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XX Holy Viater in thé Vampire's Face
If the distinet advantages of having no functloninﬂ! conscient to interfere with

the best Uig Brotherly work is not yet apparent, its indispensibility to Posner will
1

be apparent iiwédiately as we exawine the corpi'delicy‘f‘ of the two now interrelated
crimes, that of the assassingtion and that of this books thal with Orwellian dedication
seeks to rewrite our history.
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. M Lo Murﬁ"
here is no personal satisfaction for me in stating that some of-tho=time he ]:i.es?

I use this word to describe what he does. liy purpose is to iuform those who lack my

subject-matter kmovledge, so that theyr and the record for our history will not at'zubute

his lies to simple factual ervor to which we can all be prone. His book is full of various

ldinds of mistakes. Wher I use the unpleasent vord that is generally avoided in writing

it is to inform and to emphasize the disruputable, really‘ uiconscionable means by

which he and Nondon louse have cmeated a great evil © ;'i"('u?%_uri_ahmen’c, for dirty pieces

of silver from besrdrching this tjarz‘ibl:,r tragic event in our history; for giving a false
o Howaria’h

gecount of it tat he kmows iz vrong 9?1:1 Random House would have(if it had followed the

nornal practise, particularly with c;ntriversial matters in non-fiction and had pscr rev-

iews nade by those competent to do that; and to use the not inc'onsiderabla publisher's

means of gething paxinum international attention to a lmowingly false account of the in

context most tragic and costly event that tirned this country and the world around.

. ap they hast duw,
Vg th do this ¢mmot bo excused or juutified and to be able to do it only by what
= ~ . _ daddiacte
most will not be able to recyguize is premé st lies is a true hororw.

It 19 so that the reader will w.devstand this; so-that record.‘ for history will be
‘ better and fully

clecr and unequivocal; so that those who helped this truly nefarious’ 'pmer-
.tend what they have been part of and Ly any mecns available to them try to undo what
they have done, as an example those who roached even uore people wiith the.e lies, as the
major and themmr néﬁia throushout the world did; -nd so that I can be as forceful and
as explicit and as 1%7A.'thorogoin_ » in condemnntiono of deing so e il a thing for money
anl Tor any othe: purpose that I am this explicit and tha® I have talen this time in this
Poe—ms at oy age in the ctete of my heelth that I male this clear record® without mincing

words Dbecause it normally is not done or because it is unpleasant.

It is not merely to epit in his face and Random Uousets,
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Epris—en Po.mer mpeataé. ‘o law-school truism, that testimony closest to the evant
’

235,

nust be given most['m:..:,ht Having done that he proceded not to practise it because he he
Lad lie vould not have been able t0 xxrweite this bool. When by dredging thesiamps of

all the undevendable or just ploin wiong statements, obviously wrong to auyone vith any

wdd it Wlle Whal Ao w-antt 7404
nowledge of Tho £act,) G Just e L.} it up. In plained Qﬂmg\mge, he lied. ‘ﬁ&t being
uat:.fa.e!L m.th me'rela Il;;ulu : :3,3.;1 g l.-h_. Lﬁn.c in his bouk he "._,‘6"?& to his' Dealey Plaza" chapter
perhaps that was getiing mono'l:mou._; {_',9 him = he his dirtiness with foﬁt%ﬁ to
appear to cite officia/ svorn festinény torfﬁ';rmrn lies, This is precisely the way he#
f}egins hi: Dealey Plaza fiction to vhich he gives the title,"I'll Hever Forget It As Long

as L ]ive."(P %224—62) With its very first words!

-

" Lihnib Mae Rendid, Buell Frazier's sister, was at her kitchen
k #ink when she glanced out the window at 7:16 Friday morning,
. - November 22. She saw Oswald walk across the street toward her
) : house, carrying a long package parallel to his body. He held one
end of the brown-paper-wrapped object tucked under his armpit, -
i ‘and the other end did not quite touch*the ground. Randle later
 Xecalled it appeared to contain something heavy.'

Bxcept for the last six words, which came from what Randle told the FBI, the note
referring to th=t and to thet/only, the rest is false. This is-his permeating Tricky B#
Dickery with footnotes, using them to lies

The truth, what the actual Com-dission evidoence is absolutely clear about, which is
not whet ean bo said of the Comsuissjionés conclusions, is all set forth in chapter three
of my first book that, I repeat, dateu to mid-February, 1955. Posner has that bouk. His
problem is that he cannot have truth and formula-bock fame and fortune at the same timee

This indispensible dishonesty Posner cannot blame on his contrivanee of not trusting
Sylvia Meagher's index. Hor did he necd the ind»x he said he made himself. He did not
have to use either,except, to nn.srepresm‘t so he would have the book that without it

official so’ﬁs‘; et
he would not have. All he had to do was use the Seuress carefully and accurately

m— .
given to each bit of the same vednd evidence.If he :.ntended an honest bock, that is.
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(ﬂ, put to j)Posner truth is like holy water, to vampires.

