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XX Boly Water in th4 Vampire's Face 

If the distinct advantages of having no functionili conscieato interfere with 

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

be aplerent illA4iately as we exand_no the corpi deli4l of the two now interrelated 

crimes, that of the assassination and that of this booke that with Orwelliaa dedication 

seeks to rewrite our history. 
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There is no ilersonal satisfaction for me in stating that some of-t:6.Aime he lies,7 

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

subject-mattor knowledge, so that they and the record for our history will not attrubute 

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

hinds of mistakes. Wher 1 uoe the unpleasant tord that is generally avoided in writing 

it is to inform and to emphasize the disroputable, really unconscionable means by 

which he and aandom House have cleated a gr:at evil for(enrichment, for dirty pieces 

of silver from besmirching thi,: terribly tragic event in our history; for giving a false 
K.14.414'h , 

account of it tat he knows iv wrong and aandom Houoe would havearit had followed the 

nolual practise, particularly with contriversial matters in non-fiction and had per rev-

iews made by those competent to do that; and to use the not inconsiderable publisher's 

means of getting mcmlmum international attention to a knowingly false account of the in 

context most tragic and costly evcnt that tamed this country and the world around. 

414„. A.114) 
to th do this eZ7anot Zo e=usod or juotified and to be able to do it only by what 

-- • 

It in so that the reader wil: u_deLstand this; so -that record for history will be 
better and fully 

cl2ar and unequivocal; so that those who helped this truly nefarious project maTOUnder- 

Aand what they have been part of and by any me:1ns available to them try to undo what 

they have done, as an e::ample those who roached even more people oith the e lies, as the 

major and the iior mtlia throughout the world did; .-nd so that I can be as forceful and 

as explicit and as 11-4i=o. thorogoihj in condemnationo of doing so e it a thing for noney 

and for any otheo purpose that I am this explicit and that I have taken this time in this 

1or-oti- at my age in the state of my health that I make this clear rocordi without mincing 

cords because it normally is not done or because it is unpleasant. 

It is not merelto spit in his face and tandom lioul;es. 

dtG4.4,46,/  
W 

most will not be able to reciegni„e is promeditlit7llies is a true hororv. 



Ezizel.F.ft- Posner 1241pea-ted l:the law-school truism, that testimony closest to the event 
el) 

	

1 	zan 
rust be given most weight, Having done that he preceded not to practise it because he he 

had he would not have been able to rielyweite this book. lThon by dredging the stamps of 

all the undel.)endable or just plain wrong statements, obviomily wrong to aeyone with any 
eki.,‘,...144  Avg+ 	L4.,•kafzik. 	 vo,.4- 

) 
Imowledge of the fact,' ie jus,, 	T2.)it up. In plained 	Fuego, he liefi1.idtit being 

. 	; 	 • : . 
ratified with more lying - and .y .the tine in his book he of to his -Dealey Plaza" chapter 

/31464-,  
perhaps that wa; getting monotInoup to him .fr he 	- e his dirtiness with foateaes to 

,a...FVC  
appear to cite official sworn testimony to 01170 own lies. This is precisely the way he-0 

.be4no hie Dealey Plaza fiction to which he gives the titlo,"I'll Never Forget It As 

as I live."(Pagoi224-62) 	its very first words! 

Long 
• 

Litinika Mae RAdig,Buell Frazier's 'sister, was at lier kitchen 

k.eink when she glanced out the window at 7:15 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, 

and the other end did not quite touch'the ground. Randle later 

recalled it appeared to contain something heavy.' 

Becept for the last sin words, which came from what Randle told the FBI, the note 

bkkee 
referring to theet. and to titevanly, the rest is false. This is his permeating Tricky gie 

Dickery with footnotes, using them to lie. 

The truth, what the actual Con ission evidence is absolutely clear about, which is 

not what can be said of the CommassSionbs conclusions, is all set forth in chapter three 

of my first book that, I repeat, dater: to mid-February, 19e5. ?osner has that book. His 

problem is that he cannot have truth and formula-book fame and fortune at the same time. 

This indispeusible dishonesty Posner cannot blame on his contrivance of not trusting 

Sylvia jeeagher's index. or did he need the index he said he made himself. lie did not 

have to use cither,except. to misrepresent so he would have the book that without it 
official sources zC4V 

he would not have. All he had to do wus use the's --- carefully and accurately 

given to each bit of the same vo.iaadevidence.If he intended an honest book, that is. 
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60
, But to Posner truth is like holy waterito vampires. 

