© el C&M?'/%ﬂ’l

"néw Yoxf'( New York - It's a wénderful town" are the words af a of a popularf)?rnad-
waa.y'so;xg of years ago, if I remember them correctly. The same can be said of the New
Orleans of my expericnces there. It can be a wonderful town. I cpncentrated on work
too much to appreciate it as much as I could have. Traditional jagz was and is myx
one of ny favorites in popular music, not unu?ual for my generation, but I did not once
stop Wk to take in those wonderful marching bands at their funerals, dirges #m going
to the cemetery, happy music on leaving ite I got to Preservation Hall only oxfe. end T
was working thég. I had no advance on a book, no conract for one, no regular income,
and I did have debts, But perhaps because of my financial situation I met more of
the béry good and very considerate people there.

Like all other places, it zlso had its ag(h;re of the wild ones, particularly poli-
Eioql%,y wilc'i. Rabid fits some. It is no exaggeeatipn to regard a few & s crazy.

osner's

£ His--reedt/ readers willg not a get the feel of the real city or most of it7i)eople

Hor can they of the People of whom he writes -
'fromm}_wﬁm dishonestly and he did precisely that.

With an ineff;‘trnle instict for it, -f:oo. '

He had his own politifal views to slip between the readers' ribs, like,a shiv,

He found the least trustworthy to be trustworty, as long as they sald what he
wanted to say and particularly when he and they were alike in their political views;
tk a1s0 aig not resg.ainf his instinctve untruthfulress, The man is smooth in it, tooe
Only ‘thﬁi'imf ormed willlaten 1t -

He regards himself as’a shrink and he practises his shrinkery,

Ho regards himself and a mind-reader and does he ever do that!®

"Whatever at any point in‘his 1writing serves his intentions at that point becomes
instant fact even though on the’'same thing, with some pages intervening, he says the
exact opposite. Where he wants to argue that Oswaldwas inflamed by the report of a

speech made by Castro, in order to'have some basis at all for this he writes, "Oswald
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an avid newspaper reader, almost certainly saw the article" reporting it in the New
@rleans papers, Because the story says what Posner wants the reader to believe he has
no queétions about its accuracy. It also conforms to his cgﬁr‘ political beliefs and
prejudices and thatmakes it even more cceptable. (Page 168) Yet mAx¥ when its served
Posner's propagandist's purposes he says that Oswald "was a notorious pellvf cher"
(Page 209) and in between he actually says, indispansible for his argument as the
contrary is, that Oswald "was too miserly to but a daily paper.? (Page 202)

[:./n,g I uditad Shor,
And all of this is about Oswald when he was in New 0rleans/‘ that ré@latively short

span of time,
The newspaper story Posner uses to ¥ cast¥ Oswald in the assassin rolg”just before
he left Yew Orleans for I‘le:::l_co{ the end of September, 1965&1&;3 Castro maldng threats to
kill Kennedy. Such a story did appear. Virtually the same thing gmgnid at the same
time, &8s I report in fgal?gg, in New Orleang,by an anti-Casbro former Bastista-dictatorship
7 ‘

Jfernmini v Fy . y
diplomat f& namesd Porg(tl-Villa, also a}tribt.}t‘e,n; &a the same gource, a sp%ch @c

]_{ 2778 N

castro allegedly made at the Brazi mﬁﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁim investigation of

;he report to it proved itwasn't accurate and the FBI did not credit it, The political
refatty of the time makes it highly unlikely ‘ahgft Castro would have said anything at all
like that story reported.

Like the Warren Report, which Posner set out to validate with the new line of itg/
sep afg:logi.sts, that although the Report was factually incorrect in almgot all it said,
it managed to blmig'?ier its way to the correct solution, he ignores, really suppresses,
because it as well known, the fact that as of that very time Castro and Kennedy were
seekdng to work their w rftﬁl’ Tome sort of modus vivendi. In addition, with the é%lution
to the October, 1962 g,u[ba I:H.ssile Crisis that Kennedy would protect Cuba & from any
invasion, a guarantee even Khruschev could not?make, there is little likelihood

to kill or have killed
that bastro wanted/the one person in the entire would who gave h:l'_, m security,

Through our Ambassador Attwood (chrrect) at the UN Kennedy was at that very moment
negotiating with Casbro through his amb;gﬁé;/ On the informal level, Kennnedy uses
any emigsary he could. One&w:;‘}ean Daniel, the well-respected Ffench correspondent of

