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XIII 

Before leaving Posner'sversion of events and persons in New Orleans,./In rcalling 

my experiences with them of two and a half decades ago I remembered my silence about 

what others may criticize me for saying nothing about until now. 

Starkly put, Clay Shaw did commit perjury. 

I hasteN tet add so would just about/everyone else. I would have, faced with the 

Vindictive, hateful and probably refrustratea 	indeceny represented by Gerrie 

114-oe-. son's charging him with perjury after the jury acquitted"Siewein less than an hour. 

Garrison based his perjury charge on those credible Clinton, Louisiana witnesses 

Posner deprecates. They all testified to* Navin seen Shaw and G•sw4-4here Oswald 
'11/Z -4,.6`41 	Ae Le_ there together when supeosedly Oswald was there looting for a job...At his trial Shaw 

testified he was never away from New Orleans because ho had the full restonsibrility 

for renting the space in the new ITN building then nearing comeletion. I believed as 

soon as I heard of that testimony that it was false. I also knew how to determine whether 

of-or not it was false. T e a„ clues were le in of those TV pictures of Oswald picketing 
the old ITM building the impoetance of which as news if not as evidence should have been 

obvious to Garrison and all of his staff and to the jo 	lists of mimimel  competence. 

Johann .ush, another Posner favorite because they hold similar political views and 

because, based on them rather than any real investigative work Rush also believes that 

Oswald was a lone assassin. Rtsh was there taking the pictures but he ignored the leads 

in what he was looking at. 

The PSI, however, had not ignored those leads. Only it did nothing about them. I 

have the FBI reports in which it identified ean=a some of those in some of the pictures. 
Clq Their identifications of two men in ant of those pictures that all the supposeal in- 

-tkt w4.4 ,ta 	, 
vestibators ignored.Ylige pictures indica-Ld wi.at believ iabodt them and what they were 

doing at that old ITN byu building. 

I had other reasons to believe that Shaw lied at his trial in his alibi testimony. 

So did Uareison and most of the reporters. 
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SayinE they were credible doea not mean I believed what they said amamiallas 

alien I te1laed to them and then that theytestified Ord. 

,41;py were credible. 

But that Shaw would have had to take Oswald up to Clinton to Let him  a job, Etc 

if tat was Shaw's intent, is not credible. 
...11•■••".  

It also is not caedible that if for some reason Shaw wanted Oswald to work at the 

hospital he would have had to drive him here. 

He was a well-connected roan who knew people all over and like most men in his posi- 

tion, he could and did do much business by phone. 

Shaw ran the Trade 4trt. If he had no job opeefting he could. have made a job for 

Oswald and it would not have been as menial as world.ng inside a mental hospital at 

least on4;of its buildings ie kept locked.d l 71,111i/1 ieLYI-N , 

I do not know what the truth is and I never tried to find out. 

For me it was eadaagh that no natter how credible those Clinton witnsees appeared to 

be-th4er story did not makesiense4111  d"' 

- That onee again  somed* was counterfeiting Oswald or at 0 the least V

▪  

ending to 

was a possibilt but by ten my work had pasaed that kind of study, as my books reflect, 

and I could devote no more time to anythiaaa like that, 

4,1," 
(4n aside: 'for years I've been telling young people interested in the subject, 

particularly those who fanclatheorized "solutions" to the assassination, that in keeping 
- , 

with the wisdom of the medieval British Apphiloionher, William of Ocean, that we seek the 

simplest solutions; tlaaa should ask themselves two questions. First, is what they are con- 
7 

sidering reasa4le. If they are satisfied it is, then they should ask if it is possible. 

(±31 consideaed that the identification of Oswald and Shaw by those Clinton wit-

nesses failed both tests") 

(Similarly, those reading books like P8snerie, which give the impressioa hereeks to 

give, that in effect he discovered sex and invented the wheel, in addition to asking 

the above questions there shpuld be sensitivity to the end-noting. How complete is it? 

sourced: How such that should be sxreee isn't sourced at all? How much is sourced to what readers 
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cannot understand, cannot get, sourced in way.5,that defy checking? and for those who 

know somethinz about the :-,ubjeut matter, what is omitted and why it is omitted; what is 

represented incompletely or unfairly and again why.) 



That still from those movies was not required to believe that Shaw had sworn 

falsely 4aeeLs because of this other reason to believe that he had. 

