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Before leaving Posner's%’\?é‘fsion of events and perscns in New Orleans, /Iﬁ rocalling
my experiences with them of two and a half decades sgp I remembered my silence about
what others may criticize me for saying nothing about un‘t;i.l now,

Starkly put, Clay Shaw did commit perjur:v.

I hastel %= add so would just about /—,Lvaryone else. I would have, faced with the
vindietive, hateful and probably:_;:}‘rustrateEMeceng represented by Garri-
son's charging him with perjury after the jury acquitted ‘@iﬂ legz than an hour,

Garrison based his perjury charge on those credible Clinton, louisiana witnesses
-

Posner deprecates. They all testified tol having seen Shaw and.‘- Oswa.

Cswed—there

Wy AGdde E5 fe
there together when supposedly Oswald was there looldng for a job. At his trial Shaw
testified he was never awsy from lew Orleans because he had the fu;liesiaons::l.ﬁ.lity

for renting the space in the new ITM building then nearing completion, I belisved as

soon as I heard of that testimony that it was false. I also knew hov to determine whether
of -or not it was false. Tfe a,, clues were i in of those TV Pictures of Oswald picketing
the old ITM building the importence of which as news if not as evidence should have been
gb\;i_ous to Garrison and all of his staff and to the jogybhalists of mimimal compétence.
LdTeh of cbwiely Jo Crni, rro,

Johann lush, another Posner favorite because they hold similar politicdl views and
because, based on them raother than any real investigative worl:' Rush also believes that
Oswvald was a lone assassin. Riish was there taking the pictl.{re's but he ignored the leads
in what he was looking at.

The FBI, however, had not ignored those leads. Only it did nothing about them, I
have the FEL reports in which it identified se—m some of those in some of the pictures.

e
Their identifications of two men in ame of those pictures that all the suppose{u? in-

fhen and Lglin, art) vy _clie

vestihators ignored,! Tge pictureé indicated w.at + beliav%bout them and what they were
doing at that old ITM byu building.
I had other reasons to believe that Shaw lied at his frial in his alibi testimony.

So did Yarrison and most of the reporters.
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Saying they were credible does not me:n I believed what they said mmbrkhmn

ihen I talked to tﬁem and then that theylestified ie.
/%"1__@ Ex_-re credible.

But that Shaw would have had %o take Oswald up to Clinton to get him a job, mfx
if that was SBhaw's intent, is _ngrt credible,.

It also is not cmedible that if for some reason 8haw wanted Osw:21ld to work at the
hospital he would have had to drive him here.

He was a well-connected man who lmev people all over and like most men in his posi-
tion, he could and did do much business by phone,

Shaw ran the Trade Mhrt. If he had no job opedsning he could have made a job for
Osweld and it would not have been as menial as working inside a mental hospital at

r
least on76f its buildings i€ kept 1ackec1.¢// 'QL 7Li/fM , /fu;%' m—f i

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

For me it vas eundugh that no matter how credible those Clinton witnsees appeared to
be—t}g.gr story did not makas‘sanseff'ﬂ- Z hoswr.

) That onee again someo'% was cownteffeiting Oswald or at & the least pj;l-ttending to
was a possivilt: but by then my work had passed that kind of study, as my books reflect,
and I could devote no more time to anything like that,

(in aside: PO for vears I've been telling young{”vp:aople interested in the subject,
particularly those who fanca,.theorized "solutions" to the agsassination, that in keeping
with the wisdom of the medieval Britisil—ﬂg)hiloﬁopher, William of Occem, that we seek the
aimplest solutions;’ t;he:f should ask themselves two questions. First, is what they are con=
sidering reasonbflle. If they are satisfied it is, then they should ask if it is possible.

(ifﬂ considered that the identificetion of Oswald and Shaw by those Clinton wit-
nesses failed both tests/)

(Similarly, those recading bools like Pésner's, which give the impression hefeeks to
give, that in effect he discovered sex and invented the wheel, in addition to asldng
the above questions there shpuld be sensitivity to the end-noting. How complete is it?

How much that should besgg:rmcgg"isn't sourced at all? How much is sourced to what readers

e
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camnot understand, cannot get, sourced in :‘;aw‘,ﬂcbat fiefy checking? 4and for those who
/
krow sometning about the subject matter, what is omitted end why it is omitted; what is

represented incompletely or unfairly and again why.)
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That still from those movies was not required to believe that Shaw had sworn
falaely.:b;am'because of this other reason to believe that he had.

The plain and simple truth is that 1,5 Shaw had not lied, innocent —% he so clearly
was of Garrison's chal‘[geg he could have been convicted. Conv:i.fcticn was not merely a
matter of going to jail. It was the st meant he would heizr forever the stigma of having
conspired to th kill the President filume and @Usdt vn iy Ting.