E
that era. B{fp;ke to Danefil before Daniel # left to see Castro and asked him to

et e
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/M’@"L”/ |
return and report to him aftér he % d “astro. It happens that Daniel was

with Castro when Castro learned that JFK had been assassinated. His adcount in the
Hew :ﬁgmpggm;u or which he wrote a series jf 4rtilees (I have jn my files)
leavgs’a’ wtﬁﬁmﬁmﬁoﬂ waatr&:as shcok:" mx;‘emsig ii"straﬁ, mu‘ W
sroubTed g the- miveres SETaGE a-7he worldof that sssassinatiit)
K11 of this it is to say that truth is not a consideration when Posner has an
argument he wamts to make and have belleveds H?saya wh%aver he wants to have believed,
regardless of the readi':ly—ava.ilable fact and even with contempt for the known realities.
For the same dishonest purposes Posner pretendg that Oswaldvas the official repres-
entative of th- Fair Play for Cuba Committee in Newom;nd that all Oswald did
w o
there was on its behali_‘)-and to its knowledge and_(ﬁ_'berest-. E fact Oswald had no
more connection with the FECC than did anyone else who mailed it the pm membership fee
of five dollarss
Nonethelsss the first words in his chapter 8 are "Oswaldds initiel efforts on
behalf of thn—;‘air Play for Cubfie ess" (meee page 149) Smckmommckxpagsximx Posner
begins the next page with some of his mind-reading with what neither Cubg not anyone
with any political sophistication would agree with, more propaganda, with these words,
"Convinceéd = his work for Cuba wes getting attention of national leftistsess"
There is nothing that Oswald ever did that was "for Cuba," officially or unofficially,
and there was no reason, jt all to believe that Oswald's insigﬁ.ficant leafleting in
NeJto:;leans goﬁi‘:ruany. attention anwahre. If Posner had made eny investigation at all in
Hew Orleans, he would have known that it fook quite somegz phefore even the anti-
Castros paid any attention to what hews doings
Bringuier; as undependable a source as can be imaged save for those who care ﬁught
about the accuracy and dependability of what they wiite, is quotas{ by Hganer to tell a
1ie that is consistent with the propagandist's thrust of his book: "Bringuier... had no
idea that Fair Play was active in New Orleans.e."(page 153) The reason Bringueir Mmmixih
"had no idea" df it is because it did not exist. Not in any form.
(In a note on the same page Posner refers to Oswald's "legitimate prop Communist

"

@redentials.” That is something Oswald never hads He as, as only_those ugﬁh_ng to

oty e ST R A T e e e e
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perpetuate ps(r\paga.nda £ for their c:n,ﬁ political purposes do not say, virulently
anti~Communist, as quoted above from the Rl;nxbd:ts‘/{arren Comrrd.ssion'—/mm records.
Bringuier is not the gnly zany from the idioey fringe of the extreme political
right in New Orleans who is =asbaw virtually an oracle for Posner,' Another is a man
W, e~ . y X
(E’:mm aven gets correct. He refers to Hybert J . Kadeaux as "H['bd.e Badeat:" on
six different pages, 139,140, 424,328, 461 and 464, Yet with all this attention to
and dependence upon Badué}at’xi?osner monages nét to indicate the _}jﬁyer idiocy of what
that man w@ote. goid and believeds
f' Quite the opposite of Posner's pretenss_a) that it as only FEE Those he refers to
as otherwise undescribed "/ﬂ:eftists" were alone in the early refusal toaccept the official
mythology, as I indicated earlicr., my source on%.eaux was one of New Orleans's wealthiest
aﬁm:aunchly anté?—-(lommmist women, She mk was from a wealthy family prominent in indus—
try. She gave me her ‘copy of Badeaux's book he inscrobed to her March 27, 1962, It is
titled The Underuorld of Sex. The on ®oent thing about that book is that Badeaux and/
or_hds printer gave it a plain paper dust-jacket. Nothing at all is printed on ite
" The inside cover page has ?adeam:'s subtitle, "A Documented Account of Organized
Sexual Degeneracy." By this he refers to nudism, which he represts id the "red" effort
t0 undermine our society._zlf_&s volume, and there is no reason to believe there ever was
any other, is at the same point described as the "Advanced (sic) Edition." 1t is for
"Restricted Circulation Only:)", to be distrihuted through "he Hhrald Express, Ince
New Orleans, La."
In the ugﬁeds of mind rEi?elcted in the book, ?ad.eau.xf'l has all the genetalia
of the pictures facing the camera. What bhe tiulika is the eyes of those photographed,.
If there are those who may regard Ejgé:tgptim of the politics of those Posner
uses as the most credible of possible sources, vir‘cuall:fthe pillars off New Orleans
society, I cite merely one of the enclosures with this Junatic bock, the "(ELECTION
SPE@IAL)" of The Federationist,which carries on its front-pege masthead for that April
22,1936 issue"(,'fruth.ﬂurts None, But The Offender)" (sic).