Without his deliberate lie, that the package Ca.:aid carried extended from his
 armpit 

to 61-L-E70th... ground, his false reconstruction is wiped out to begin w
ith, so he does 

What is necessarry Zof his commercialization of that great tragedy; he makes 
it J  and 

with his trickiness tolls the reader thatCiswhat andle said. The truth, fro
m the Com- 

'04461";  
mission's own uvidonce, and under both oath aiiwyel. :-..aminntion is what Posner had to 

ignore from Whitewaah, where it ao,e-rs on page 14. What Ra
ndle actually swore to and 

persisted in eh* the ComLission''s lawyers tried to get her to describe a lon
ger package 

thalYehe saw, is that the package Oswald Gripped i 1 his hand and
 with his arm and hand 

down, did not quite r ach the groune,1_111 the length that Posner lies into h
er statement: 

The narrative continues with Mrs. Linnie Mae Randle (2H245ff.), 

Frazier's sister with whom he lived, noticing Oswald approac
hing with 

a "heavy brawn bag", In the Commission's words rather than M
rs. Ran-

dle's. He gripped the bag in his right hand, near the top. 'It 

tapered like this as he hugged it in his hand. It was ... m
ore bulky 

toward the bottom than toward the top'." If this seams like
 a novel 

or dangerous way to carry a rifle, especially with the metal
 portion 

not attached to the stock and more likely to punch ahole in
 paper, 

it did not seem so to the Commission. And if Oswald
. 
 s "gripping" and 

"hugging" might be expected to leave marks of at least crump
ling on 

the bag, the Commission did not so expect and the bag itself
 (Exhibit 

l42,16H513;Exhibit1304,R132,etc.) shows no markings of'the s
hape of a 

rifle, assembled or disassembled. The creases where it was 
folded in 

four are still sharp and clear. After untold handling, exam
ination 

and testing, these creases are strong enough to keep the bag
,from ly-

ing flat when extended to its full length. 

"Mrs. Randle estimated that the package was approximately 25 
inches long and about a inches wide," according to the Report. It 
was not quite that way. Mrs. Randle first described the man

ner in 

which Oswald was carrying his package. In the part the Comm
ission 

does not quote in the Report, Mrs. Randle said, "... It almo
st 

toucha—the ground" (711248). 
This was not lost upon the Commission, for when Assistant Co

un-

sel Joseph A. Ball misinterpreted Mrs. Randle's testimony, a
sking, 

"And where was his hand gripping the middle of the package?"
 Mrs. 

Randle corrected him, saying, "No, sir; the top ...". Bell 
reiter-

ated her correction and her description of the package as al
most 

touching the ground. 

In NEVER A.GAIWI began the practise I resume here, of using what Ilan piklishe
d and 

rtdily available, what did not require any research in the 10,000,000 publis
hed Com, 

mission words or the two hundred cubit feet of its records in the Atchives, o
r alg of that 

quarter of a million pages of records I obtained by those FOUL lawsuits. to un
derscore the 

ready availab 	without all that research, 

nar beasts of how extensive his reading is 

criticisms o 
r/ii4r:i196.4.K4V---1 /111  :11. as we have seen, of 

to anyone iv.nting to write in the field. Poe-

and makes piddling and usually unfaithful 

book that I here and later cite, hj.s 

'16  
readin„ wad so close he could spot and misuse four non-continuous words of th

e six hundred 

appfl ao, 	44-f4d-  D t-Lai /-40-ty 
words on a single page. ; 
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Continuing with dishonelhat is total, Podner skips ahead, as the reader has no 

v -  
way of lolown'Tto does with the official evidence-he indexed it, remember - to the arrival 

/1-410.• 1-) 

of Oswald with 	ride, Randle's both, Buell Wesley Frazicl', a& the RSED tulfti 

building (page -§eept-  224) 

Unlike Posner, I neither then or since had any interest in fabricating an thoery 

or' any phony solution for fde/And fortune. I limited myself to the ofiic1A1 evidence. 
11.) 

evidence, clotast4 to tho event, i4 Posner's own preaching 	ie doeE, not practise be- 

cause 	cannot. And, tailike him-as LPe begins this leithy false account without which 

111 
he has no book, I o;nat the reader to )1mixEx begin with an understand of the i ortance 

k  of this actual evidence and Posnr's false representation of it. 