1

Without his deliberate lie, that tho package Os:ald carried extended from his armpit

o élmost)\the ground, his false reconﬂt:ruction is wiped out to begin with, so he does

Lehat is necessaryy fov his cormercialization of that great tragedy; he makes it %and.

' “A"‘tzkf./?ﬂ‘i‘“— )

with his trickiness tells the reader thatlis w 2t Randle said. The truth, from the Com—

mission's oun evidence, and under both cath e Tavyess cxardnation is what Posner had to

ignore from Whiteuash, vhere it appe rs on page 16[. What Randle actually swore to and

persisted in whet the Comdssion™ lawyers tried to get her to describe a longer package

tha/she saw, is that the package Oswald gripped i1 his hand and with his arm and hand

down, did not quite roach the groundﬁ'-'m;li the length that Posner lies into her statement:

The narrative continues with Mrs. Linnie Mae Randle (2H245ff.),
Frazisr's sister with whom he lived, noticing Oswald epproaching with
a "heavy brgun bag", in the Commission's words rather than Mra, Ran-
dle's, He 'gripped the bag in his right hand, near the top. 'It
tapersd like this as he hugged it in his hand, It was ... more bulky
toward the bottom than toward the top!." If this seems like a novel
or dangerous way to carry a rifle, easpecially with the metal portion
not attached to the stocl and more likely to punch & hole in paper,
it did not seem so to the Commission. And if Oswald's "gripping" and
fhugging" might be expected to leave marks of at least o ling on
the bag, the Commission did not so expect and the bag itselr (Exhibit
1;2,16H513 ; Exhib1t130l,R132,8t0,) shows no markings of " the- shape of a
rifls, assembled or disassembled. The creases where 1t was folded in
four are still sharp and clear, After untold handling, examination
and testing, these creases are strong snough to keep the bag.from ly-
ing flat when extended to its full length.

MMps, Randle estimated that the package was spproximately 28
inches long and about 8 inches wide," according to the leport. It
was not quite that way., Mrs. Randle first described the manner in
which Oswald was carrying his package. In the part the Conmission
doea not guote in khe Report, Mrs. Rendle said, ",.. it slmost
touched the ground  (7H248).

This was not lost upon the Commission, for when Assistant Coun-
sel Joseph A, Ball misinterpreted Mrs. Randle's testimony, asking,
"And where was his hand gripping the middle of the acltage?" Mrs. |
Randle corrected him, saying, "Ho, sir; the top ...". Ball reiter- i
ated her correction and her deacription of the package as almoat
touching the ground.

In HEVER AGATN!I began the practise I resume here, of using what was pynlished and

r%r.dily available, what did not require eny rescarch in the 10,000,000 published Com=—

mission words of the twe hundred cubit feet of ity records in the Apchives, or aﬂ{ of that

gquarter of a million pages of records I obtained by those FOIA 1awsui-l:s)to underscore the

ready availabﬁa without all that research, to anyone wonting to write in the field. Pos-

ner baasts of hou extensive his reading is and makes piddling and usualdy unfaithful

AL

S

A wt we sl . i '
ciiticisms o 'nd, as e have seen, of i book that I here and later cite, his

=

veadinn/was so close he could spot and misuse four non-continuous words of the six hundred

words on a single pagee

g el D ptdise whet D greaels 21 X7

'
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Continuing with dishonesyﬁha‘c is total, Podner slips ahead, as the reader has no

way of lmouéﬂno does with the official evidence-he indexed it, remember - to the arrival

balren, .
of Oswald with hiv ride, Randle's beth, Buell Uesley Frazier, af the BSED Fecizsdmi

building (page &34 224)
Unlilke Posner, I neither then or since had any intercst in fabricating am!jthoery

of any phony solution for I m@/ﬁnd fortune, I 1imita;} Ew;ajf 3;.9 the official evidence,
"~ 4. T &
evidence, clé»%a'w to the event, iy Posner's cun preaching e does not practise be—

caugse ho cannote. &nd, unlike him.as ‘T begins this 1egn_l-.hy false account without which

he has no bock, I wint the reader to Mmimgx begin with an understand of the i%rtance
1 - | i

of this actual evidence anddPoax‘l.‘r's fhalse representation of ite

In order to be able to pin thc e® ~aspagiiin rap on Oswald and for hmim him to

et
have been in that _ﬁ?}:‘bh—f Lloor window it ISyhecessary to prove that Oswald brought the