The plain and simple truth is that 	Shaw had not lied, innocent 	he so clearly 

was of Garrison's chagge5 he could have been convicted. Conviketion was not merely a 

matter of going to jail. It wd¢ e et meant he would bear forever the stigma of having 

conspired to th kill the President 1%144 14" 	 /444127Y' 

I agoid givine their names because if I do and if they arOtill alive these teo 
When on other work I was near them I intedviewed them. It was no 	flew New Orleans. 
innocent men wit would be plag4ed by demandE -fer interviewyn4 I have my interviews 1r-le/tvilek„1.41 	*WI 4440"t44 
on tape. I did not seek to inteeview them uetil the charge of perjury against Shaw had 

run its course ift the coirts.He died esonerated, an innocent ean, as he .as. 

The Trade fiert had ooetracted the r.nting of the space in its new builidg to pro- 
_ 	ay" 

fessionals in that 14,241istif real estate. The two men in those pictures meiromromzdosstosad 

of Oswald picketing the old ITM building were, they told me, Ohder tSse contract that 
7.410411  Garrison ignore although it was public kaoeledgef -hzee-cione the actual space-tenting • - estified 	le had. - 

work. It was not Shaw/and they said he had nothing to do with that space rental. 

- 'Sills incident indicates how guilt can be Created de:1Ate innocence. If Garrison had 
, I not been so totally iseersed in the fictions of his own fka4cation, if he had been 

thinking GP- the experienced prosecutor he etas, he would have thought of timesa ram 
dowit.ti 

that space-renting contract and those two men in that ignored still from those movies, 

he would have subpoenaed th9s, and their truthful testimony would have been made even 

more peranasive by the6,-.ORtractsthey, not Shaw, negotiated. 

sod 

 

what makes it even monVinconrguous but is also typical of Garrison, that strange 

man, in that for an entirely different purpose he often, loudly and sometimes at 

great length declered that the name of the cote-any hireaiiWto do that epece renting 

was a CIA name,: 

4nd he still missed it. 

This is not intended as criticism of Posner. For his bo k he had no need to know 

more about Garrison's pereecution of Shaw than thaTit failed4that Shaw was found gsi 

by the jury ttLbe nit 
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This is not to say, however that if he had intended the full and complete investi-

gation he and Randon House tout, he should not have looked into it. 

extra space 



,4% There isd so Luch more that can be said about Oswald in New Orleans that 

/P -Posner did not say about it in what he modestly proclaimed to 41 cameras and open 

mikes is the first and the only definitive biography of the man, the first that under-

stands him, Nartogs-style; and there is So much more than can be aasaid about Posner's 

versos of Oswald in Neu Olreans. 

By this time, hw er, more is not needed for adequate exposure of this loaxtxx 
al. 
gm of POener's CAs-assisted commercialization and exploitation of the assassination 

so car fully tima/to furthe . exploit the thirtieth anniversary. 

But before following Posner's tracing of Oswald to Lexica City there is a credit 

due him. 

In Jim Garrison's On the Trails of the AAssassins,(Sheridan Square Afflae.1"04(eaLi/g 

and I know of personal haowledge that is the one trail garrison never took, he explaire 

away his failure to quoC6 from any of his own files of his own "probe" as chat fiasco 

was referred to in New Olreans, by claiming they were stolen. From one of the members of 

his former staff I have le_Tned that Garrison blamed one of thosSeiho ha' been most 

anqaestiongly loyal and devoted to him. Gar-rison's claim wan that this man sold them 
4.4,1444 

to the CIA. That is even lea/credibly than most of "fh-e----- rtngs tarrison seid. 

Posner, however, claims he Lidiscovered" them. He uses that strange was of me!' 

fOsner does not say where he "discovered" theD-O ue does net say what he 

found in them. lie does not, in fact, have a single and note referring to them. 

Why, then, does he boast of having. "diseovered" what he makes not sonele reference 

to? 

Posner, demon investigator he presents himself as being, "discovered" the files of 

the man who ~mere international hedlines for several years and does not in his 

i book clamed to be so defnitive. not 	a single word from thwttarrison files? 

t aaljr did not a single interviewer or a single reporter wonder Taiii-gloht,after 

allegedlor "discovering" Garrison's files ITIFTEL -Fribitenas little as one word in d. • 
9.,..4.1reeloor 

his boo'olSmore than six hundred pages to those4files. 

Not sprerieingly, Random Howe makes the same boast. In its fall, 149'12 1.993 issue 

of its house organ, it la del 	devote the first tve articles to Poonev and his book. 

putting it. 