In order to be v.ble to pin tii.75iiii— assasilla rap on Oswald and for tatm him to 
//ve 

have been in that pliTxth-floor window it 1,( ecessary to prove that Oswald brought the 
,...644.1i 44 .14 1.1,144.i.o.u., 	4.4 ji,'pelf-, • 

rifle into the buil:ling that horni.19Nen when making up chat is not known and certainly 

was not proven, that the rifle was disassembled, making any packagr)rthereby shorter, 

the-Commission's failure wa., total. So, as lawyers do in their opening statements in 

trial, 1 be
6
an thalL; mustering of that evidence with a summary of what it proves (page 15): 

ane c,ommission nee to prove that Oswald had taken the rifle to 
the scene. With the possible exception of peweil's alleged and com-
pletely unproved attempt on the life of General Edwin walker (Ma. 
rina's tale that even General Walker himself did.not believe), no 
one reported any rifle in Oswald's hands for months. Actually, 
there is no proof that Oswald ever had the aerial No. 0-2766 Mann_  
licher-Uarcano rine in his possession  after gel-ring it at the post 
office. And that Is the rifle the Commission held was'the assassi-
nation weapon. To try and show that on the morning oT the crime 
Oswald might have taken the rifle to work, the Commission sailed four 
witnesses, not counting his wife, who was in bed and had not seen him 
leave the house. 

By means of these witnesses, the Commission attempted to show 
that Oswald purloined the materials from his place of employment ant 
fabricated a long bag at home, disassembled the rifle, saving but a 
few inches in its overall length, placed it in the bag end took it 
to and into the Book Depository. It never attempted to show how or, 
in fact, that he did take it from the first floorentrance up to the 
sixth and through-Ms entire length of that floor, on which a number 
of people were continuously employed. In questioning those witnesses 
so employed, the Commission carefully avoided this question. 

Without exception each of these four witnesses either swore 
that •ewe • co •  no 	eve cart e. 	ere 	 .;7 

did not carry it Into the building  (£41377), or did not take  
the material, for manufac uri 	the ha to the Paine residence in 
ry nri 	, an , n ac 	co 	no  • aye 	 . . 	.ac and 

all of the witnesses proved he impossibility of the Commission's 
reconstruction. These were the only witnesses the Commission exam-
ined on this matter, except for technical experts on unessential 
aspects. And even their testimony does not support the Commission. 
Yet the Commisalon's conclusion is that Oswald did all of these 
things. Every single and essential aspect is clearly and unequivo-
cally disproved by the witnesses in one of the unfortunately rare 
instances in which the Commission pressed its witnesses in search of 
face. The more the Commission tried to get the witnesses to change 
or alter their stories, the more positive the witnesses became in 
thelrtestimonies. 
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This is the plain and simple.truth Posner fabricates and lies his way around because 

if he do..-2.5 not do that he has nothing at all - no Oswald in that window with that rifle 

to be his lone assassin, the basic need of his book. 

The Comission, which began as Posner does, with a Zone- assassin preconception and 

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

the emdinao as defense counsel does in a trial, the rractise Posner condemned xhen 

Sylvia "esEher did it, by eamining the "prosecution" case, its eV. evidence. That 

is what I now do agaiEse so. the render can understand the essentiality of his 

assorted dishonestise to what Posner set out to do,Mgardless of truth, fact or evidence. 

Here az fr:4ucntly throughout Chapter 3 of 210jigv.11, the length of the package 

Oswald carried, the maximum length it could have had- is the first official disproof p 

of the Commission1:77. unsuccessful effort to make it lonL; enough to have comaiertctina r 

contained the rifle disassembled: 

Knowing OewaldTs sleeve length and height, as the Commiasion 
did, measuring the length of a package he could have held in his 
grip without touching the ground was simple and provided an accurate 
means of approximating the length. Actually, it requires a tall man, 
whioh Oswald was not, or a man with abnormally 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 reconetructione. All of 
them had unsatisfactory results and at beet jeopardized the Commis. 
sion's findings. Some disproved the Commiasien'a theories. The 
minimum length of the disassembled rifle was 34.8 inches (R133). 
The Report does not quote a package reconstruction. 

