R - Ut
?gz. "j%wmm frrmn Yot U

Porticularly becsuse Posner's book is so arrogantly mistitled £rom time to time
while reading it I was rather talen I#itfé%rt dishonesty. At some points i& is rather
brezen. Thinlding about it and tie possilble risk of exposure and embarrassment I came
to bellevg that he and his publiched”depended on the reco:_'d of the major media, of/supvort
of the o%ﬁml mythology whatever the offense of the government or its apologists,
and on Porner's ability to refﬁ%onfmntation with any who really knew what the
evidence iz, Ile lmew that because travel poses hazards I do not travel and am never
out of Frederiuvk except when driven to the Johns Hopicins hospital in Baltimore for
medical appointments. lle thus knew I would not be in any TV studio to face him and
because I would not I also @puld not challenge him.

One of these point in Pomner's book that took my attention imnediately is where
he writes his version of Os:-:ald's literature distribution in New Orleans. (Pa,ge 127)
Throughout Posner's argument is that 0sdald was alvays all alone in what he did. He
al.s-g 'pretendu that all identifications of Osw.ld were alvays positive, firm identifi-
cations. The indications in the offiical records f;rst available, in the Commission's
published twenty-six volumes Posner boasté'%. ‘ %ﬁgp himself, an obviously false
and imposuiple claim, and in the Commission's rucoﬂéﬂfgﬁlable at the ariﬁbés, are that
Ogwald was not that much of a loner, For this reason and becau::en he nﬁ“'[{e—é'&: to a
possible associate that were ignored in the official investipations, one of the. larger
;.'i?._esf*I (jﬁ%ﬂh&d féf; lati m‘:lkugry was on Osu.ld's literature @istributlon. Jhen I wm
tégé;“.rm in Wew Orleans I followed up on the one that in 4writing about {fg‘oéner
at the very least cut 'vs‘o;ae factual and ethical corners)is—wzitingt

"on Wednesday, Hay ;9 (1963), he went to the Yones Printing Compeny, opposite the
aide entr.nce of the ’%eily compeny (where Oswald worked briefly). ¥Using the mc%?%s-
borne, he priered said he needed a thousand handbills, He handed the receptionist an

A
9-uy-10 inch sheet of paper on which he hal writton:" and then followed the copy for

that handbill. Fosner has no fmmimm source reference on the words gquoted but he does at

»* ¥
the end of his : S i of what that handbill was to say and did say. WThen I checked
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I found what I expected. lis citation is to HEE an FIT report of an interview with lirs.
lyra Silver. U'JQIIH'IE}G-B) lhatever ]mrs reason Posner refers to her as the "receptionist.”
That iz a rather m}q)%:_ug, M Douglas Jones' small operation, The FBI report
Posner citesmlfers to her as the compeny's "secretary." She was that and in general, she
was Jones' assistant.

But what Posner does not say in saying the exact opposite is that lirs, Silver did

.
not identify Oswald as the man who brought that job in and later picked it up. What

vh : e
this report actually says (== Page'—ﬂ’?g?) ig, "MRS. SILVER Wi&# was shown a photograph
of IEE HIARVEY OSLALD, at which time she stated she could not recognize the person r?o—

resented in the picture as the person who placed the order for the hamlbills "

fhis is not at all what Posner writes. Ho ig unequivoecal in gayi 't:ha‘b "Osbron
Thad U dstrld e iceeld a Theze Mw(ﬁﬂ '76‘
wno ha 3 W ; ; gener once again simply was brazenly untruthfule

A.u real examination of those FBI reccrds that were in the Comuission's volumes
oty
.-md \11. files at the J'chhvcs discloses fuﬂpmw that the ¥BI had its
owrr party line, that its agents knew what that line was and that to the degree possible
thiey heved to it. Many of the fizxk records first available reflect this in under-
statenents, evasive statements or circumlocutions. New Orleans FBI Agent John M. le
Carthy's words arXe a bi#nrtif icial and they are angeled to & say what clearly is not
what Iirs. Silver told him. His-question nid her answer are in terms of her identifying
Oswald oY not identifying him. HeCarthy's words leawe this open in saying she "could"
! ! ;

not identify Oswald. ﬂ»\ rgw‘r J’IL M. 4-ij

At the Archives I followed tlis up and sure enough, there were additicnal FBIL
interviews the Cemmistd Commission did not publish.

Ppsner is lavish in Kis preise for the Avchives "In obtainigidocyments" from it

(page 501)

tlwvougn its "evcellcn}l“’m.ff " of which he then single w}m part:.cular If Bosner,
demon investigator and "Wall Street )zirer" that he is, had had the slighest interest in
more aboutl

umbnru
learning/the obvious, that Osuald had al least™onefascociate in his literature operation

in liey Orlsans, lhe would have agled the irchives for copier of any other records relating
T
to this: printing, any filed under Jones, Douglas,Printing, ond he “"1"{4 //Ldv‘ f ﬂ?fd#; .
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Fron the longuage of the published FBI report this is an obvious need in any
honest investigation. B:Yt Posner's was never honest.A% began with his revision of the
line of the officiat :pologists, modified by the House assassins committee's report,
that although it did everyfah:b:n.g wrons the Commission nonethles:s came up with the right
ansver., Po!ner could na get a-:,:;y-wi :ygaying this if he permitter himself minimal honesty.

He as up to that challenge.