I abbia giving their names because if I do and if they are/t't:i_'l.l alive these two

ﬂ_ When on other work I was near them I intedvdewed them. It was Wleans.

. dinriocent men wh would be plagged by demands Tor :i.n'bervimts% % L have my interviews
T A% Hew el havm ,ﬂ,;yr:.,(,%
on tape.(Il did not seek to interview them uitil the charge of perjury against Shaw had

run its course i the coarts.He died exonerated, an innocent 1an, as he was,
The $rade Mart had coitracted the ronting of the space in its new builidg to pro-

By
fessionals in that of real estate. The two men in those pictures mmErymmECEmmrER

of Oswald picketing the old ITH building were, tha,;;' told,p me,(’l‘;'n&der tlﬁgt’ -contract that
Garrison ignored although it was public lciowledgey i'ﬂ:’c:&one the actual space-tenting
Ejorlc. It was not Shaw/and they said he had notging to do with that space rental.
~ 4his incident indicates how guilt can be @reated de:nite imiocence. If Garrison had
not been so totally immersed in the ficticns of his own f?.’abj.‘léation, if he had been
thinlding ?gﬁm experienced prosecutor he was, he would have ‘thoughj: of timzs remtxixem
that space-renting contract and those two men in that ignored still frorm those movies,
he would have subpoenasd theg, and their truthfyl testimony woi:ld have been made even
Arg!

more perduasive by the(Coniracts they, not Shaw, negotiated.

el x;l;at makes it even mo:e/incaurguous but is also typical of Garrison, that sirange
man, is thet for an entirely different purpose he of'ten, loudly and sometimes at
great length declared that the neme of the company h:t_rea_g::— to do that spece renting
was a CIA namef!

4dnd he still mkssed it.

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

more about Garrison's persecution of Shaw than ‘-:haz-it failedd, that Shaw was found zm

by the jury i be n;./'t glﬁﬁ#a
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This ies not to say, howeverm 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
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There isé so much more that can be said about Oswald in New Orleans that
/? _Posner did not say about it in what he modestly prcclaimed to a]ll cameras and open
mikes is the first and the only definitive biography of the man, the first that under-
stands him, Hartogs-style; and there is fo much more thzn can be aasaid about Pgsner's
verson of Oswald in Mew Olreans.

By this time, hvgﬁéver, more is not needed for adequate exposure of this pamrixx
a;l/of POsner's C.'J#—a.ssisted commercialization and exploitation of the assassination
so car:fully timecf/fo furthe: exploit the thirtieth anniversary.

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

due him.

In Jin Gaerrison's On the Trails of the SAssassins,(Sheridan Square fha Lw ;fmjz. ! g )J

and I lmow of personal Maowledge that is the one trail gemison never took, he explains
away his failure to quoi:::a from any of his own files of his own "probe" as that fiasco
was rcferred to in Hew f_ilr :ans, by claiming they wers stolen. From one of the members of
his former stafl I have le:rned that Garrison blamed one of thosg»ﬂiho hawd been most
wmquestiongly loyal and devoted o him. Garrison's clgim wes that this man sold them

‘to-r the CIA, That is even lea:fcredible than most of \'Eﬁ;'“m:(gs ferrison szid.

Y
Posner, however, claimé/ he discovered" them, He uses that strange was of y’

Oa
"‘-_"'—-__-'-—‘-..‘ v
Pu‘t:ti_n_-g, it.l%sner does not say where he "discovered" them.] “a does not say what he

found in them. He does not, in fact, have a single end note referring to them,

!
Why, then, does he boast of havinz "discovered" what he makes not sonsgle reference

Posner, demon investigator he presents himself as being, "discovered" the files of
the man who ym¥d madfe international headlines for several years and does not in his
bouvle ¢ldimed to be so definitive. m:rt- b a single word from tlim'!‘f .z-::rrison files?

ﬂ j,g/f' 7“461: onl¥ did not a single inter\dewe; or a jjngle reporter wonder th}c ;after
allegedldr "discovering" Garrison's files/ %ﬂbitaﬁas little as one word in

hig beel: o:ﬁémcr-a than six hundred pages to thosa4files.

Wot surprisingly, Rendom House mskes the same boaste In its fe_'l.i, 19#2 1995 iassue

of its house organ, AL Rondom,it devotds the firat two articles fo Posner and his book.



