeam- wEkkixg revwriting of Garrison's and Stone's history and what

both lmet they ybre dbing in Stone's meb movicf when both knew it was not the truth
Ptone had pledged to the many people who trusted him lacks fidelity not because I did not
tell Ip‘mfm\:hola story@“i‘;—":at to me remainsg embarrassing because it reminds me of my own
bad judgement in believing Gmrrison when he explained his excesses in those many pub-
lic statements to me as his "fighting fire with fire." He élaimed it was to counteract
federal intervention most of '.~rhicih he attributed the the CIA and the FBI, ? /){, ,W

T also told Pposner that bsfﬂ then I had decided that it was necessary for the
trial to proceded, that theve should be a determination of fact in court.

He kmev, too, the time of this incredible insanity I prevexé-j-;ed, that it was in
early November, 1968,

Yet having nothing concrete or factual he could use to defame me, as though that
somehov elevated hinm, he lies about me in the previously quoted footnode on Page 453
There he says 'l:ha‘cmt was not until "Jhey Garrison's investigation ended ig-
nomriounsly everal years latexl'l Ithat"some"of#hie(}arrison's "supporters"”;cked avay from
him: Some, Idike Harold Welsberg and Edwerd Epsteiy even condemned hig."

Uith me Posner lmew that vas ngt "several ycers later" at all.

Epstein was never a Garrison "supporter" as Posner had to lmow if he personally

read Epstein's Counterolot, which Posner cites in his notes and lists in his biblio-
Panvans R '
graphye. His gross error with Epstein is one of the wt innumerable indications that

Posner drew upon sources he keeps secret, sources that had as little concern for truth,

accuracy or fairnesc as Posner himself. W*‘ Hf/ﬂ{ ﬁuv '{bu»( )
j
Epstein was alvays and publicly opposed to Yarrison. M‘thmYnm am

I=ton en.'l.c-::-gemaz{i?‘mL cf%{; long lleu Yorker artiﬂ:leﬁtg:{ was published the early summer
of 1968 , hardly as Posner lies about with me, "several ysars later," the lie he addresses
to Epsetin also,. -
P\Hm’c isg reall¥ incomprehensible)especially in this Garrison chapter,"Black is
Vhite, and White is Black," (ﬁages 425-52) is that an experienced writer, seﬁifstyled

investigator and alwey lawyer, albeit a "Wall Street lawyer," could make as many
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.'n; :
vhat seomed eredible because these agencies had intruded in to my life and that

of others.
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miatakes about what ves so well and so publicly knowne Garrison, as too many of us, me
incl?ded,mrecognized only to late, was a nonstop liar, like Pgsner himselfs
In even the most minor details i’osnor‘a account of how news of GarrisonBS probe
broke, he has'm erTord. ?osne'xJ‘:IiE-l{nowivg the truth, does not tell the truth
about what got Garpison started on his "probe" that became public Friday, ﬁabruary 17,

stwo newspaper .. !
1967. Excerpts from account are published on the back cover of my Photo-

g[‘ -
graphic Whiteuash, which Posner has. The Washington Post story reproduced in facsimile

there begins:

—

= M Undew the hesdline, "Mystery of Kemnedy Inguiry Cleared Up" 'fh_ep_ﬁw
/ .
<0—spr—don London report, also in facsimile at Fhe same place, begins:

A% One? myttaw%tw
“mystifying " investigation:” of 7 the;

‘Kennedy assassination now _bei_htﬁ
cotducted by. Mr:"Jitt’; Gatrison,;
the * Attorney’ Géud'r-l?i:ntﬁéym
Orleans, has been cleated p: 'Thé:
source of much 6f his information
of « Whitewash !'! Repotf, ’-‘gg*? 1
Wurren C‘ommtniaﬂu,‘u#ﬁl 4 3

—

This is not a ma'bteﬂfof claiming credit. @l Claiming credit for Garrison is like

e Man
things that strange man said and did. It is a matter of Posner™s is wiiting, of

claiming eredit for inventing AIDS, Hobody can really claim credit for what strange
whether he can beliaved about anything he says. There is wmuch more on this one point
ara i '
but is is not necessary after this reflection oF /fie nan and of his booke
24
What also is incomprehensible is that when the $ruth makes an even’fg%g;ge case
& 5] i .
ageinst arrison and his lack of concern for anything at all, iMcluding retribution,

Pganer shuns truthe. “Even when he lmews the truth because he is a lawyer.
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Because he i§ a lauyer Posner knows also that he lied in saying of Garrison's

innumerable m:,;.uiﬂ;é public stntemends and accusations, that "a ceurtroom protected him
(Pegs 1%

from libel for anyt!ing he snia."(‘m_’lg"gg is protection only for what transpires in
tha cmom.[ﬂw)
h Whether from igyor:ince ,aggglessness or vﬁ.ality, Posner persists %(%nor errors
tloughout his attack on Yarrison and tlhiose he could attack by attaclding Garrison. It
ig feither possible nor necessary toaldress #L aljol them, '{3‘111: I do note that when
ﬁ@aner gets to telling] his readers hou new§ of the Garrisom{'probe" broke he has
no source and ﬂhaa that twisted. This also indicates that he did not do bis own res-
earch and did depend on those not intercsted in truth and who had their uwr: oaes—'b: =
geand, For them:s for Posner the grim Mew Orleans truth is not enough.

N )
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When e he is this chaptew ulone, the Garricon chapter where he had the richest mate ia’

) i Vi et ity 1n o vettin
%ﬁ-he is o this grossly ignorent, this professio: v y in his writing, this
unconcerned about all those t'rings necessary to and typical of good and honest non=—
fiction writing, does he not himsclf make it plain that notling he says can be taken on
his word .aksae and Lhat il confirmed, carmot}bfaly n—bee—bee ba accepted with normal
standards of coni‘inuat:l.on.’ /L,bu.d/vﬂ? /ﬁ}dﬂa‘wtz helta,
(Aml, save that he is a vibef; how petty it all is, all his exaggerations, con-

trivhgfibs and inventionsnd adf ﬂw M Ao -

If Posner had not begun with his obviously corrupt and dishonest purpose and if

Le mi
fiot have been as careless, as inaccurate

he had done all of his own work
and as overt in his demonstration of his ignorvace of the basic, established fact as
he reflects in this chapter as well as thorughout his entire Dbooke

Vhy did so experienced a writer who is also a'_-km; lawyer doft what Posner did?

"he most obvious explangfiew is that he ge began Vit ‘bjectives’ ﬂ‘ at mclui'e, /n-
'{\ mk/lm, himself out to be what he is not and was not when he completed his travesty
of n‘book, a real, authentic expert on thcm ageassination and its investigations.
fnowing tidis npt to be F=uBh true, he then undertook to diminish all others he refarded as
lis ewipetitors, however he did it and whatever his dishonesi means.

In this, of course, he was also yaying the CIA back for those great and unpre-
cedented favors JJ-G did hgn/great and unprecedented even if there were, as there is

reason Lo bolieve, bhey-tebe greated favars abe—thal Posner [eporje.
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