F - .
If Posner had askesd for any other mxm rocords he would have gotten what he did not
) A : @’ I’/Mda'
want, Jones confirming Silver that it was not Oswald, I did get that aditional ormation

It was never withheld,

Un my second trip to Wew Urléans, the first after I testified to the grand jury,
my first interest was in checg'.m; out the FBI's reason for ts odd language in seemtns
b ot .,
T mtend—te evadt/the unequivocal response it got from L Silver) That furned-—out to
be—true, When I was there she as not but Jones was absolutely firm first in stating that .

withiut any questjon at all it was not Oswald and then in selecting mMEXEIm

mifsiEx soveral pictures of one man as most closely resembling the man who did pick those
handbills up. It is the picture of a former Harines mate of Oswaldl
In this regard, because Posner saw or predends he saw no significance in the use of

the name "®sborne," Osborne was a lgrine mate of both Oswald and the man Jones was clear

in identifying. ot beinga Posner, I did not ask J onelfl:o meke Z0 ume—wsr unequivocal id-
entification because four years had passed. I asled him onltf to see if he could select

a picture of thz man who ﬁmost closcly #t resembled the ma.i; who had picked that small
ﬁvinting joh upe He se:’f‘cted four diffewpnt pictures of that one man,\aven one in which
he had a lush bearf'gh!'glu ‘g was beardless in the other three,

Here I belicve that 'somqé':cplanations are in order., First, when Garrison';'.\ctaff
knew I was going to see ']ones, @clﬁ.ef investigator, ;ouis Ivan, asked if I would take
"Bill Bomley" with me. He said that if I would he would pri}vide a car and FIuEE driver,
VWhen Ivon asked and I told him Iddid not intend to tape the interview, hd asked me to

o e Wl
t_‘rjﬁe ite He loned me=tape recorder and I returned with FJones' pesitiob statement that

the real Osuald did not pick that job up. Thdre were in the file of pictures I showed
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ghém severl of Osvald. One was the oft-printed es—af_she New Orleans pc:;i\r::%i;ﬁ;ph

talken when he was a.rf'sted there in August, 1963, ’I picked that one out in particular,
aslked Yones about it, he smiled, obviously recognizing Oswald, and nodding his head
negatkvely, said, "Hot him,"

"Bill Boxley was and never hid the fact that he was William Woods. ,ﬁé also did not

hide the fact that he had worked for the CIA and had been fired for chronic alccholisme
(A Wi

Garrigon had hired him paying him from private funds, éver the vigorous i )
his recouir staff, partd'cui%mwer assistmts.‘m I spent
much {ime therc and there is no guestion in my wind that rather than serbinf the CIA
ilygncret, Garrison's later concoction when he fired Doxley, Boxley was overly- dedicated
to Yarrison. lle and Garrison could also convere about what was strange to the professional
police investigatom, all city policemen detailed to his office. Doxley @d the
cducation they lacked.

WThen we returned I told Ivan that Jones had been firm in stating that Os%d did
no{ﬁick that job =% ¢ up and equally firm in his identification of the man he said did.
I gave Ivon that name. He was surprised. But Boxley insisted that hge’of this had trans-
vired. That really stunned me and thencq'zi,' orth L placed no trust in Boxley or:’\a.nytlﬁ.ng
he said. Iy response was to go to the =2 office in which Ivon had let me use a desk and
retmj:-c\ with the tape. I had intended tp transcribe only two portions of it, the negative
identification of Oswald and the positive identification of the other man. I played the
tape for Ivon, he lloked at Boxley quizic;a}lly, and he asked me to lend him the tape,

When I asked for it the next day it could not be found. I haved. 4 no rcason to

'bolieve tlf%von deep=sixed it.

dlot long thereaf{-:ex:‘-l'ones' place of business and others in the area were iaken
over for demo]i?]gion so that a large federal enclave could be constfucted in that area.
-t]:'ohes befame a salesman for another printing company.

On a later trip I asked Androw Sciambra, knwon as "Hoo," th ypungest staff lawyer
and the ong who spent most time with (éarriuon, if he would like to go with me wh-%

- imkprtewed — U
1 sied—topotform-siatononts frem Jones and M@, Silver, e not only said he would,
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Lilkm—thad, he;brangea fo it and drove us bebh theve, H&gs Silver had arranged for
Jones o be at lor home at the time g0 for which she invited us. Yitkmctims to hes home.
Tﬁ:gh time I used my oun tape recordee and I kept the tape. My sole interest was in having
agiah look at the same pictures I had sbovn Jgnes, about a hundi&% or so miscellanepus
p&lcturcs from all over the cpuntry, almost all o;m I did not know. They ¢ H fgictres
M 1ndé—bendent rhat is, ne%ﬁsr could see the plctureu the other identified. Hhe both
had exauined them and I showed bdth togother the peﬁtures they had selected independently,
they agreed that those were {lie pictures they had selected and gpnes confirmed that they
vere the picturez he has selefted at his printing plante Both were rala.xe4 at ease and
open and friendly, as Jones had been when I had interviewed him alone. Fé then, lknoving
Iwgs from q distont area, gave me lis bunines?ﬁard in the e%%t Ivanted tp get in touch
with him againe

ﬁ}Joncs was onc of the victims of Ilurricane Camille when it struck Long Beach, Hisaif
imsip;i ~hen he vgs there. (ew Orleans States-Item Augist 21, 1 29) He then,q:side from
vozldng for another piinting compa.na‘, was also secretary ofl the‘ /f:rinting—industry orga—
nization Jou—tlo State.