'p?: The lead story, by "Wme L. DONIEIS)" is headed, "Can Boggs Be Trlfsted’a’“

T T T T
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he, a4 .
or had, as reapon}blerbmﬁw uriters do, made even the mest perfunctory check on the

reliability of his source,
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Without any f‘frther identification of Boggey in its lead this story /ﬁeg:l.n.s,

"Cab "Can Boggs be Prusted?" Aft-r a%ﬁ sentence = waiER saying that neither

Donnels nor the paper believe he can be, the story eéntimues lead continues,"Is Boggs

a Chmmurist today? Was Bopgs a Communist in the past?"
) % respected
"Boggs" is finally identified by a pictures It is Hale Boggs, the/ conservative

Democratic Congressman who was later a member of the Warren Commissione
Whether or not Posner was aware of this politicel idioey, and he would have been

£ h"‘m
if he had asked me about :Ltﬂthe @bvious fact is that he made no effort to learn whether

l‘d_ *
Badeaux was a dependable source or, what is no less a c;gndemnatlon of himself for his

% (g, b ures

dishonesty, Posner knmew the truth and suppressed it fro/his reader@ to—be able to use

ArvLER -
a source with no cmeddibility as a credible mﬂﬁ?e is the side issue of the sipdlarity
, Juhe o la—wuf Vel L, AR (11( Lif -
of their political vhews that, for Pogdher, and—in—shis—beeol 8 uite
acctilall.  pudt =
acceptable.
THe same is true of Bringuier. Bringuier is his unguestioned and mqueation‘l{a).'l.e source
F ‘_._._F..—-——'-'q 1
on thirteen pages. (pagze 8 587) Posner also uses his index for political purpose. ‘Q
“a;nbe;- Remember b.s condemnation of Sylvia Meagher and her index because Posner reg-
arded it as "leT%ist?“ Here he has separate listiné}for the Bringuier-Oswald so-called
debate in a radio apparance, amply reported by the Commisiion, which also published the
gic
transcript of it, and §"frial u{ Oswald and,'Y another separate index entry.
On that "debate," Posner either keeps secrets from his reader or is ignorant,
-y .
either @/likely from his record in this books He does not tell his reader that the
fir¢ tape of it to reach official hands was gixmx delivered by a mm?'Podnar refers to
in a different and dubious contex as " a former CIA contract agent."(Page 184 ) Posner
"Ernesto" = W
gives no source for smodﬂ@ez ‘had work f#o the Glgmden the sentence in
p(.W'L 7o f had
nich>#E says this, what is in that sentence attributed to Rodriguez Ln(c"[::allj,
nothing to do wkth Rodriguez but is a’ctrib;/'l:ed to Lieutenant Francis Martello, the
New Orleans police official who interviewed Oswald after his arrest with Bringuier in
a F?acaa Bringuier actually bega’t!}x, which is other than Posner says in his quoting
L

of this best of sourcds, El ;"Jstuﬁ.des(f AL Zf{

T T T {0 T ST e i D T )