Instead, it worked on its witnesses. Shown Exhibit 364, 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 reiterated It wee too long, Then asked, "About how ion would 
you think the package would be, just measure it right here, Mrs. 
Randle did, saying "... like this. 	Ball confirmed her markings, 
saying, "From here to here?" and is given an affirmative reply, 	7 
concluding, "... with that folded down this much for him to grip .)0 
in his hand." 

The measurement was neither taken nor recorded. Anxious as 
the Commisaion wee for a specific measurement, one can only specu-
late about this "oversight". Counsel Ball continued 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 
she 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 wee measured, and it would seem the new length suited 
Mr. Bell better, for he measured it at 1381 inches. Mr.. Randle 
informed him, "I measured 27 last time." Earlier Ball had de_ 
scribed anther estimate of,tbe total length of the bag by Mrs. 
Randle at about two feet". She had indicated it might have been 
R little bit more . 

Thus, by both her description of the haphazard manner in 
which the bog was carried and in her repeated estimates and mark-
ings of the length.of the bag, Mrs, Randle emerges as a consistent, 
highly credible witness. She was neither persuaded, cajoled nor 
deceived into altering her account in the slightest. Certainly 
the manner in which Oswald was carrying the bag is the kind of 
image she could clearly have kept in mind. And it fixed the bag's 
maximum length. ,,,' pt • 1 

((cti ltAle.(41A6 	tff ) 
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This Posner knew. This Posner could not live with. So, he lied abou4it. 

Fyozier's sworn testimony is that when they got to the TSUI) building he sat in 

his old car for a while to run the motor to charge the bsttery up. He then was 
,4714-0,1)  

loorinE at Oswald when Oui;c1d alked 	buildinil: without him.. What Posner knew if not 

from his alleged re din; off all the Commission's evidence and inde inc it, he knew 

from Whitewash, here from pages WrijA717 and 10: 

Her brother, whom the Report next quotes, was completely con-sistent wit her, and his account likewise never varied. The es_ 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 it was carried straight and parallel to his body". On Decem-ber 1, 1963, he had shown FBI agents the apace he recalled the bag occupying on the back seat of his car (and who would have put a knocked-down rifle on the back seat, from which the first sudden stop could have hurled;it to the floor, attracting attention and risking the rupture of the beg and revelation of its contents?). By the FBI measurement, 27 inches was the maximum possible length. Frazier's own estimate of the size when he first saw the package, which he assumed contained curtain rode, was two feet, When Fre_ tier was questioned (2H210M7H531ff.), it turned out that he had once worked in a department store and had, in the course of that employment, handled packaged curtain rods. 
At the time of the assassination, Frazier was picked up by the police. Before the Commission he was grilled and pushed in en effort to get him to change his description of the length of the package. At one point, when Frazier conceded the package might have been a bit wider than the five or six inohes he remembered, Ball tried to interpret this as a concession of greater length un- 

til Frazier specified "widthwise not lengthwise". 
After Ball declared there were no more questions, he suddenly told Frazier the Commission had the rifle in the bag and asked him to "stand up here and put this under your arm and then take a hold of it at the side". Frazier demurred, Ball ordered him, "Turn around. 	Frazier continued to demur, with explanations that accom- plished nothing. He again insisted Oswald had the package "tucked under his shoulder" when asked by the Chairman, adding again that 0Swald "had it cupped in his hand". The Chief Justice said, "I beg your pardon?" and Frazier replied, "I said from where I noticed it he had it cupped In his hands. And I don't see how you could have it anywhere other than under your armpit" without the end being 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 reiterating his observations to Ball, Frazier added that he had followed Oswald to the place they worked for two blocks "and you couldn't tell he had a pack-age from the back". Then, viewing Frazier holding the packaged rifle, Ball conceded the package extended "almost to the level of your ear". In the course of attempting to get Frazier to modify his testi-mony, which the Report accurately depicts as two feat give or take a few inches", the Commission merely established the clarity and posi-tiveness of his recollection. As a by-product, this hearing called attention to the Commission's failure to allude to the third dimension of the package, its thickness. Frazier, however, unintimidated even if nervous, did this in two ways. First, he testified that from the manner in which Oswald carried the package "you couldn't tell he had a package", hardly a description of a bulky.military rifle, especially when carried In two pieces (211243). Earlier, when pressured by Ball about the narrower width of the package than suited the Commission's theory, Frazier gave the lawyer a polite lecture of measurements, say_ ing, if you were using a yardstick or one of these little - " Ball interrupted to declare, "I was using my hand." Frazier replied, "I know you were, but there are some different means to measure it," and specified the difference between a rigid yardstick and a flexible tape measure, which would follow the contour of the package and, by includ-in, .nma  of th. hkintrnwqA. 'M silt to a ereater width measurement. 
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.S 
Despite immediate police pressurce and hassling, the youz man refwied to tell 