Tow for the Leginnine of the idiocy of those who invent conspiracy theories and
then regard and wréte about them as "solutions," ¢ phobias not as apparent in those early
years as it was to becomes

When Jone has selected those different pictures of the maﬁ he did not know as the
one who had picked the handbills up aF Al ter = had proibed thom-and I kneu,-ef TUUTDE, P S——— .
that :yman*. %ﬁ,% immediate question was could he have been misidentified, did
he lool: enough like Ow vAf f or a mistalen idontni‘lcatlnn. T'or one th:.ng, they parted &
their hair dn differenf sides, Then, if Fi mﬁlake and ,u? used, it could have been unfair
to that man,bemwoseEx in part ular becawie Garrison already hod him charged with perjury,
a case he never persued. 5E:i_§ s afrald to ask any on Garrison\s staff to see if the
plcture of that man could be altered, as by chonging the part in the hair and with
nakeup ‘o - for e Theaten of his face. gﬁ, I decided'wvask a comnerial akigt who was

Aty Angp
interested in the ﬁ gonssination to see if lLe could malke ﬂui: pictu re of hger Took

lilce oswalde
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de;‘i.d not see any real reseublamce between Oswold and that man. I believed that
the art work I wanted done would exculpate that man. Beceuse my handwriting is so
illegible I asked Ivon if I could borvowor use a typewritcr. l-quﬁ\ sas free so he
told me to dictete the letter to a pool stenographer, I did that, gave her the
neme and address of ¥red Hewcomb, then in Sherman Oaks, ua]ai‘ prnia, and whelN I retunred
later to csk her is she had t'ypg_ﬁ it so I could mail it, she told me she had done that
for me, \

It was not long before there was an excited tirade%usations from the west mmst
coast. David Liafl:on, a friend of Kerry Wendell Tnomleyr, the former Marine r[nnes and
later he and Silver had selgﬁ’ce& of all tlioge pictures as mnﬁ closely resembling the
man who pickerl"mfhandhﬂls up, accused me of conspiring to Garriosn to frame Thornley.

Lifton is & man who believes that lilies exist only for his gilding. He has made
up ¥4 most irrationsl and the pst inpossible t}moﬁebtlm#éﬁ—héﬂm became instant
f;)::t ong Iem then u ‘Eé);mﬁ_u was what I called the Jean Valjean theory of

(onea. h D- o 3 Ty
tlg.afzssassinatio':-h When he phoned me the early sumer of 1966, after 'g'ading my first
book, he told me to forget about all alse, that the assasing had fired fromgapier mache
trees planted in secret in #ealej; Plaza and had escaded through tunnels con.nectéd. with
the sever sycteny %oth tho:e imagined trees and the also imagined tunne]l.:gr\sg'o‘mahmi dug /&
in sefret *ﬁ by DBrown & Root. Browvm & Root is a large contracting firm t;’ca:t‘m?
political efforts supported Lyndon ghnson. From the time of that call I hav@ shunned
contact with “ifton., Later Lifion made up the most despicable of all invidious theories,
that between the tmx:z the Dallas doctoﬁ pronounced the President dead and fhe '
reached tho pethedda I;a‘val hospllal (fhe corpse had been lcidnapbed and altered. He put
that outrage;us imposs;lb';lity' togethor in a boolk mistitled Best Evidence (Macmillan Pub--
lishing Coaey Inc., Hew Yox‘k,1980.) Liftunm bool is best described by its _Gubtitle,
"Disguise and Beception in the Assassination of John F. Kennedy.)" This outrageous fabri-
cation became a best seller ik qﬁrdbnc]iTanq in reprints, Iis despicable requirement
is that the widow and all the Kennedy party Wore imvolved ilhis inagined conspiracy be-

cuge there was never a moment in which most or all were not with the casket in Air Force 1

»,
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until 1.1. v:;as offloaded and % ken to the hospital for the So terriblyf dgfective autopsy
that will Torever rrise questions about that assassination. ‘.'Ihei;\{i;hiﬁ book appared I
road it with cose. 1t was immediately apyarent that if Lifton was not aware of the

fnet from the evidence of uwhich he had to know that at each and every essential step

in his imagined consplracy ﬁ—w&s{i‘:{m& to be :unposs:_ble he had to be irmational.

That was o possibility I did nov d:.scz)rd, remembering his ifsistence that assassins,

in the plyral, were somehow suppoc{lt/and also hidden by those pag«:-r mache tress not one
o7 vhich exists in any of the contemperancous photographs of that Plaza, papier mache
trees that somehow had thé strenght to hold men invisibly, those fake trees that had been
both plaies and removed in—g“ﬁem busy part of dountown Dallas entircly unseen, @b
in wiich those assassins would be gecure, not even the urgent calls of nature dis-
turﬁzm'r them until they, toc, also unseen, even thought from the monent of the shooting

the plaza was always crovded with mourners many ol whem broughtnz and laid out bouquets

of 110«!0“5, ond +hen in some magical woy Lifton did not explain, they found their v 2;
they

- Jhas, ﬂ%
into. the SOuer ""n*tcm/ ecret tusnels that no longer e.ist, eerl Lilled
2 i . S
clse-texe duviciblylan M, In LI]ﬂL}bﬂ wong il Ty, [Pty e h

Aside from Luc tape of t’kﬁat Lifton pl1one call {h:.\.s absolute insanity in which

el AL -
at fast rcport he Eﬁjjﬁd‘f_alakhe repeated 6 to R;f‘oert Richter,t’t’ then of CIS Neews,
AT
¥ B wel i)

who )out it in a memo I ha Sylvia I'gagher/ His letters to her are
included in the ExE i%ort.nt archive of 21l her work at Hood College, here in Fredericke.