SPp—

e

123

The Secret Service gives the name as "Arnesto." I have forgotten the name as
it ap%%red on his language school on S#. Cﬁrles Avenue when L interviewed him there.
I do recall, whoever, that hias quite forthright about what I did not see in any
official récord -and gith the distorted attention Posner gives to that 54-43ampf' Street
addeess é&ou‘.d have inte'{_asted. h.-i.m, for w1 a while Rodr.l.gtmz held JM J@assmgg
in-shieh ffo taught Cubans how to speak English N vt in 4l ltfé;!.ld:mg
At one point Oswald did go to seembdrig\mz, which Poener also does not
repor‘c.Yj:e for all the attention Posner ggves to that address and ti*Oswald's
having stamped it on some of the literature he handed out, he does notwme that maybe, just
maybe, there might have been a little interest in what anyone without Pysner's per-
Sonal political views or his preconception so cflar in his book, might ask if there
should not have been an investigation by the FBI and/or the Commission of the fact that
when Oswald pilfced his fight with Bpinguier and got that radio attention in the New
Oy;eans area from it, the man thosj no time in getting a tape of that radio
c.:—gni-:‘rontation into official hands was tim one Posner says was a CIA contract agemt, -Fo
whom Oswald had gone with the subterfuge of\ anting to take Spanish classes., -Red-
riguesy h?fogriguazm rented space in the 544 Camp’ Steet building, to use
st night; and Wat Oswald déd usS)that sddress on his uterature.%ff - it fo Prenar
The real worh ig full of coincidences, and the .po proba.bi].‘i.ty here is that the

M 20 Prawels
foregoing is only jhat, put with Oswald the only ocf.‘fic:.al\andidafe Tor assassineand

Wmmq
with the gwerﬁ'ment as well as Posner sm—heﬁna-, conduct!.ﬁ a full and diligent in-

vestigation of Oswald and his entire life, at tﬁe very least for Posner au&—tro-«ha
o ik Wiy 120 Tl fe had me
supperts—and deémds not to have looked into this at 2ll does-net—=refleset—eny interest in
) -
any part of Oswald's liRe other than what he gives his own twipst to.
T ——
# Posner ¥ is high on his political bedfellow Bringuier and Bringuier involves
the yowngest,
Ogwald Phirlip Geraci Gwhe—, gs we have seen/in Posner 8 ridiculj.ng of those with

M Narrs'
whom he does no} agree hews so0 ignorant he just cribbe /nutty and incorrect stuff

W ALl T deke 2 Wy O

he—ridfcnites. Posner, like Marrs, knew nothing about it. They did not know that there
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weret were three Philup Geracis then in that area and the onéﬂ(é/ ‘chey were ig=
norant and so totally ignorandt is the third of them, the youngest,Honly 15 at the
misrepre...entgd time he saw Osweld at ringuier's place of busines:, the;ﬂac Casa Rocg
gtore in the 100 block of Decatur StreeB just mnside the French Quarter and close to
the river and the toﬁgh area of docks and Wa‘rehouaes.

Besides being{aimpat:.co with him. Posnerhad the need to buidd Bringuier up as a
dependable source, which he is not at all. So%gi—‘ei‘s to him (on Page%), as what
he most?[ aasv.@[edly was no';' "the New Orleans anti-Castro leader." Naturally, Posner
cites no source on this as, obviously, he could not because it is just plain false.

P::ne‘:" sﬂt of the incident Bringuier i;):l.mse].f E_:,Ejrs he caused de].'l.bera‘belyj OL
insulting Oswald publicly.sad"Bringuier tried to incite el'if -evw crowd against Oswald,"
in Posner's version, for which he cites Bringuier himself as his source (page 5@)

Lot
Yet in the very same paragraph Tithout any question at all quotes Bringuier as

not being the agfieasor:
Te do, and neithe
telling him that he did not hit hit Oswald because "That would have made me the aggresgsor.

Inciting the crowd against Oswald and calling him a Communist, one of the morepEf

effective menns of inciting crowd violté\ce, that was not being the aggressor?

In & careless moment when Posner allowed himself to ali.p closer r%, )}/élav'anca

’_h_a. it litical

in all of this Bub=wish his customﬁvrxaggamtima, :Ln the course of smearing a
alts

gew Orleahs college professors asVleftist," typically, no source given,along with

some other also uttarly :.m_mq irreleVan'E infomatiWﬂy

%e he—gﬁves—-nrauurce, 4=—ail-from—the po al par eidon
° Wﬂ.’ [ 2] h’% r 4
@er does say vf-what he how'calls a "fight," i e _ig to lkmow-and

thus néeding no authordty,\it "was not staged, it was certainly prompted by Oswald ﬁéa
it was intended to g enhance jfhis legitimate pro-Communist credentials.” (paga 153)
NZ/W if there is one thing that Oswald pever hed it is any kind of any "legitimate"

credentials of any kimd. I‘e had nothing ok other than the meaningless self—created and
%_WD uiddesh
gself-gerving greasy kid stuff of an Intelli e action ,)msiness would have

"
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impressed nobody at all and ,as Posner lmowld, when Oswald tried to use itlas "cre-
- I

, dentials" in Hexico City it got him dbun to the door,
IT.