urhen all e bvrelonce b Phol b df 1ol N
rifle into the buildx Tt o Even when making up what is not known and certainly

i
vas not proven, that the rille was disassembled, making any packag_e%ereby shorter,
the Commission's failure was totals So, a8 lawyers do in their opening statements in
tri:e_l, i} bcéén ghéﬁ. mustering of that evidence with a sumary of what 1t proves (page 15):
1

rne vommission naa to prove that Oswald had taken the rifle to
the scens, With the possible exception of Uswald's alleged and com-
pletely unproved attempt on the life of General Edwin Walker (Ma-
rina'a tale that even General Walker himself did nobt believe), no
one reported eny rifle in Oswald's hands for montha., Actually,
thers is no proof that Oswald ever had the Serial No. C-2766 Mann-

cher-Uarcano r 8 1n his possession er ge ng a e post

ofTice. And that 1s the rﬂ'Ea the Commission held was the mssassi-
nation weapon, To try and show that on the morning of the crime
Oawald might have taken the rifle to work, the Commission salled four
witnesses, nok counting his wife, who was in bed and bad not seen him
leave the house. ™

By means of these witnesses, the Commission attempted to show
that Oswald purloined the mabterimls from his place of employment amd
fabricated a long bag at homs, disassembled the rifle, saving but a
few inches in ita overall lsngth, placed 1t in the bag and took it
to and into the Book Depoaltery. t never attempted to show how or,
in fact, that he did take it from the first-floor entrance up to the
sixth and through the entire length of that floor, on which a number
of people were continuously smployed. In questioning those witnesses
80 employed, the Commission carefully avoided this question,

Without exception, each of these four witnesses either swore
that Osw co no ve carris e rifle .3 « 37 H=
5JIIT. ), did not carry LE Into the bulldl (ZEJTT), or did not take
the materials for manufacturi the b o the Faine Tesldence 1n

3 5 an n f'ac co no ave ole ach and
"IT oii the witnesses proved EE Tmpoasibllity of the Commission's
reconatruction, These were the only witnesses the Commission exam-
ined on this matter, except for technical experts on unessential
aspeots. And even their testimony does not support the Commission,
Yat the Commisasion's conclusion is that Oawald did all of thess
thinga, Every singld and sssential aspect is clearly and unequivo-
cally disproved by the witnesses in one of the unfortunately rare
instances in which the Commlssion pressed its witnesses in search of
fact, The more the Commliassion tried to get the witnesses to change
or alter their stories, the more positive the witnesses became in
I:h.eirmt‘.eatimonies.
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This is the plain and simpls:truth Posner fabricates and lies his way around because
if he doos not do that he has nothing at all - no Oswald in that window with that rifle

to be his lone amsassin, the basic need of his books

The Uomdission, which began as Posner does, vith a ]’one- assassin preconception and

the preconception that Oswald mas that assassin, had the same problem. I therefore treated

T
oodivice-
the ovdince as defenso counsel does in = irisl, the rractise Posner condemned when

Sylvia “‘eagher did it, by examining the "prosecution" case, its o% evidence., That
ig what I nov do again =a sSo the readey can understend the essentiality of his

assprted dishonestise v‘to what PosnGr gset out to do, jegardless of truth, fact or evidance.

P

r
Here,as froquently throughout Chapter 3 of Uhiteuash, the length of the package
Uswald carried, the maximum length it could have had- is the first official disproof @

of the Commission's unsuccessful effort to make it lon: enough to have mmywimdxiime r

contained the rifle disassembled: -

PO Knowing Oswald's sleeve length and height, as the Commission

diqd, mnnuring the length of a package he could have held in his
= grip without touching the ground was simple and provided an socurate

means of approximating the length, Actusl:ﬂ it requires a tall man,
which Oswald wes not, or a man with abnorm i'; short arms (we don't
know his arm length), for a 28-inch package to even barely clear the
ground, The Commission had a passion for reconstructions, All of
them had unsatiafactory results end at best jeopardized the Commis-
sion'a findings. Some disproved the Commissien's theories. The
minimm length of the disassembled rifle was 3l.8 inches (R133).
The Report does not quote a packeme reconstruction.