Lifton had an earlicr m® record withlgornley. They got to know each oher when
after disharged 'l‘homley lived for a while in the Los Angcles area. Ldifton then got
Lhornley to execute an aff:.davit in which Thérnley awore, under the penalties of per-

hﬂ Harine mate- when hs was with Yswald, John Rene Heindell, from Ifew orl dans,
vas lknown as "Hﬁ_dell,)/ tha name Oswald souetimes used. That was not taﬁ and it was the
cause of some embarrassment for Heindell.

SqfiJ:.shen my innocent request for lewcomb could use his art to exculpate Thornley
was knoun £ Lifton, his feriile, uninhibited and grarcly rational imagination saw in

i
this a g-st conspiracy focused on his f_ifénd J‘hc:x:n.'t.ayu Even though Hewcomub’s work fgﬁled

T TR
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That the unthinking tyvpist had typed that short letter on an office letterhead,
what she spent her worlding dey doing, was instant proof to Lifton that I was conspiring
with Sarrison, That Wbuld have been like advertising it in the Few York Times, using a

b 7
letterhead if therc had been anything devio%foot, as obvioucly there was not.
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(-EIIE’E‘Thornlcy was an Oswald loolk-alike. What pgrved that Thornley was not passing%ﬁ.mself
of T as Oswald was the ex.ct opposite to the incrediblelifion mind and mouth.

)
That G arrison alse hid no intér;_f{ vas meaningless to Lifton from the murk of whose

mind impogsible realities ooze %‘rrth— e&eh-mponm.b:.l;l.ty_ha—imag.es,— inpossibilities that
becom: real to him on each cozing. / @74 L

Seperate from all tius Lifton irrationality there is fhe fact ﬁﬁmt both Jones and
9ilver, the only persons whom fmuld lmow) other th;m this ﬂwsterious)man_uho_iuas
vho picked t;jo:;e handbills up, have been f;m in den;jjng that it was or could have been

[T aloe -5 Coud wlg

Oswald,Scparate fros—wbdeh i their common belicf thatl &mrnley resenbéed tﬁam';\nﬁf‘
(Osuald. Whatever they told the FBI, and there is no reason at all to believe hat they
told the FBL in 1963 other than what they told me in 1967 and 1968, I had the FII

roports that the Comndssion hadpaﬁdr rgftg}ﬁ'é'ned /on any further investigation in an
effort t‘o_i learn vho it was that was associated with the Oswald Pgner now insists
was entirely alone,

~ “Having no néed to * never traMscribed the tape of that joint int erview. But

1 Mw newos covering both in "9 iles.

Then, the very afternoon of Posner's appearance on TV in Washington, cniircly un—
rf ated to this, Yeorge Lardner, the Washington Post's experienced national desk reparter,
an excellent ruporter who own a 1992 ‘ulitzer and the reporter who without any question
lmows more about the assassination and its investigations than any other reporter in the
'..'crldj.i;lmned to asl me If I had a copy of an FBI cable from itd lexico City "legat"
dated l!ovg%e: 19, 1963, ﬁn those countries where the I'DI is reixrcse:\lted for l;—iaison
pl.u‘posc::,, t sometimasmejd into opera‘cionsﬂ) its mEiiEmgmtim office's head :ia- knoun
ad the "legal Attache.“‘ Thd copy Laraner had vias, .Mh;&vedh too heavily excised by
the F'IL, I hod no :ccollection ,a»? a ol a cable om da-;jg hufﬁé .l?:d ﬁfﬂr:ﬁ:lo lecion

Of fmpiz possibly related cables %8 of the day of thesmssassination and into
the emrl:” hours on the next morning/. Lordner aked me if I could search for and let him

—
have co dies of a.n:;f/lmblqw of that time. I told him that I would as soon as soueone was

here who could do the searching for me,

A
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(@ngressional Record, liay 30, 1974, Page S 9336)
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This, alag, also requires an explanation, of an unusual situation. M
In 1975 I suffered the fivst of a series of venous thromboses, bloclradag%g‘w

veins, Folloved bie implantation of -m artificaal artery in my left thipgh in 1 nt'.m
(= -
wiergenc operation:, {,1111 socond er—whdel ;’(’ﬂu unot dxpected fo survibe, ddded to the
itations on my mcbility. As a result of these and other surgevies I have increasing
difficulty in wsing st.irs, I an _:101; to stand still other than momentarily and when sitting
I o to have oy leps elevated. Wl_lﬂ 11. :ert, supgery in 1989 was successful, even though
e/
ny eardioclogist did not expect me o s=uwib wealmess has increased, eﬁ has my ability
to use piairs. 4s a e “ult I have only infrequent and then limited access to #% records
1 [ w chindps.
are in our basement. gL the zpiroxinately third of a hillion once-withheld records I
obtain by o series of lawsuiti unde the Freedea of Information dct (FOIA).Some of those