'
Pep Despdte the amateurishness of those little stunts Oswald pulled in New Orleans,
af

~ kPl -
they should have been officially investigated and it is only Posner whored with

Oswald' § history as he did wi the histor:( of the assassination and its investigation
"3‘-' Acd - le & n, e
" that ing that, the guff he was just handed may have told him

there was no need to investigate, But given Posnerlg line in all of this, the more
. Probable explanation is that for what he was engaged
I

as he after wri his book,
A reﬁl.us er ting

01e;wa.'1.c1}6 career in New VYrleans, ag I

:3/119 vas better off as igrAorant

observed in my first bock, compgeted in

mid-February, 1965, when Pogner as still g pre-puberty boy, was"consistent with what

in intelligence is ealled 'establishing a chver'," As we have seen, this is what Pog-

——

ner distorted ang misrepresented, giving no sgurce, 4 in one of anidt_a) -antl incorrect dsd

o uninformed cracks he made about me, digcussed above,

That is a purpose of this petty little interlude with Bringuier that, if Posner

Itd “done any work at all, he woult-i ¥ have known et it took Oswald many days to pull

5 " a_
ofy El Estupides Just that and not being able to find Oswald who spent several

Wee}*@ in his picketing Just vhere g bpdi Er:i.ngu.::!_er'a business was,
}Iige ﬂ;} government before him, Posner does not ﬁre about,

if he even knew it, that
tg}c: peoplé beth took movies of part of thet fracas,

The FBI was indifferent to it,

.-'_“———
publicly at least, until I Torced its interest. We'lla come to that,

But w@, with all the reasons for really investigating Oswald's activities when he
Was in New Orleans the FBL steadfastly refused to do that:and why the Commission did not

even ask the FII, politely, to do that is a mystery. 4 mystery made more Provocative

because as soon as the New Orleans FBI # learned that the Secret Service, which does and
(was getting at the truth from the Joneg ] Com
then did have the respongibility of protecting the“pfaéi&?ni’:;/it alerted Headquarters

and Headquarters immediatelg lea%d on Secret Service headquarters +o get‘rfﬁ'_ita New

Orleans agents to drop that investigation. They did, fordver,

Another of these mysteries created and then abagpdonned is the Pnilip Geraci story,

jon ==

B, e e VTR
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note with the same fiction, "The addresses were part of Oswald's effort to discover

the headquarters o% the #* Cuban £ exiles."

‘& mention of 2
On the ndxt page Posner's Geraci .are limited to this sentence:

"¥ringuier 1-5;(Aked aﬁa’ from the counter, leaving Geraci and Blalock talking to Oswald."
He then says,"When they told Oswald they were intercsted in guerrilla warfare, he
regaled them with stories on how to derailri a ¥=mrain train, blow up a bridge,
and make a homemade pdrstol and gunpowder."

Depite his interview with Bes Bringuier, this is all Posner has on Geraci and the
quote above is taken {rom his Comnission testinony.

That is testimony a n honest writer and a diligent investigator would have checked
a little.

As 1 did.

e
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on
How Posner writes about Geraci and his failure to identify him properly any of

S i hor

the pres three pages gn which he refers t0 Rill ispa indication that Posner did not

do his own work on this and that in fac_r he did not l-mowjtbat there were three Fhilipe

M an

-Bea Gdacis and that this one is WH. Ag we saw earlief, & whh*k%ad written
A 27 MM . ~ ¥ ‘

incorrecalympga:ﬂ(on page & 496 in s appendix of what he captions

"thv;é/

"The Umnatural Deaths." There, refering to oy's "unnatural death" as by "accidental

electrocution", Ppsner says h!‘“was thé fifteen-year old youngster who spcke to Oswald

at Carlos Bringuier's store in New Orlesns when Oswald tried to infiltrate the anti-

Castro movement," There is no source andfit is not A':rjqe, as we shall see. But what

A (W)

Posner has yet toficknowledge in all his effort ‘fc{'fxﬁ?ké-csomething he was not ewb—ef

Bringwies, in New Orleans the entire Cuban Student Directorate consisted of one man

only, Bringuier, How in the world, as the experienced Posner should have wondefed, does

"J,-'f"'1

one "infiltrate" a onfehan outfit? L
Posner never once gives the boy's correct don. }’gt there is not a single