Instead, it worked on its witnesses, Shown Exhibit 3&l, a
replica bag, Mrs, Randle maintained, "Well, it wasn't that long, I
mean it was folded down at the top as I told you. It definitely
wasn't that long.," Asked to stand up and use the bag as a prop,
she reilterated %t was too long. Then asked, "About how lo would
ﬁou think the package would be, jugt measure it z-j.ght here,  Mrs.

andle did, saying "... like this," Ball confirmed her markings,
saying, "From here to here?" and is given an affirmative reply,
concluding, "... with that folded down this much for him to grip _Jg
in his hand." = o=

The measursment. was neither taken nor recorded. Anxious as
the Cormission was for a specific measursment, one can only specu-
late about thies "oversight", Counsel Ball continusd working on
his witness, even asking her to guess the length of the entire bag,
which she had not seen, Finally, she folded the bag to the length
shs thought it might have been, while Ball told her he was not
sure which was the top and which the bottom of the bag., This time
the length was measured, and it would seem the new length suited
Mr, Ball batter, for he measursd it at 28% inches., Mra. Randle
{nformed him, "I measured 27 last time," Earlier Ball had de-
seribed angther sstimate of.the total length of the bag by Mrs.
Randle at "about tyo reet"., She had indicated it might have been

a little bit more’,

Thua, by both her desecription of the haphazard manner in
which the bag was carried and in her repeated estimates and mark-
ings of the length.of the bag, Mrs, Randle emerges as a consiatent,
highly credible witness, She was neither persuaded, cajoled nor
deceived into altering her amccount in the slightest. Certainly
the manner in which Oswald was carrying the bag is the kind of
image she could elearly have kept in mind, And it fixed the bag's

maximum length, //(‘w ML wwé} f /:) {(_?J(, /7/\
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This Posner lmew. This Posner could not live with. So, he ]ied aboutfits
Fymzier's svworn testimony is that when they got to the TSED building he sat in

his o0ld car for a while to ru n the motor to charge the bsttery up. He then was
,hu‘sﬁ; )
lou#ﬁn.s at Oswald when Qm-saldwalked to"the building without hime. Vhat Posner knew if not

from his alleged re-ding off all the Coumission's evidence and inde ing it, he kmew
from Whitewash, here from pages W ga 17 and 18:

Her brother, whom the Report next quotes, was completely con-
sistent with her, and his account likewlse never varisd, The Re.
port says, "Frazier recalled that one end of the package was under
Oswald's armpit and the lower part was held in his right hand so
that 1t was carried straight and parallel to his body". on Decem-
ber 1, 1963, he had shown FBI agentas the spmce he recalled the bag
occupying on the back ‘seat of his car (and who would haye put a
knocked-down rifls on the back seat, fmwm which the first sudden
stop could have hurled At to ths floor, attracting attention and
risking the rupture of the bag and revelation of its contents?),
By the FBI measurement, 27 inches was the maximum poasible length,

razier's own sstimate of the sizs when he Tirst saw the package,

which he assumed contained curtain rods, was two feet, When Fra.
zier was guestionsd (2H210£f; 7TH5311L, ), 1t turned out tkat he had
once worked in a department stores and fmd, in the course of that
emploxment, handled packaged curtein rods,

t the time of the assassination, Frazier was picked up by
the police. Befors the Commission he was grilled and puashed in
an affort to get him to change his deseription of the length of
the packags. At one point, when Frazier conceded the package might
have been a bit wider than the five or six inshes he remembered,
Bell tried to interpret this as a concession of greater length un.

t11 Frazier specified "widthwise not lengthwiss”,

- After Ball declared there were no more qusestions, he suddenly )3
told Frazier the Commission had the rifle in ths bag and asked him | '{
to "stand up here and put this under your arm and then t'ak?' a hold "
of it af the side". Frazier demurred, Ball ordered him, "Turn
around,” Frazier continued to demur, with explanations that mocom-
Plished nothing. He mgain insiated Oswald bad the packags "tucked
under his shoulder” when asked by the Chairman, adding again that
Oswald "had it cupped in his hend", The Chief Justice sald, "I beg
your pardon?™ and Frazier replied, "T saild from where I noticed it
he had 1t cupped in his handa. And T don't see how you could have it
anywhere other than under your armpit" without the end bei visible.
To Ball he insisted the package was not and could not have been carried
in any position other than the one he described., After relterating hia
observations to Ball, Frazier added that he had followed Oswald to the
place they worked for two blocka "and you couldn't tell he had a pack-
age from the back . Then, viewing-Frazier bolding the packaged rifls,
Ball conceded the package extended "almost to the level of your ear”,

In the course of attempting to get Frazler to mod Ly his testi.
mony, which the Report accurately depicts aa two fest glve or take a
few inches”, the Commission merely established the clarity and posi.
tiveness of his recollection. Aa a by-product, this hearing called
attention to the Commission's fallure to allude to the third dimension
of the package, 1ts thickness. 'Frazler, however, unintimidated sven
Af nerwvous, did this in two ways, First, he testifisd that from the
manner in which Oswald carried the package "you couldn't tell he had
& package"”, hardly a description 31' & bulky.military rifle, especially
when carried in two pleces (2H2}3), Earlier, when pressured by Ball
about the narrower width of the package than suited the Commission's
theory, Prazier gave the lawyer a polite lecturs of measurements, say-
ing, "if you were using g yardstick or one of thess 1ittle . " Ball
interrupted to declare, "I was using my hend." Frazler replied, "I
know you were, but there-are asome different means to measure 1t," and
specified the differsnce between a rigid yardstick and a flexible tape
measure, which would follow the contour of the package and, by includ-
ino esma nf tha thisknaas. mamult in a ereater width measurement.
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Des::pi’ce irmediate police pressurcs and hassling, the young man refused to tell

other thon the truth, well aware as he was of how wwelcome the truth was reg rded by