TOIA lowsuitin were precedqgﬁ;al and onc was cited in thg legislative history of the Act's

cf the investigatory files exemption to open
: > = A D54

1974 auending as mqu:t.r:l.n{', the aueud:i.n.g_Fﬂ“BI CIA and gimilar records tp FOIA access.
Hlelen Wilson, a student at lood College who graduated in May of 1993, had helped me in
he_;‘ :;pnle time. I vould then retrieve and malke copies for reporters and others who re—
{neuted them bevause Ielen located and brought those records up and then returned them
to th files. When as * infrequently do, I -lgh:;ex’ to the basement for records I need, it

tires me excessively. I need to usc both hands in elimbing the stairs and to casry any
#Th
records up I uge a plastic grocery Leg that still permits me to use what handy n(‘tne

lmdrailzbﬂmg_tgﬁ:ﬂi&'se. Lifting more tgan fifteen pounds has been prohibited since
the 1989 heart swrgerye
o
I believe that the : of FPOIA is that the reople have a rgiht to lnow what their

goveroment does and th‘re_;'ef oe all records not within the exemptions should be available
to the people. I theref-‘ox:; believe thet any requester is surrogate for the mEEm people
and that in a literal sense has no property righll to the records obtained but does have
the right to the use he or she makes of those record. I therefore have always giveh all
vriting i the i‘:@@d, which in practise m)z;n.s those who write whai *' know I will not
agrec with or liave reason to bolieve I will not, access to all I obiained under FOIA,

IT T wented to supervise their uses of the files, and I do not, it would still be im—

»
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possibi;: for meo and g.ll those who hiave used my fis.{;i have always done that with no

supeervision at all. The likevise are no supervised in their use of our copler to
which all have alvays h:.d access. I take those using the files to the basement, where
I have a table, portable typewriter, paper and other supplies for them, show them the

location of the various files, show them how if they forget they can learn again, and
_'t"’l“"_._w' &é

——
after ansvering any tauemtions leave them fer—skem to workfas they see fit,
F

T'rom time to time the uses of these iw e extensive and for periods of time
fllat Sl by g (2

- l#e
nobody is here to use them, The last inten.iveg uses as of 8 writing yiere prior o

/
the twenty-[ifth assassination annoversary in 1963 amt:mm ﬂrrhen reporters, research@?:s
A
and 'V from cost to coast were here. dmong indivisual useraJHarrison Edward Livingstone
N
and inthony Suzmers a.u.'d those working for them nade most use fo_l/ loving that anniversarry.
Sumers had two college professors who helped him, aud Livingstone used a Baltimore city
policeran, Richard Vaybright,to do momst—he—n the searchin: and copying for ym him.
|

Lardners intergst in a cable from the Hexico Uity Legat to I'BI Headquarters of thm
three days befor-«_‘ the assassinaticn and related to it, with major excisions in it, res
minded me of e:cch;ﬁgas of , cablegbetwecn headquarters mnd the Vallas field office beginning

M i Tt aable woe
late at night the day—5¢ the assassination,sctualiF dated after mignight.l told hin
' ~ M :{ hpf

St thom 1;7;‘39 if he wanted copiec ol them and about what had been’ v ld from t
coble traffic in my FPIA lawsuit for all Dallgs JFK assassination records. ﬁ A. 7? -J ?21_)

Oswald was known to have been taped in Mexico City. In Posner's account (pages 187-8)

with ~
Qi not atypical source noting,perhaps giving the Washington Post as his source, perhaps

rj-'mngr Summ rs, "the Agency may have recorded as many was eight coversations...either on

the elephone to the Soviet Pubassy or during his visits there,"

S Sl Ludd, bt a Gy ptmien,
The night of the assassination, the liegat sent an agent), whose name—i—eeuld nes-

zecall to Dallas with at least one tape and at least one pictfre believed to be of Oswald.
B Lat 5,

Dallas BT Agent Wallace E‘eitma.n, one of its "subversive" specialists, was scnt ’b4 meet

that ploned ab-teveT4eldsl remcmber that lleitman had amnotated his short memo withg the

Plane'y tine of arrival and with its Navy identification numbers It was on attache's plane.
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. cabled
Agents in Dallas fariliar with Oswold listened to the tape, Dallas memk readquarters

a parapbrase of as I rceall three pages. legdquart.rs then ordered Dallug to transcribe
and rshsh}:ha {ransceription to headquarters. Tﬁuﬁmi@ithheld from me ent;:rely,
under the usuall c-;Ltch—all_‘ an’. rorely justified "national cecurity" claim, It was almeady
public, with the CIA's apyroval, thatwe did all that bugging and wiretapping there and
even thal we hod a live sowce inelude the Cuban consulate. So there was no legitimate

-
"national security" elaim. Dut in the event ther.: had been, what Oswald said does not

g0 qualily enl the requirement is that what iz "recasonably segregible" is to be disitlosed.

@
Lardner goid he is intereted nnd I promised copies as soon as I could have them serched
’

ToreBut then }éot to thiniding that with the Péolific shysterism iN Poanerr.;f riting, esp-
ecially on this peint, I ought rislk getting overly tired to fetch, cppy and\rend him those -
records. .