other then the truth, well aware as he was of how unwelcome the truth was rag rded by 

fl 	
1

li the police and later by the Cosmission. iluchLe a feu p bases can be misrepresnted and 

quoted out of conte.zt to give them a moaning they do not have, Fltzier 	emained firm 

in his testimony. As I write on pabo 19,and.as Posner knew, 

Frazier's truthfulness was established, according to Detective 
R. S. Stovall, by,a polygraph examination (7E190,2111602). Stovall's 
words were, 

Stovall, 
	showed conclusively that Wesley Frazier 

was truthql and that the facts stated.by Frazier in his affidavit 
were true. 

Posner thus faces the sr-me problms„ the CT^—.1.0 ion cli5 but it did not dare his open 

dishonesties in an official Report; much as they took liberties eith their own evidence, 

. 
even concludinet:zactll the opposite of what all its testimony sajd merely because it had 

mota,4 c 
to in order to b able to

ce  
aalude that Oswald was the lone assas.in. Continuing with what 

/ f
lw) /Page Posner knee, frig? Page 19: 

84i-  Axy 
.,.., tne commission tied to use, rrazier to get Oswald to the build- 

ing with any kind of a package, even though Frazier, as did his sister, ti 	
proved Oswald could not possibly have been carrying the rifle. With 
complete and total disregard of the only testimony it had, the Com-
mission concluded exactly the opposite from its only evidence. It 
said simply, "Frazier and Randle are mistaken" (R134). 

So Frazier put Oswald at the building and was himself about 50 
feet behind the presumed about-to-be assassin. This in how the Re-
port gets him into the building: "one employee, Jack Dougherty, 
believed that he saw Oswald coming to work, but he does not remember 
Oswald had anything  in his hands as he entered the door. No other 
employee has been found who saw Oswald enter that morning." (R131) 
At this point the Report refers by footnote to that part of Dougherty's 
testimony (6H373-82) appearing on pages 6H376-7. 

Posnoil,io not alono in plryin w-_'.th words to convoy what the evidence rites not say 

and mean6Zris a differeht trip around this pitfall 	we shall17-5b-of, 

Ane excerpt from the Report needs clarification. It was Oswald, 
not Dougherty, who was then coming to work, end Oswald, not Dougher-
ty, who went through the door. Dougherty was trusted with extra re_ 
aponsibilities by his employer and reported to work an hour earlier 
than the other employees. 

Asked, "Did you see Oswald come to work that morning?" Dougherty 
told Ball, unhesitatingly, "Yes - when he first came into the door. 

"When he came in the door?" the interrogator repeated, and 
Dougherty said, "Yes." Then Ball wanted to know, "Did you see him 
come in the door?" 

"Yes; I saw him when he first came in the door - yes," was 
Dougherty's unqualified reply. So muoh for the use or the word "be-
lieved" to describe Doughertyie testimony. 

Now for the language that saye Dougherty "does not remember 
Oswald had anything in his hands". 

Dougherty had answered the question less positively than satis- 
fied Ball, saying, 'I didn't see anything if he did. 	Ball then 
asked him additional questions, to which Dougherty replied, I did-
n't see anything in his hands ... 

"In other words, you would say positively  he had nothing in his 
hands?" Ball demanded. (All emphasis added.) 

"I would say that - yes, sir," was Dougherty's equally unquali- 
Tied response. 	 • 
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‘(13Bell uade the classic lawyers' mistake, asking one question too many.* a ult, 

the actual evje'ence is that the only pereon who saw Oswald. enter the building swore 

upositibely" that lie 	 T e cerried nothing.his means that the only existing evidence iigtshit 

that 03wald did not carry the rifleVer anythin else into the building. 

In summary, one htdred paKbent of the official sworn evidence by witnesses 
V 

questioned in secret and pressure/to say what the Coimeis ion wonted thmm to day; 

ref /7  ree use to change what they said they saw and what key t stified to, all of the evidence" 

is that Osual0. not mat die.not caery the riflfe into the bele:dug, the package he 

carried as bong as Ffazioe cold sea him was much too short to have contained even the 

e' 
disassembled rifle. 