MEntion of hilm in the Commission&'s record that is other than as Philip Geraci III. This

alone causes wonder abgut whether Posngr did his own work on Geraci in those
A s and AEh ¥ by
twenty-six voltmasJJﬁJ_'Volwne 10, where Geraci's -besptestimony appears, he ?

appears as Fhilip Geraci III in the pxriface ¥o!’in the table of contents (vii), in the
q}ﬁticm above the stenographic transcript and in the introduction to his testimony
(both:;’ §3@x 74. If Posner had looked at the Commission's unpublished records fmr
over which he is so emphatic in thzy'lﬁs:l.ng Archives perscnnel, he would have found that
even in the FBI's interview of Bringuie_r on November 25':?1—.963, it also refers to
* hilip Geraci III. (Tﬁia appears in the aecond of the volmea%of FBI records identified
by the Commission as cnfrs, where it is page 696.)
* (on_Page 150)
What Pysner says at the first of his two textual mentions of GeraciVfan come from
ignorance, can be written as it is for a purpose and it not in any event accuratej @
Bringuier's store, Posner says, "served as the Studeﬁ?:;ﬁirectorate'a unofficial
_headua headquarters, as well as a general clearing house for Cuban activities in

New Orleans.ees"
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Posner has the name of the orga%.zation wrongs (His imdexer foxed that up fpr him
on Page 590) 1{;: oneéman outfit needed no "headquarters,h " official or unofficial, and it

had none.-4nfl Bringuier was not trguted by most of the anti-Castros in New Orleans. None

that I met were as fla.key garded him—+$hat-aye 4s of the time of the

assassination there was no real anti-“astro (19/ Posner "Cuban activities") in New

M~
Orleans, Then were ﬁny anti-Castro cubans there but no real sctivities of any kinde
sy _o_gun reTuey
Thed-really ended whely the CIA w:Lthdrew its support ofrtm Revolutionary Youncil,

@ ; The LRCA
it haprﬁns)comciues in time with Oswald's return to New Orleans, Zts.office had

been in that 544 Camp? Street buif‘ ):Lng about which Posner knows so little.«m*{ /4717.4‘11‘}!‘4“{.

The rest of this quotation from Posner, nothing omitted, is,"Bringuler was explaining
the Cuban fight against (Castro to-two fiftenn-year-old Americans, Philip Geraci and
Vance Blalock, when Oswald v;alked up to them. Geraci recalled that Oswald aaked.—%
'Is 't:his the Cuban exile-si -E; haadquarteraw ton '

It is at this point that Posnar has his incorrect nonsense of an attempted criticism
o'f‘ me about that non-existing Ca.nal Street address that was an empty lot when * photographad
it in early 1967. As I noted earlier , Posner .au’ careful to gi.ve no source for his
wrongheaded criticism bf me over those addresses. Thus he could believe that foﬁtnb
all,practical purposee his lies would not be questioned. But on my only mention of

thase addresses in anything I published, in O Hew Orle: on pages 7%0

(phat L ctually wrote regarding the nuitber 388 1032 in Oswald's notebook is that "GHe "The
m»éuuff o] W"‘
nunbers go from 1030 o 1034, In the on that side of 1030 is a small fruit stand. Itd
5 ugh& i
#e~ number OEOW1 /2." Iypically through# the book P sner has no sources for his nonsense
like thi & as well as for more serious mistakes that tybify his writing. I was there, I
did take pictures. Sp, still again, is this Posner's_:)fgn work or did he have a source
m . A
feeding hi/this rhbbish?
L K
N —
Ag in his text at this poij{, naturally no source givqg.andrperhapa attributable to
i o
his mind-reading that here would perhaps be betF described as extra-sensory perception

in his cb'lln:lunications with the long dead, he =ays that at Bringuier's,Oswddma looking

for "the Cuban Exiles' headquarters." =% on the Bottom of the page he ends his phony
Z
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It has two parts, before the assassindtion and after it, during the “arrison
fiasco, WV M UM _ {'U dMMm

Refinitive as Posner clalms his Ogwald biograbhy is and hailed as answering all

questions by Eoéner and by those people of prominence who provgd the dust-jacket
rarar I\,gzl,mf'n, M‘l-f drar e gt
puffery, theéé-m there—is-—ne TOm 5 Posner #ﬂ’ the omniscient
who criticized me for not pafing as much atteption as he thought I should have to his

expert, Dr. Renatus ﬂartogs, the guy who used his woman patients for free sex.