L
the police and later by the Commission. Huches e few p@ases can be miarepres'n’cecl and

quoted out of context to give them a meening they do not have, Ffazier mwa emained firm

in his testimony. As I wri

te on pake 19,and.as Posner lmew,

Frazier's truthfulness was established, according to Detective

R, 8. Stovall, by,
worda wers, The” e
was truhhi'a.l and ¢
were ‘{;rua.

~ S

Posner thus faces tho

a polygraph exemination (7H190,21H602), Stovall's
xamination showed conclusively that Wealey Fraszier
hat the facts stated.by Frazler in his affidavil

T - .

ssme proplme the Cor—is-ion dlg but it did not dare his open

dishonesties in an ofiicial Reporf; mich as thoy took liberties uith their oun evidence,

W
even concluding't:-:actla the

oppogite of what all its testimony sujd merely because it had

/

Helud {e
to in order to bj&blc tocgnludé that Osuald was the lone assasiin, Continuing with what

st /
Posner lomw, #riz/ Page 19

B4t ey

oug tne vYommlssion had to use rrazier to get Oswald to the builld-

R ing with any kind of a pae

proved Oswald co
= complete and tot
misaion conclude

sald simply, "Frazier and Randle are mistaken" (

kage, even though Frazier, as did hia sister,
uld not possibly have besen carrying the rifls, With
al disregard of the only testimony it had, the Com-

d exactly the opposite from its only evidencs, It

So Frazier put Oswald at the bullding and was himself about 50
fest behind the presumed about-to-be amsassin. This ia how the Re.
port gets him into the bullding‘ "one employes, Jack Dougherty,
belisved that he saw Oswald coming to work, but he does not remsmber
Oswald had mlthl in his hends as he entered the door. No other

employee has

sen found who saw Oswald enter that morning."

R131)

At this point the Report refers by footnote to that part of Dougherty's
teatimony ( 6H373-82) sppearing on pages 6H3IT6-7.

Posnew, i3 not alone in pleying with words to convey what the evidence dees not say

———

T

ond meany Mis is a differeht trip around this p:ltfa]:l'.,'as“ we challk eol-,

i1ne exce
not Dougherty
ty, who went
sponsibilitie
than the othi

Asked,

-

P

| T
rpt from the Report needs clarification, It was Oawald,
who was then coming to work, end Oswald, not Dougher-
f:hrm:gh the door. Dou.ghart{ was trusted with extra re-
s by his employer and reported to work an hour sarlier
r employees. "
Did you see Oswald ¢oms to work that morning? Dougbnrp

told Ball, unhesitatingly, "Yes - when he first came into the door.

"When he
Dougherty sal
come }‘; the d

an

came in the door?" the interrogator repeated, and

d, "Yes," Then Ball wanted to know, "Did you ses him
oort"

saw him when he first came 1n the door - yes," was

I
Doughert is unqualified reply, So much for the use of the word "be-

lieved" to de
Now for

seribe Dougherty's testimony.
the language that says Dou:gorby "does not remember

Oswald hed anything in his hands".

herty had answersd the question less pouihiplg than satis-

Do
fied 5.‘3, saylng, "I didn't see anything if he did.

all fhen

asked him additional questions, tg which Dougherty replied, I did-
n't see anything in his hands ,..

"In othe
hands?™ Ball
"I would
fied response

T words, you would say poaitively he had nothing in his
dmmdea., {A11 emphesis added, )
say that - yes, sir,” wes Dougherty's equally unguali-
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Dall nede the classic lawyers' mistake, asking onc question too manye 45 é(lsult,
the ac‘t;u.e.l eviience is that the only pei:ion who saw Oswald enter the building swore
"positibely" that he carried nothing,This means that the only existing evidence i'd.xh;kt
that Oswald did not carry the rj_'Elch-)r anythin elsey into the building.