The first,ti:7ETThe  Man Who Killed Kennedy,  is by Carsten Fries, Random House's 

production manager and maAting editor-44--of this house organ, The sa!ond is a ten-page 

treatment of Posner's great exclusive from the CIA, his interview of Nosaako. In Fries' 

account, in writing his book, Posner "originally set out to e-xer reexpmin.Call the evi-

dnee.1 In  so short a period of tineffyod yei_t.)for "all tie evidence." Fries repeats 

Posner's proud boa ft sayeMg of it that Posner "created his own index" to the Warren ;lid 

material Naturally, Fries also finds it necessary to include Posner's ugly sisrze 

slurring of Sylvia Meagher, beinz every b0 as decent a man as Posner. And then Fries 

repeatslaner4s boast, • saying he made "discoveries, such as the undiscloved files 

of ...Jon 4 L'arrison." Needing to know nothing and knowing nothing save that the sole 

purpose of this ,puffery was to sell more books, Fries adds of this tremenduous Pos-

net accomplishment for whic1.-. he found not a scintilla of , use at all, those 441e,oe Posner- 

Priftivir-14, 
discovered files "will resolve many controversies." 9 ' 

Of 
(75C-unquestioning multitude that fell all over'itaelf-in priising this crude and 

obvious fraud of a book, not one wrote or spoke a word about 1:illat is in those files 

that would "i&solve many contriversies.Oot one asked why not a word of then is in the 

book, attributed to this remarkable discovery, possible after all these years onty to 

Random House's supersleauth. 

The reason is obvious and my lee.rning about what Posner can have been magnifying 

into this added one of his spurdog clnimn  may have sisnificanse in explaining what 

his real motive was in doing this hippodromed fakery of a bock. 

When I wa- in New Orleans I spent all the time I could in trying to learn more 

about Oswald. I did not copy Garrison's files, as many, including the later Bernard 

Fensterwild did. I had no interest in Shaw or in that strange collection of characrters 
11.44. azipi 

in Garrison% inagtned conspiracies, save forlDavid Perrie6That was not alone because 

I,/am the one who broight Ferrie to light. Fensterwalff established the Assassination 

Archive and ;search 'enter. All his personal files are there. 

As was Posner./When(can pin/mint the beginning of Posner's book and its purposes. 

Geroge Lardner, Washington Bost Pulitzer-prize winning reporter and assassination 

expert, was at the AARC checkinj mat its files after °liver Stone's movie JFK was out 



The controversy over Stone's fictional account of the assassination he had boasted 

was non-fiction I,TrOnee and I started. I gave Lardner what told Stone two moiEths 

before he started filming proved that Garrioin's book was fiction and drbahonestly* 
44-(44141 

so. Then I was give a copy of the script. I gave :_ardnee both ieev'f'-/-ei-',/.-cr-L-Er,1-:1A 

the Post published an expose of Stone'sfuee of the assassination to say what he wanted 

to say *way. 

Posner's presence at AARc at that time strongly sueeests that his 	btraTie of his 

book so consistent with his political beliefs is that it would be-.44what Stone's movie 

was from the opeosite side. he would do fof the other view, that Oswald was the lone 
4.4./ 
Otesasoin, what tone cad for the view that there was a conspiracy. 

Obviously, Posner did not find, what people eould uoually say, or even "discover" 

Le'acrison's files.22ta7 What -'ensterealti coplid of them needed no discovery and, in fact, 

could not be"discovered." Hoe can one "discover", wh6chm means to be the first to find 

something, what had been publicly available for more than twenty-five years and is 

4pted in 	available records at AARC? 
_ 711-e..e-airer t 

Vtoe_p_oseal discovery Posner seems to have made is how he could exploit and 

commercialize the assassination with what would have major 	e apeeal, a switch on 

the official mythology with the false Ttense of supporting that mythology by "new 

evidence." 

Ae we have seen and as we shall see again, Posner has not produced the tiniest slivver 

of new evidence. As it relates to the crime and its investigations, not a single word 

is new. And of what he cliinr as his own work, we have seen and we will see again, that 

is the work of others he present as his own work.Ii4  less polite langauge as laymen 

,140' rather than lawyers understand the word, what is "new" in Posner's feaud of a bock is 
u 

what he stole. ANot that he autiedid not also steal what was not new, what was published, 

and present that as his own. We have seen this an we shall continue to see it as 

we continue to expose Poenee's connerciali nation o the new assassination sycophnncy, 

even the formula ', which is not his, with increasingly less need to expose all of it, 
.e.efet 

exposure to this point being that definitive and devastating of o man and 's 