One of the many literary shysterism thet permeate t-rte/ writing is using unidentified
sources or ci‘ci}'x;'"iﬁ_azT' none at alle. This enables Posper {te lie without seeming to lie him—
81T should he be caught at ite This is his Tricky Dickery with regard to the tape, lies
tlmt also cover the CIA':%& while doing that he make a pretense of being critical
of the CIA in his note on the next page. lle there says it "is its own worst ebemy on many
of thoese iscues" Ly its withhold:km_;, nothin: new in that, and he then justifies this "as
an inherent Part of the intelligence trodes" That is to slap the CIA's wrist with an
imaginary feather. F’vl/{jﬂ %W‘ ‘f [l ’W

li anwhile, all the timo 16 is lustily roelly covering for the CIA by falsely
Prn.tending that Gite @am no 1on§:r exists. First he quf:tes a former in-
vestizator for the H;ﬁse assassing com ittee as saying, "I have}f'e!en the cable and all,
and guess what h.:lppene':': Eo :'l:he tape - gone!" Hext %sner quotes "A retired A.gen? of ficial
fami_]iar with the Oswald i‘g.le Epoke to the author on the coﬁfition he not be identified.”
wha;: '{'1'(%:;.: not tell the reader is that this agoney ofiicial required the CIA's apyroval
before he spolee to Posner, uder the employment contract he signed. So itg was in this

W

sense rodlly the CIA that was talldng to Posner, vﬂ%‘t&s him as ¥ saying, "se .Even

ifi there Ak been a sound recording (which implies alse that there had never been and if
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he was,"familiar with the Lﬁiald file" he lmows ito history, recounted above, and thus he

W
lies), it would have been erased routinely aft er it mas made," Hy then said they have to

do tlis or thcy'd Soon run out of space. He also covers himself by saying "feeping the
tape might be more of an acknowledgement that there wys a specidal interest in this
fellow." 7

Haturelly, after tho:ssassination there is no "spocial interest" in anything relat-
ing to the alleged assassin! » #

«nd thus -Sks_i.-_.Shyster leister  tells his expactable large audience that the tape

Lush abwest
no longer exists. Ilis proof is third-cztis hearsay, T4t official.

That tape w :IJLDallas d fron the time it reeched tho FDI there is certainly a
- \MLM%
record of where it at—she—Ztemst Was.) liy belief is that th FBL kept it and hid it in the
.~ skl
Dallan ofice. Thee"it had a metal cabinet in which it kept tapes and pictures n
] . L bel
in the cepbral filing systemeeh 24 Wy ol mafahunr— £ AL

There is no reason to believe that the I'DI vanted that &ape destroyed., That could

hove hurt the FBEL much and laid it open 'l:o}'erious chorges. And i# the CIA had by

eny gchance insisted on its return, the FBIL could h.ve dubbed it easily and rapidly.

WD AL e

But with Oswald socused of being the assassing it is unthinkable that W would cowr

of . A e ef Baf
degtroying such a tape ol what he was up toe—"

So, I gearched for the eecorjls relating to this tape, beginning with Heitman's
on going te picl AT degat agent@nd the p@ture(s) and tape(s) up at Love Field.
v/ Ay g s e "y
Unly to find there is no long /any copy, any of the files in which“Copieé ; .

‘
~» These pertieular records t\asgeg duplicates of records lost in the enormity of the

[teay

. h
originals as I received them. I maﬁe %ese copies fo¥ what I call my "subject" file and
p v

oP . S
tien roturn tus originals to #hmt the bound folder in th’ih it %s, Gs T got them from
the FBAI.
That is the Tile of about six drawers of records in which I know Posner worled when

laa
he wag leve,This dpesm not mean that he did the s‘tealin;_, but it does mean, fhe lauyers'

MV"“(‘ a oétq M—Mé;
rhrase he had th Km and the oppertinity. dnd at &Bﬂ?é %“b&cylf—r*u—hi—yeg—m—

otk
bty else was in tha-!rfiéhuaam_a‘s%ﬁe sub,]ect flles.

R R
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The Heitman filc now holds @nly an unrelated, one-pege Secret Service Jet'ber.

Even the Rudd, }tmdon, file folder itself is gpne.
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(ﬂﬂgt also doei;éot mean that thosze records had not been stolen earlier.)

Gven the file I had for those llexico City intercepts has every one of the FBIL
records migsing from it. &11 that remains is two pages copied from the report of the
House assassins comni‘l'.'bee.“

Then I remembor that I had filed several appeals over the withholding of thas cable
and its content. ily practise with those appeals was to attach copies. Bo, I looked thrf.r"ugh

the cabinet holding the uppeals-ffiles and there a.lsu; those peges are missing. Not
even the folder identifyong tho confen‘ba remains.

That led me to check my Jonez Printing Comg&n-‘ny file, It nov holds only one of the
several FBI reports referred to above, the one Posner/p_;ubiﬁ:s-hed, and none of my notes
of either interview with Yones im in tho file,

Remembering Poaner's treatment of Carolyn Arnold, wivich will interest us later, I
che:ﬁ\;ed that file. I'd gotten the holograph of ths second time the FBL spoke to her. It @
&1 gone, t00. |

~ - Posner criticizes Tcﬂj Swmers, not without cause, over his handling of Carolyn
e‘xn;ol&. This holograph at the least raises subtanaial questions about what Summers
dide S0, he could have decided to deep-six it several yaaréwﬂmn he was here.

Uile one cannot be certain beause the back plutes to keep file folders in place
con move, but I had a large Mexico City file in tho subject file. Hade Past tense. And
space where it would have been was not closed up. “lonetheless there is this gap and it
was not there the last time I was in that [ile cabinet.

Bye one tidng that is without quewtiof/ is that these refords are missing,

But there is no :Jﬁy of lmowin; vhen they disapprared of who did take them.