In summary, one hi/ldred poveent of the official sworn eviden }e by m.tnesses
questioncd in secret and pressure/ to sey what the Comils ion tm.nts*rl th:am toa’day,
refusu‘%:o change what they soid they seu ond what ¥ey + stified to, gll of the evidencey
iz that Osucld not onlf di.. not cziz.-r:,r the riflfe into th: buflding, the peckahe he

cariied as pong as Foggio: co?l:l gon hinm vas much #oo short to have contained even the

£

assembled rifle.
Posner's approach to the problem posed by Daughterty's tes.timony, the official
proof that Cswald did not carry the rifle into the building, {testinony of which he knew

from whaot ho“Zas presents gs his fv/“diligem study of all that evidence a.nd. then Jm
indering i, is siuple and straightforvard dishonesty. le mantiomﬁ_,Dou@tertmree
plzgés, pages 226, 207 and 237« But he Coes not once refer to this tesimony. e sup-
phusses entirely the E_L};,r evidence of how Osuald entered that builsing io become the
official mythology's and Posner's lonc assasuin - carrying nothing at all!

Putting that rifle in O:wald's possession and getting it into the building with
him is essential to al.";g:.ng that he was the assassin. Every singlo word of the official
evidence says and means the exsct opposite of what the Commission and Posner saye The
Comdssion's solﬁsﬁ%ﬁem word of its own evidence wms merely to conglude the
oppoifte of what Zzﬁ?evi{lenceﬁn'was.

Posnor is not content with that. His is an even groater dishonesty. He made a
/’————__‘—'—-—__

P

-'-‘__——..-
Lnon&person in the evidence mough rty) and makes mention of him where it is not ne-

necessary at all, as merely present iith other employees on other occasions. In those
places Posner contrives criiicéism of other assassinatjon béks but he does not¥ even mention
\1@1&@1\01- the repeati_gg of the Colmpission's own evidence in it.

_Hle has problems with Dk mwﬂ" M'i:ﬂ(ﬂ-!u }rn} ﬂ'] AL~
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ot ;{‘!I?Jisely Posner ,;fependez on lis folsifications, like th%leng‘bhh of that package,
audg(?gs omissions to give the iipression that Usuald di%%ﬁn rifle into the buildixy
Having imiored Doughtery's culr-witness testimony that could not have besn more explicit,
Posner then resorts to tricly uriting and footnote argupents to male his fabrications
appear to be the actuality when they ar.f.not.

Ho does not write what he knew, the reason for Oma%d. wallking to the building withbut
Fragier and, citin~ no source, he writes that"Frazier vatched him enter the Depository,
cariying the package next to his body.% It Posner had a sdurce for either of the two
dearsp-esp seprante stde.—teg"t?,‘ﬁfirst ‘{};nt Frazier ﬂﬁched Oswnld to the buidding's dowr
an into it and thet he was "carrying the package newt o his boﬁy,“ he would have cited

He debonets e

his gyurces.)hat he s&s is contrary to ¥razier's testimony and w—va as & we have @
seon, Frazier's desceription of how Oownld carivied thot pacim.;e ié gi{al;l;i_;::‘ Iii; refused
4o change what said when pressed to under oath, an' once azain it is clear that Posner
ligs for his purpose of cr,:/.a.ﬁng a false case.

‘ Pretending that there is none of the s.uorn testimony repeated above from the boak
he had and inpossible to miss if he rcally did study 9 those twenty-six volumes and y
really did index them, he argued in !ds footnote:"Unnamed Critics claim that Lin ie
Hae Randle and Buell Frazier dencribed a paclage to: short to cuntain Omvald's rifle."(page 224,
. Unnamed critics seys this .and only they? lot the Warien &::port and its testimony,
its only testimony on the length of th:ut package?

8s he gowbinues to argue in the continuations of this footnote onto the botiom

of the next p-ge, ai‘terwdeceptivess for which we nead here take no iiwme, Posner
lies again in saying that "Tne I'DI-discovered the bag container misrcosopic fibend from
the blanket ith which Oseald kept his rifle wrappedwebe-in the Paine garage (WC Vol.
IV, pp. 57,76-80)" liore ﬂ‘.‘i—w Dickery with footnotes, that Posner standby. Heithe: of
his citations is to the MBI testimony on those fibers. The re¢ason is obwious: it gave no
such testinony ond no such test resulis are pos§ible. The most expert examination can 4

J i

shov is cousistency biweon the specimend and an enormous number of thingsﬂj]%md.e from sin{'lar



2484

#

Posner's ly:LnE; to pretend support from the Painus dra‘uy{a.tﬁention to vhat#fe, like
the Uoumission, isnors: abons Osupld and that rifle and getting it, allegedly, into
the Paine garage a'b.rf' ing;, Texas.

_m‘n;;’w-;!d,wr.c.[

The Comsission elicited fertimony from lyrina that elsewhere Pogner exploits to
the effect that usuald practised with that sl rifle on their m1in liew Orleans but
only after dark. This does plade that rifle, st leust in Commission and Posner argument,

1= soen Tued fhit
/In Wew Urleans. They never gog-.ga-nmrez? sied to get it - to Texas and :Ln'l:quaraga.