Posner's approach to the problem posed by Daughterty's testimony, the official 

proof that Oswald did not carry the rifle into the building, testimony of which he knew 

from what limpresents es his Zrdingent study of all that evidence and then Awe 
at 

inde:drie i , is sieTle and straightforward dishonesty. He mentionaDoueeetertTaii'ree 

places, pages 226, 2L7 and 237. But he (loos not once refer to this testimony. He sup— 

ntooses entirely the only evidence of how Oswald entered that builsing to tecome the 

official mytholoeu and Posner's lone assasein — carrying nothing at all! 

Putting that rifle in Oewald'u possession and getting it into the building with 

him is essential to al Bing that he was the assassin. Every single word of the official 

evidence says and means the exact oppotite of what the Commission and Posner say. The 

Conission's solution to every word of its own evidence was merely to conclude the 

own 
eppo to of what its)evidencekroves. 

Posner is not content with that. His is an even greater dishonesty. He made a 

L_non4person in the evidence 	Dough Ttkand makes mention of him where it is not 

necessary at all, as merely present With other employees on other occasions. In those 

places Posner contrives cthicium of other assassination Ace but he does not even mention 

Wjlitewash or the repeating of the Coispission's own evidence in it. 

.1Ie has problems with Xl.'el.t-14:1WIlea rj ri GialGt"— 
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Not it-inrisely Posner 4ependil.. on his falsifications, like th- engthk of that package, 
(1 11— 

andrhis omisAone to givo the i pree:ion that Us-.::1d did t the rifle into the buildjj 

Uaving ignored Doughtery's oulj-witness testimony that could not have been more 

Posner then resorts to tricky writing and footnote arguldgents to make his fabrications 

appear to be the actuality when they ar.e....nOt. 

Ho does not write what he Paiew, the reason for Osu d wallring to the building with:but 

Frazier and, citinf; no source, he' writes that"Frazier uatch& him enter the Depository, 

canying the package next to his bddy.". It Posner had a source for either of the two 
,inm  

deatfre,e-p pep:rate stel-Aan.ts, first that Frazier w*chetl Oswald to the buiciding's do6r 

an into it and that he was "carrying the package newt to his body," he would have cited 
atkivist-,  

his Fources.)What he s4ts is contrary to Brazier's testimony and w-waas hwe have 
7 	 • 

seen, Frazier's delcription of ho.; Oswald car:ded that package in graphie, he refused 

to change what said when pressed tc under oath, an once again it is clear that Posner 

lien for his purpose of cAting a false case. 

Pretending that there is none of the s.:orn testimony repeated above from the book 

he had and inpossible to miss if he really did studg-iiNi-lhoFm twenty-six volumes and 

really did index them, he argud in his foctnote:"Unnamed Critics claim that Lin ie 

Mae Randle and Buell Frazier de;-,cribet1 a package to.. short to c-:.ntain Ouvald's rifliz."(page 224, 

Unnamed critics says this and only they? hot the War=eng.;port and its testimony, 

its only testimony on the length of tic.t package? 

$s he geAtinue:; to argue in the centinuations of -this footnote onto the bottom 
/mile 

of the ne:...st p ge, after rate deceptivess for which we neDd hers take no time, Posner 

lies again in saying that "Tne 131-discovered the bag containe: misrcosopic fiberd. from 

the blanket ith which 0:;eald kept his rifle wrappgidlibdberriZthe Paine garage (WC Vol. 

IV, pp. 57,76-BO)" Lore Lrty Dickery with footnotes, that Posner standby. Neithel. of 

his citations is to the 1131 testimony on those fibers. The reason is obvious: it gave no 

such testimony and no such test results are oesyible. The most e.:pert examination can,e 

show is cohsistel btween the specimend and an enormous number of things 1ade from simlar 



Posner's lying to pretend support from the Pains draIlattention to what e, like 

the Commission, Lnor,_. abaft:: Osvuld and that rifle and getting it, allegedly, into 

the Paine garage at. rvini;, Texas. 

tY14...U.. r...c4 
The Commission elicitedIUTtimony from 114-rine that elsewhere Posner exploits to 

the effect that uauald practised with that Piiir.1 rifle on their *eh in New Orleans but 

only after dark. Tido does plade that rifle, at least in Commission and Posner argument, 

.2hrcid 
Aft New Orleans. They never go 	• -nevell bled to Let it - to Texas and into garage. 