“obody hoed Posner"s Thotive lﬂt then there are many pseople with ample motives for
many crimss- thet they did not commi}:su

The only one & can recall-l:kﬁ% interest in thgt Earolyn Aenold holograph other
that Ppsner is Swmers,

I am reminded of Posner's aclmowledgenent to mej'"He @owed ne full run or hia
basonent. ...His attitude toward sharing information is refreshing...."(Page 504)

e e T AT By o T o e b e 40 S R e b ST RS S e T S Ty T S T A N



‘o

3

bhmﬂ.u L note wonder with whether I can continie To give o8 Otibrs Wils fyee and
uisupsrvised access vhen records trat include my own work that cannot be duplkeateil save

from memory is cbolen? along with copies of the official records all already deeded to
-
L4

the people in perpu-liiw by tie deep deposit of thewm all at llood Lol ege, which assures

access to all?

lust £ not nov uaru;&gr!./ﬂgak it, too, can be robbed? And{{‘hgps it had ‘best thz.nl.,

o A{1a2
of raising momey to pay saueon: to wolice those who use those records fhere lu.s

v one to whom favors were

recerdtTioopociabia L:h;i.ever:,-‘@ ‘/ st gl

£ an
e.tended and who thus repaid thoughilulness mccess wi tl\jhu‘: suoemszon,?(r,
/

’

What ldnd of person goes to the home of an aged, J.ni‘irm a.ntl :|.ll nu:, accepts
hocpitality tha}Posner describes as "gracious", and in his case for several days, has

the ffee AI‘;L/JF of th place, W says 711(1 iz true of all others, tukes all of the host's

‘_L_b v d L7 N tf
time he wantm gteals from him? fPos.ner "= and Summers are not alone in

having had the gip sortunity. But whomever it was, can such a person be trusted with

a.n_y'thl 77 Can the word of such a person ever be accepted? Can it be assumed that a
person capable of thisgferved his personal interest only?
Doe: the dfzampearamss stealing of the Hexico CIW material pinpoint the thief?
If so, from what I quot® above from his book, that points to ﬁ%sner alone.

eH{ra space

—t / ﬁoﬂ/}
In fairness to Posner, little as ha deserves any cons:.dfratlon/fﬁ was one other
person with an interest in what is related to the Douglas Jones files and he witho%y

question at all did steal when he was here. lot ojfly is he the only one who had the oppor-

g
tunity, in trying to lie h.l.s way out of it he provided proof tha% é %‘m‘ﬁ)

bt
than only Fhe thief could prm?de, g.nd with that he provided a wi‘bness to :i.t.
-

.i_inm lichard Vaybright was ostensibly worldng in my files for Livingstone. Livingstone
gg}g’é_f ton were and had been feuding, éach claiming the other took credit for his worlk,
all of uhiclh was that crazy theorizing that confuséd and misled the pgople and tended to

protect errant of'icialdome As my friend Roger Ieinman confirmed in an exfiellent, small-
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a

boulks 1;3.1111:&11 study of Lifiton's ..'t\Jri: and work methods, ILifton is a blackmaileg. He also
was so bobstful of his thievery, ;u.l;]_t.m./d out in advance of it to Sylvia “eagher how he
was going to steal an excel'ent print of the Zapruder film and then he gloated to her
how he did itf !

Wihen Feinman published this, Lifton rushed to defend,l himslf to his clagque on the
Compuseyfre computer netwecf{, Liffon'd defense ,f‘ that.he lied to lieagher so what Peinman
publmhcrf - what Lifton himsJ;p'i' had m'it‘EJQﬁ —ougtht not be bel:.aveﬂ’

"Don't believe what he says that I said becausa although I did say it, I am a liar "
is typicel Liftonian reasoning. To him and to his large fhllcwing that it an adebua‘ce
and a prop:r defense,

Unlmevm to me the many times Waybright drove over from Baltimore, each time saying
he had come to work for Livingstone, Waybright was also worlking for Lifton. The story
tha éeeus credible, lmowing both Lifton and Vaybright's improper if hot also illegal
conduet, io that Lifton blackmailed Vaybright by t2lling hik that if he did not do

ulm’c Lifton umted hin to do, he would inform a friend s he snid was an assistant to
Har:flancl's -
stk “attorney E,r.znt-:nral.E.{hother or not this ¥ 1s how szﬁright came to work for Lifton,
that he did he confirmed in his own handwriting that 1 have. It was also confirmed by
¥ . /

Livingstone before in hjs own unique ell over thu edge i his own insanitiese

I'I-:;;rbrighﬁlékéd. i;{ he could borrow the lengtb%zmlysia I prepared of lifton's
bool: when it appeared and of the duplication of the records the *4litary District of
Washington provided to Lifton that I obtained from the MDW by asking it under FOIA
for only the rccords it provided to him. lﬁ"t/ivbright'a reason was that-he could do all
that seroxing at no cost in Baltimore and he would veturn those records when he was

- -
back again.
Rrm—

Upeasy about any only-copies leaving her: imtk and not then lmowing that Livingstone
had mede a small fortune on hia Tirst book, High Treagson, I agreed. when Waybright vas
next here he teld me he roturned those records. I did not check, not believing it was

necessary, amnd then forgot about the matter.

Then, monthslater, Livingstone appeared. e mked if he could copy the very records

+
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Iﬂin.rr;:, " T gaid, incredulously,"Rjicl borroved those recofds and took then to
Baltimore to copy for you without any xerozing coste Lou have them."

"I do not have them,"arry responde:l-:FIf I had then would L have driven oui here
to met them?"

Haturall:,*/ he would not have.