Ogvald, obviouw:ly, did not tulee__i’_c‘lto vazico and back on all those many buses.

Rath Pg,é‘.uc testified that sghe did not load the rifle into her stationwagon when she
loaded the Oswald possesions into it, “wrina then being far aloug in her second prognancye.
llichael Paine, who unuoaded that statlonwagon in Texas, testii‘daeq'-t that he had not
unlocded the rifle. .

And both, g‘ Wuckers, testified that they would not, as a matter of conscience, jet
have permitted a rifle in their property.

"Lilks the Conmission, Posner just ascumed or willed it there.

Iilke tho Commission, malcing roference to the scientific testing of that blanket,
neither report any oil on it yet that rifle, as the FEBL laboratory repert on it states
cle rly, was well piled.

In the face of all of the evidence, the Comrission and Posz;.er just willed that rifle
from Yeu COrleans to Dallas and then, as we have seen, they just willed it, again in con-
tradiction of gll of the evidence, imto the builsing becauvse, if they did not, they had
no case against Oswigld at all.

Retwrning to
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od L_‘:'_."j"{ Mo
fibers. And fhat is what the IBIL did tostify to, Bot only did the FBI not give the testi-

ugiy Posner attributes to it, whielh I repvat moans he lied, an4 not only does his trickerty

ey }W’

with footnojes in this writing comphad bt lie, iz\ is also & lie to wite Paine testimony,
which he does, to any statement @ geying they me%a a rifle in their garaze. They
knew no such thine,ﬁ, and testified they would have ’prohibited any weapon in their property.
z\fg’A' hore- Tr~fn this same footnote Posnow ends with a cutie, "although Osvald claiued to have
curtain rods in th: bag, moen none were found &% the Jepository." l
There is no cited source on this last deliberate deception, which as much as says

that once Osvald made that claim theT @ /:as an immeidate ea seardh# for those curtainrods.

Thare wias note Mot Ly the building pgregenent, not by the police or the Secret Service
of" the BI, #nd fron hiz oym diligent examinstion and indexing . of akl the Cormission

published,

P
: if ¥ wrote the truth, never a safrfmr:uuption with Posner, and if not,
(‘M!f‘: ZE'Z et
rom.(“'hit wa Mnouagain his euzamination of it was carcfull enough to spot

—_—

four nonconthufous werds on a page of B six hundred words, he did lmow tie truth:

= if On what basis dia the Uommission prove Oswald had no curtain rods

with him that fateful morning? Was there an immediate and thoroug
- search for them (if for anything)? HNot at all, The Commission's "evi-

dence" is a long-delayed afterthought. On August 31, 196l, almost as
the Report was going to presas and more than nine months followlng the
assassination, the OCommission wrote the FBI Dallas office asking that
Roy 8, Truly, manager of the Depository, "be interviewed to ascertain
if he knows of any curtain rods having been found in the TSBD bullding
after Novembar 22, 1963,"

The FBI reported, "... He atated that it would be ouatannr{ for
any discovery of curtain rods to immediately be called to his attention
and that he has recelived no informetion to the effect that any curtain
rods wers found ,.." (Exhibit 26,0,25H899). .

Aside from the inference that Truly had special regulations sbout
the finding of curtain rods, this means nothing. After more than nine
montha, who knew what might or might not have been taken from a build-
ing into which a rifle was taken without detectiony Truly nhad testi-
fied twice, at great length and under oath, wlthout hnving once been
asked about the curtain rods, MNobody cared to ask him, On August 3
he supplied the Commission with an affidavit (7H591) attesting that
the door in the vestibule outside the employees' lynchroom wng usually
closed bscause it was controlled by an automatic mechanism., It would
seem that 1t was not until the Commission callsd Oswald a liar in the
draft of the Report that, too late for ths incluaion of a sworn state-
ment, the staff belatedly asked for a secondhand, unsworn and meaning-
less opinion,

Onas possibility remained: Did the "room" Oswald rented need cur-
tain rods? The Eaport quotes the owner, not the housekeepsr (R130), as
nl{ing the room "had curtains and curtain roda"., It may well have,
but the Commission need not have depended upon the word of a landlady

' who could hardly be expected to say her tenantas lived in s filshbowl.
This room was so thoroughly searched by the police immedistely after
the assassination that on a check the following day nothing was found
except a single paperclip., Many police and medis people were there,
The hearings abound with identical plctures repeated numerous times
under different exhibit numbers, and both the Report and the Hearings
have large arsas of blank spaces on countlesa pages. Why, then, was
there no picture showing whether, in fact, Oswald's cubicle had cur-
taina?