Oseald, obviouly, did not take,itto i437j..co and back on all those many buses. 

Rith Pane testified that she dienot load the rifle into her stationwagon when she 

loaded the Oswald possesions into it, “urina then being far alodg in her second pregnancy. 

Michael Paine, who unloaded that stationwagon in Texas, testifiq that he had not 

unloaded the rifle. 

And both, 5 4uakers, testified that they would not, as a matter of conscience, erG 

have. permitted a rifle in their property. 

Like the Commission, Posner just assumed or willed it there. 

Like the Commission, making reference to the scientific testing of that blanket, 

neither report any oil on it yet that rifle, an the FBI laboratory report on it states 

cle rly, wee well oiled. 

In the face of ,ill of the evidence, the Corarission and Posner just willed that rifle 

from lieu Orleans to Dallas and then, as we have seen, they just willed it, again in con-

tradiction of it oZ the evidence, into the builaing because, if they did not, they had 

no case against Ugutild at all. 

Returning to 
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tA ad: 
fibers. And that is What the FBI did-  tostiay tc; Blot only did the FBI not give the testi-

'butes to it, which repl:at means he lied, and not only does his trickeety 

uto114,41 
this writing compielg- .at lie, it is also a lie to aite Paine testimony, 

any statement-Vbaying they knew ht-Ead a rifle in their garage. They 

and testified they would have prohibited any weapon in their property. 

sym41 this same footnote Posnao ends with a cutie, "Llthough Oswald claimed to have 

curtain rods in 	bag, Ilmrcn none wore found At the topository." 

There, is no cited source on nthis last deliberate deception, which as much as says 

that once Ool::ald made that claim ther6 Ias an iomeiduto ea oeardhg for those curtainrods. 

There wan not. hot by the buildiir-: Lctulgemont not by the police or the Secret Service 

Dt the FBI. Lind iron his own diligent examination and indexing of all the Commission 

published, if 	wrote the truth, never a safyassumption with Posner, and if not, 
21-1( 	444;4 

trmyftlit 	--• note-again his e:_:Anination of it an: carcf4 enough to spot 

four honcontinuous words on a -;:age orgaisix hundred words, he did know t: to truth: 

On what basis did the nommiaalon prove Oswald had no curtain rode 
with him that fateful morning? Was thero an immediate and thorough 
search for them (if for anything)? Not at all. The Commission's evi-
dence" is a long delayed afterthought. On August 31, 1964, almost as 
the Report was going to press and more than nine months following the 
assassination, the Commission wrote the FBI Dallas office asking that 
Roy S. Truly, manager of the Depository, "be interviewed to ascertain 
if he knows of any curtain rode having been found in the TSBD building 
after November 22, 1963." 

The FBI reported, "... He stated that it would be customary for 
any diecovery.of curtain rode to immediately be called to his attention 
and that be has received no information to the effect that any curtain 
rode were found ..." (Exhibit 2640,25E899). 
',side from the inferenos that Truly had special regulations about 

the finding of curtain rods, this means nothing. After more than nine 
months, who knew what might or might not have been taken from a build-
ing into which a rifle was taken without detection? Truly had testi-
fied twice, at great length and under oath, without having once been 
asked about the curtain rode. Nobody 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' lunchroom wls usually 
closed because it was controlled by an automatic mechanism. It would 
seem that it was not until the Commission willed Oswald a liar in the 
draft of the Report that, too late for the inclusion of a sworn state-
ment, the staff belatedly asked for a secondhand, unnworn and meaning-
less opinion. 

One possibility remained: Did the room"  Oswald rented need cur-
tain rods? The Report quotes the owner, not the housekeeper 0130% as 
saying the room had curtains and curtain rods". 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 tenants lived in a!fishbowl. 
This room was so thoroughly searched by the police immediately after 
the aseaaeination that on a cheek the following day nothing was found 
except a single paperclip. Many police and media people were there. 
The hearings abound with identical pictures repeated numerous times 
under different exhibit numbers, and both the Report and the Hearings 
have large areas of blank spaces on countless pages. Why, then, was 
there no picture showing whether, in fact, Onwm1dis cubicle had cur-
tains? 

mcipy Posner attn. 