of heThree P44

2\4
?“;:hat standard, save for his total ignorance, Posner could as re?liabl predicted
fp
he yomgesrﬁWgomg to be the presidential assassin he wasn't because

that
A
heJanio had a froubled boybhood, complete with the kind of anger Oswald displayed and

with a period of institutionalize because of 1t Shet Orteldt deil Ared ed M‘{—

I+ should be elear and it is a fact that neither the boy nor his caring parents ai
L

Ji
did anything at all wron@aﬂ{p-hﬂmhpemp&ﬁhe—mmmamte*tm—m and

protective, Phllbip was at all times honest, :anludinf when 1 interviewed him in 1968s
U
My initial interest in him was prompted”ﬁym questioning of the boyég

I got the distinct impression that Liebeler was akirting

b

something he did not want in the record and that the mother was geing alohg with it
vhen the boy did note

If Perry Holmes—ef perhaps hie is Sherlock Masem;—as Posner »presants himself, had
av%t» Lemamdddey o
even taken(the slight amount of time required to check t sy olwitnesses in the

Warren Report l{&geﬂ 483-500) he would fave known that the boyp was Philup Geraci III
heeanse tha) 415 how his testimony is listed (at 10H7S £f.) prfaq'ﬁad not been intent on
deceiving me so he could later misues that a.nd if Posner had looked at my volumes of
those hearings whe would have seen that I had some of Wesley Liebeler's leading question,
questions with answer built in, marked for attention. / 2& ‘f“f/f{' 4

It happens that the young woman who was a-_rn;a-c_ narcotiecs informer and became one
for me knew F hilip, They were the seme age, lived in the same general area of Metarie,
and although the enlightened people of that ax% then believed that boys and girls
should not be educated toget her, so they did not go to tgﬁms high school, they lknew

each other and in fact were fﬂ.ﬁ- friends. As I kmev from the Jeff Pariﬁ :]uven:l.le

PSS e YT e A T R,
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roport on Philip, he/cms’ced "Bayan" when he trusted nobody elses
That juvenile report also -gf,in goes into some of Philip's bo(rf_mod interests. In one

he had his own youthful pretend-guerrillas. He called ettt the ’inarsh Houraders,"

L+ = : i Ths prac’cieed what they imagined
guerrilla warfare was in %ty lots near where they lived, Ph:!.l:l.;»g then got what he
élter told me about, such literature in that field as was pubhshed by Robert K. Browm,
of Bﬂihmﬁhy Preé}:qid der Colorado, &8 of my 1968 intersiev withhim and his mother he
said the Jeff Parish officials sheriff's office had not yet ?‘?’éﬁfxﬁ%

AS he told the FBIL when%terviewe@% November 29, 1964, this conversation with
Oswal d had a slightly dif‘grent cause than Posner prefers:

"GERACT recalls mentjgning to OSWALD ;at he, GERACI, had done a little reading y@
regarding Guerrilla warfter gfter which (emphasis added) 4 OSWALD informed him that he
was familiar with various types @f guerrilla tectics .eees" (CD 75, Part 2, pnge 217)

Poaner never does)lm.k.a clear what purpose Oswald could havé eelcmg the lo-

ferren fw e
ceTf:Lon of those nonpexisting New Orleans an‘t—castro "headquarterabm—f«er—mw
reason to believe anything like ,g‘k;:—x existed/ If Posner needs it he just makes it up.
That is how best-gellers a.nd}:ﬂ:eputations aré made,

But in using Geraci as his vehicle, Posner has brought up questions and mysteries
and even a possibl:ﬁe connect to Clay Shaws I Sheb—oveas course of it he also brings up
anﬁiating question, was Bringuier untruthful in wau@;d:‘the Warren Coznﬁaa};n that
e i ‘hewas so suspi;:ious%auae of that®aid on
wheat he exaggerated into tiz; nonexisting"paramilitary base" that was raided, which had
just happaned, he-was—alsc suspicious of Oswadd, He 57D dated that Oswacll{.‘c;c/ésit at August
5,1963., There is reason to believe that it'was earlier aﬁmfore Bringuier's

A
alibi for gping after Oswald is not explained by tha#.If so, why did Bringuier not tell

!
the truth and what is the truth.

Part of that truth I got from geraci's parents, before tie father was killhd ed in

tha;é:cident:
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