A
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With Csweld having claimed that he had g!" curtm,n rods for curtains becruse his
o e drrlice
cubicle was: like a fishboul, nohﬁ‘wﬁsﬁ'ﬁmm actuality, no element of public
authority da.reéearch to see if there were curtain rods at the Depository.. The reason

is obvious: no part of public authority wanted the truth. They had a bird in hand and A"
wirne it adod liohio, wrrlieng

they need—mt’ﬁe#‘atp':?;l:a_.ims. - /4){4 4 ,/ gl w[uf-'ﬂ/py .4.. Dhe Lem\th Wl g~ . 7

After chermad tlu.s( Sylvia leagher iold me ﬁ,hat it was comion practise for employees
ca_iﬁn{; parcels to work widhthem fofhthose parcels Lo be left in a part of the eposn.tory
abfut iich readers conmot Fee lesrn from Posner's text or from his incorrect and also
incouplets Tloor-plan diagram in hig” a;n«endl B. (¥ a.*_ge@mand 481)

Te quedtion L posed in th:._Tur:LL_n completed early in 1965 was never really
addroased by any official body or authority. 1){1:91' discussing t}ﬁ.s I askad the obvious
guestions, of all the innumerable pictures Ial=e taken,"Why, then, ard theré no picturel
chowing whether p¥ no Osuwald needed more privacy. When + lcarned the answer, this questiory
+hould realla be whether Opwald had the need for any privacy in that cubicle of a room
l:u‘c-x-“f’:‘;-.‘,m'zell :'fl' half to be abls to rent tiwo rooms from that one.

An With everythig else, if Posner had asked me he would have had the proof.

But, still agnin, had he that proof I here present for the first time/aftar all these
years, he would not have had his book andmll it pave hime

Thero 15 the photographic ppoof snd if T colia cet itz}zfithout leaving home all
abdicated public authority, to say nothing of the hotshot inbestigators like Posner,
also could have zotten it “had an7 onc vanted ite

liy friend Rich:z’rd Sprague, then of Hartsdale, New York and then a{v:l.ce presidenent
of the prominent accounting firm, Youche, Bailey, asked me hou hz could help bring facts
to light vhen he travelled, as he did rfz/in hi ucrk. I urged him to start a =arch for
all aveilable pictures of all kinds. He d:.&\thi and he was able to codiect a large
nwnber of pictures not souuht by‘u'h’g’ of ficial investogators#’" Al IM'J Ld' fler.

Among; th: pictures Dick locutetl is a sheet of thirty-three contact prints of a roll of

mﬂw At gLl
tln.r‘u:p»flvo mllimeter picturou ﬂmicen the day ol the Einatiom in Uallas. These pictures

are the property of Black Star, a .ell-knoun photo agency.
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‘hat cubicle did have Venptian blinds. Dut it did not have curtains! Black Star's

ures sho. ithe roon uithout curtains, apparent vhen what is on the outside is seen,f

vélrcen the slats of tho blinds, i

and ther show the -L'Lzrnlmnous curtaing after himg over all the windowsd
. ..real

Tirough those cirtains Oswald would still have lackedy privacy.

llere, for the f:u;f time anywhera, is proof that Oswald told the truth and that he
did have a nced for curtains in his room.

f Ag we have seémevery’ word of the testimony the Comnission took, which means
everg vord Posner lied about oz}-é:.mul.f protended did not exist, proves that Oswald could
not possibly have carried even the disassenbled rifle that mcr\d.n'b

And now-we have the truth, that he did have need for g;;amnro&s. They%quired
o0 hang the curtains he did need.

Aside fron what this says about all tho official 1nves‘t1gatir'1 and all the literary

who exploited M g Thavn, I
uhores/ on both nides of the controversy, hern Posner, ef_them Téally sought truth,

the evicence that was available. I+ wes “""w“"‘ ) WT'“J'E? chil ort: € / P’Jﬂ"u 'Lﬁijijﬂ

Unly a jury defides such mat'l:::z} bubt I think these pict%xﬁ/ulonﬁ acquit Oswald and
indict all involved officgals their sycophants like Posner.

Vere this not so, hou can there be any honest explanation for the failure of all
involved compone?sgé’ to investiga"c"\faa( ‘alibi that was offered?

How can those self-rightcous o; tthe Commis::ioi?itg-f% e..pl:;.in thqi‘g failure to demand
that this be done when not one of them was dirvected to get the necessary investigation
made?

Is Posner peplly an investigator when he made no effort to learn the truth 17
er ig his failure, his disinterest, confdgﬁation thit be began M self-caste in an

entirely different role, the tel role we are fincovering.
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