with footnotes in 

which he does, to 

knew no such -LI 
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With Uswald hqvine  claimed that he had;;cur,taen rods for curtains bee uee his 
n, ftlikez 

cubicle wae like a fishbowl, not hie exae ear s' 	he actuality, no element of public 

authority darAearch to see if there were curtain rods at the Depository.. The reason 

is obvious: no part o public authority wanted the truth. They had a bird in hand and" 
/1444-  atta 	1,(.44A4clu, 

they nee4-meat-'5eat the bt44acs. 	
, eeffer/4411.4i 

-efL1-.2.!4`'tete!le#11  
After she lead thiscSylvia eeagher toldtittdc:214=ellf4:14:::::::°---  

A 
carying  parcels to work Ifi-tliethem forthose parcels to be left in a part of the Depository 

abut 	rtaders cannel:7W learn from Posner's text or from his incorrect and also 

inccmplete floor-plan diagram in hiCApeendile B. (1'age4171lumbe44801.nd 401) 

The queilion I posed in thiTrwritine completed early in 1965 was never really 

addrJssed by any official body or authority. iiilter discussing this I asked the obvious 

questions, of all the innumerable pictures Iteleee taken,Nny, then, are there no picture 

ehoeine  whether ot. no Oswald needed more privacy. When J- learned the answer)this questioef 

ehould reallif be whether Oswald had the need for any privacy in that cubicle of a room 

eat;rit::_ceed A half to be able to rent two rooms from that one. 

A- With everything else, if Posner had asked me he could have had the proof. 

But, still aeadn, had he that proof i here present for the first timer after all these 

years, he would not have had his book and w all it gave him. 

There is the photographic prioof and if I cold eet ittithout leaving  home all 

abdicated public authority, to say nothine 	the hotshot inbeotii'ffitore like  Posner, 

also could have gotten it had anConc wanted it. 

My friend aich72rd Sprague, then of Hartsdale, New York and then a t vice presidenent 

of the prominent accounting  fern, Touche, Bailey, asked me hoe 1171 could help bring  facts 

Pre': to light when he travelled, as he did ;u4111 in hie work. I urged him to start at:eel-eh for 
11014-4/ 

all available pictures of all kinds. he diNeitin and he was able to collect a large 
w 

number of pictures not sought by- 	official inveetogators&PLIAlg 444.r 
thkrh. 

Among  th pictures Dick located is a sheet of thirty-three contact prints of a roll of 

thirty; iive mill meter pictur thaken the day of the 1/41Tnsseuationan Dallas. These pictures 

are the property of Black Star, a eell-knoen photo agency. 
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"'hat cubicle slid have Venetian blinds. Taut it did not have curtains! Black Star's 

pietures silo,: the room !ithout curtains, apearont when what is on the outside is seen 

A 	

,0 

bcen the slats 	thu 	show they sh the-empl.  curtains bein 	installed  

and they,  show the diarhzulous curtains after hung over all the windows: 
real 

Through those curtains Oswald would still have 12TaWprivacy. 

..4.- 
Here, for the fir

4
t time anywhere, in proof that Oswald told the truth and that he 

did have a need for curtains in his room. 

As we have seen, A4am evert word of the testimony the Commission took, which means 

evel word Posner lied about or Illy_pretended did not east, iy..oves that Oswald could 

not possibly have carried even the disassembled rifle that morning. 

0..vdtAA:" 
And now- we have the truth, that he did have need for ajratin rods. They 

to hang thu curtains he did need. 

Aside from what this says about all the official investigatairs and all the literary 

who ezpleited 	 442  
whores/on both 	of the controversy, here Posner, -atm 4C-them realy sought truth, 

the eviL,en,:e that was available 14-  Livt...!, 	
LAria4" ctia vi4, 	̀/u04 4/ •Lk 0-71:4Ch 

Lally a jury deaides such matter but I think these pictl.reaalone acquit Oswald and 

indict all involved officials their sycophants like Posner. 

Were this not so, hoe can there be any honest e7.-planation for the failure of all 

involved componet4a to investigat 	alibi that was offered? 

How can those self-righteous of the Cemmts:doa 
	

e-plain theti fLilure to demand 

that tToiL.: be done when not one of them was directed to get the necessary investigation 

made? 

Is Posner really an investigator when he made no offort to learn the truth! 

er is his failure, his disinterest, eonfd. ation th:t be beganiirself-casm in an 

entirely different role, the tel role we aretincovering. 