Then . &
’
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Waybrisht had borrowed to cbpy for him. I told Livingstone that and he said he never got
those copics. 4 sarch of tho riles chowed they were not here.
} Vaybright denied to Livingstone and to me tnat he had stolen those records. VWhether
of not Livingetone wanted to know why he had come for them for him and did A,'gt give
them to him I do not lmoie L go lmow that Livingstone ﬁt up with much from \\Taabright
because Vaybright did many things for him he could not get done any other way. One was
to male illegel use of the ﬁolicé.conputer systen to violate the privacy of a number of
amd o . N/

prople amd to locate poople Tor Hivingstoney anotheras to go to Dallas with and for

-
Livingstone and use his police credentials there %o investigate for “ivingstone.

o \W

The Beltivors golice internal-affairs (ﬁ;l wag aware of mis‘;.zes of the computer

network by FQbI‘llEJ.‘:)"/. 1993, because it then aﬂl{e:?for my knowledge of it. I~lolre than a
n

half-year later it had done nothing to Waybright and another Baltinore policeman who af}w
moonlichted fo 1-'iv:'l.1:t:.;g_‘-:l:ngﬁ1 and it lud done notling at all about Aivingstone who paid
those policemen for ‘11.’011{._,511 and illegal worl, work proscribed under the regulations. It

ewerr did notling wvhen it was given a letier of compLairT Livingstone wg?ta a hospital—-

on Baliinére pofice stationeryl
Livingstoneds many oflenses include representing himslf as working witl;? and foz ?

£he Daltiiore police. It and I have lis records in which he say§, "I{I am the law" and
'rhnt he represents the Daltimore police. (My velief is that in seeldng to avoid a
public scandal ke lay ﬂ.lc foundation for\ti‘?even greater scendal abdication
of any rc:;ponsibi]imiof of illegalities and of violation% oun regu-
lations and failed to do anyihing about ite)

Vfhen I cﬂmplainf_@. to a friend of Way right's that he had robbed?ma and asked that
L br%-:]w Vaybright to mect with my wifle and me when I hod to be at The %ohns Hoplcins

Hispital for a censulatation, they joined us there for lunch.

4
Uaybright continue’ fo inists that he}whjd “turned everything, Ye ever\rew a
chort on a napldn of where: le had reiile . The place he indicated is where he lmew

it did not belong and would never be found in any search for ite. I said nothing about

t‘nm‘ffh: 1 the friend said he would come ou-l%u day ofi and save ne the trip dmuochmEze

i T
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to and fro: the cellar and inte a searck of ths loweot file 'raver, sesevhing I awnot

Lo AU UT UOTE0 S| OTuei'He

—

Hy did couwe, he did ser search and he did rotricwe and shou me what he gtrieved.
_.".‘.._L—‘"" {W .
In uttorly wrelated records he had Tound oM;-lopes of HDW rccords, ik

those on ite part in JFK's funeral. There was a second such envelope, of the IMDW's

e _W .
; Toipa cnetbefore Adr Force 1 landed d(ﬁnrotggh the autopsy, ma that is the

one tha® hold the rolevant infowmiation,the one r:latihg to what Lifton's boolk holds.

"fi'm%.e-&;{, gti1] missing and nobody other tham Uaybrigh t ever had it. That he had

Mbw

it is uithout question. So also is is it beyond guestion %ﬁ he %mt roturn it.
Thou: :{i’ecurds and my only copy of thdé ¥ analysis I ked made«Or Lifton's totally

impossible theory of body-cnatehing that made him rich and famous vere stoden and they

remain stolen
— ENe _m;%
Iifton mors than anyene else wants those (proofs of his perpetrating a fraud in

his booke. Uﬂay@riglw did steal then. He did not give them to Livingatone. Iivingstone

told another who told me that he believes Waybright stole them for Lifton. And aside from

all the reports L've roceived of ¥ Vaybright vorldng for Lifton, I hawe his own account
of gome of that work, Speﬁ#iallj {for Lifton, in his oun handwriting.

hat T had relating to the Jones Piinting Company that was of interest fo Lifton
ig what I learnsd about the possibility of Idfton's‘ﬁ'ienﬂ')ihornley's involvement. Ilf
1I:he cowvse of investigating Thornley I %@ed muuwii %ﬁnﬁizo” f‘” s W %
aPerie;J of hin hondwritten letters in ¥ = T g5, Gera oanej he boats about
hisc owm acts of violence in Hew Orleans.

They, to:, I noﬁ longer have a.nd al,. Waybright had to do to locate the‘(?n‘;%_as check
the files under Tborney.p name.

I have no reason to belicve that Lifton Wam off “ivingstone had any interest at all

in the other records that have beeﬂ/stolen. L:Lvingsto:g;u/ Limited to Lii‘tondnd
Lifton' s ~ms intereen :‘ 1l1.‘;1 my recordu on him and perhaps in my missing Thornley recordss

_hgide from their interests in what was stolon from me, Posner, Livingstone and

Lifton have this in conm&: they all eriticize all others working in the field to

hich o ch claims pro-eminence for a variety of T eal and imagined ofienses, with me the
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latter only, Hach has a record of using the work of others as their oun in their bookse

Bach writes as though deprecatifng others iﬂmehow elevates himself.
llone refliects the biblical morality of"q“ffm‘ox:ing stoneshiﬂy—' if one is without sine.
“o’ée{ weil rovlects the common-gense wisdon of not throwing stones form a glads house.

fnd non: wrote truthfully and accurately about events in New Qrleans, %o which we

nor return,
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