The first, 5By The Man Who Killed Kennedy, is by Carsten Fries, Random House's

production nanager and ma.%&:‘_ng editor a8 of this house organ, The second is a ten-page
treatment of Poener's great exclusive from the CIA, his interview of Nospéko., In Fries'
account, in writing his book, Posner "originally set out to e—=2F reexaming all the evi-
dencel I so short a period of tlmef wod yet for "all #he evidence." Fries repeats
Posner's proud boafis sa:,mnb of it that Posner "created his own index" to the Warren mé
ma'l:er:i.abI‘IaturJ.ly, Tries also finds it necessary to include Posner's ugly mdwrmf
slurring of Sylvia Heagher, bein every b{ ¥ as decent a man as Posner. &nd then Fries
repeaa'tsr_’PFba;nefTu—boast, ¢ saying "he made ¥ discoveries, such as the undiscloved files
of eesdam & Yarrison." Needing to know nothing and lnowing nothing save that the sole
purpose of this ﬁmffery was to sell more boeks, ries adds of this tremenduous Pos-
net accomplishment for which he found not a scintilla of use at all, Ithose Tii:;ee Posner-
discovered files "will resolve many controversies." 9 Mﬁr ’4” '!Tfé"
of < omd it
{"Pre unquestioning multitude that fell a1l over itsedfTn’ praising this crude and
ob__vi_ous fravd of a book, not one wrote or spoke a word about what is in those files
that would "¥Bsolve many contriversies." Pot one asked why not a word of them is in the
book, attributed to this remarksble discovery, possible affter all these years oniy to
Random House's supersleauth.
The reason is obvious and my learning about what Posner can have been magnifying
into this added one of his spurd[o!,&: claims may have significani:e in explaining what
his real motive was in doing this hippodromed fakery of a booka
When I was in Hew Orleans I spent all the time I could in trying to learn more
about Oswalds I did not copy Garrison's files, as many, including the later Bernard
Fenstervdld did. I had no interest in Shaw or in that strange colleftion of characters
fon htad >
in GarrisonV¥s :.La.gbned conspiracies, save foﬂDa.vid. T.'errieé,’rhat was not alome because
I / am the one who brought Ferrie to light. Fensterwalfl established the Assassination
Archive and Research “enter. All his personal files are there.
As was Posneg.,,ﬁhenf:fa‘ pinpoint the beginning of Posner's book and its purposes.
Geroge Lardner, Washington Bost Pulitzer-prize wimiding reporter and assassination

SRR
expert, was at the AARC checldin! sk its files after Uliver Stone's movie JFK was out

+
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The controversy over Stone's fictional account of the assassination he had boasted
was non-fiction Igrdner and I started. I gave Lardner wha*r told Stone tuo moqg’;hs
before he started filmingfzproved that Garrigfn's book was f:Lct:Lon and cmshonestly,ﬁ

1 aed whal ol gin Hgns
s0. Then I was give a copy ol the scnp‘f:‘. 'I gave ¢ ard.ner both @ﬂﬁ"he'?'otrm
the Post published an expose of Stone's('use of the assassination to say what he wanted
to say aﬁy'way.

FPosner's presence at 44Rc at that time strongly susgests that his ﬁ%ﬁ' his
book so consistent with his political beliefs is that it would be @8 what Stone's movie
was from the opposite side. He would do fof the other view, that Oswald was the lone
n!jaauassm, what Btone did for the vicw that there was a conspiracy,

Obviously, Posner did not find, what people would usually say, or even "discover"

y . i L
L.szazr:i.s‘:an's files,2¥eey What "'ensterwald cop.'i‘.|d of them needed no discovery and, in fact,
could not be"discovered." How can one "discover", whéchm means %o be the first to find
something, what had been publicly available for more than twenty-five years and is
listed in $H¥ available records at AARC?
_ Zg i iR 4

;p_‘ll discovery Posner seems to have made is how he could exploit and

conmercialize the assassination with what would have major-_@ia appeal, a awitch on
T

the official mythology with the false p:tetensa of supporting that mwthology by "new

evidence,"

4: we have seen and as we shall see apain, Posner has not produced the tiniest slivver

of new evidence. 4s it relates to the crime and its investigations, not a single word
is news And of what he claims as his own work, we have seen and we will see agein, that

is the work of others he presanttﬁ. as his owm work‘./_IN- less polite lengauge as laymen

#¥ rather than lawyers understand the word, what is "new" in Posner's ffaund of a bock is

v S
what he gtole. ,(I\Iot that he @ did not also steal what was not new, what was pubhlished,
and present that as his own. We have seen this an:. we shall continue to see it as
we continuc to expose Posner's comnerciali zation aﬁ the new assassination sycophancy,

even the formula ffr which is not his, with increasingly less need to expose all of it,

exposure to this point being that definitive and devastating of The man and Mis .
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