m.v-f "\4/L

[—'— he clescribe:;[ nither faithfully off accurately.
z
Vhat Posner reé:rs {0 as Arnold'd "teatimony" is in "ﬁmt and IFT acoount of what

it says she said that she never sau .« Uompounding Posner's offense

in referring to the siotgment the YBI never showed Amold before it was sent to Washingon
is his = writisg that " she "zave "']:.'o different Bl statements. " This is a lie.
; ley
Heithor tficky—Bourcer Posner nor anyeone else lmowa uhat she (fold the F3I that
_ibn_aapnds , Th_pm BB _
it used in the first{'D-302 report form, th onc dated Uovember 26, Posner quotes
‘,mw o Tl Bl
gelectively Lrou this et in a vay tha'!ﬂe\aaa it dishonest. He says {ha J}éport szm/that

dhe wight, Posner's words, "have caught a fleeting glimose of Osvald in the first

153 4 el 1 e | et
Sloor Hallvay.” Toe FELt S foaltioning is pese-an '

Zﬂ _ ufulw
Yigheleis concistent with—whas 4 Robert Belaclleil,  then—of TP

Caw e e BoUCTRE. It phone—ane—owtrld 'rxuwy,m"bo ONCe

Po uotes—heneld-ad~garing abo or goeins Osuald,"she _d,,not be sure."

That—ie—vhrt—to-FBI TODOTTE BuyS; = Putlitonot-ail it aays dtted,
— - ; e e ) ~
nothing omity c ket follous i iatlyr—tn<that—Tepo 4 t was,"

The FBI and-the Comnd

honest abou‘r.‘/if Ugwald was at that time on th. first flbor he could not possible have

%o be, lilke—them, dis-

Tiwmmmmmmﬂentfﬁth -make—it-possoble-for
Ogir o the ai a ee 1% mersli stated 12:15
i otead of what she suid, 12:25,. _ N '.l!,r: At

/
The I'UI fried siwdilar shenanigans with her second statemeniatha-b—dﬂécgeut—sm
W / ds
is Posne uaﬂmo;%% vompounding thad/serious offense,

uriting prejudiclaliy from ¥ gross ifnorance, he just plai!?#, straight-out lies in saying,

his words,"jin th: second stqtement she, did noj spg him at all." His supposed source in
decend ftm fud Fol ptaus | ,L“Eﬂ?*z‘f%am o v t
e re—ettetg rid e—dgnorg : hetv

: iz tHelo

Wbat this self-professed outstanding expert who iz really an astounding subject-
< il ;
satter 1-*~1or;aaas/does not tell his readers, proh.-;}hlj because he did not @W, is thyt
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Arnold'sg aecom{ stetement was noi even to ths I'BL at all! It was to the Compdssion,
vhich I d asloxd the PET o ovdoin theme, It asked the FBI to ask each and every l’epos:].‘rmry
ewployee, the identical questions prepared by the Com ission!

Ouc ol tlhoue questions is where the employee was at the time 11 the shooting.
In,muupumu Lo Tihat, viids is wha'li%hu. atotement &rnold sizned really sems, ny emphasio:
/ :
guotes—drtm TOT @0 7 Thtyped by—the ¥BL:
"I did notfec IEE HARVEY OSVALD at the tine Pre.ident gas shot."
The irrepressible liar in Posner converted this to her saying she did notee Oswald
: o
at alls, Pc-sner"s vords efpuin,"in the\"euon ! statement she said she did no*lee him gt all."
(g Tt o N |
What hopoened in what usuelly s hapvens, the MiI agents write the atatement they
then asksl be signed. Still determined not to have any statement fron ,ﬁmold that she was
. wten . [5}
‘here she (.Cu_Ld have seen Omiald and said she "felt" she had, that word alg@ the FUI's,
and ve hove no way of lmowing what she actuallr ssid, 4agent B.J Robertson, in uriting
e
out what he uanted Arnold to si,nfacontriecl {0 have her not say what she & had said.
_ Au it dr typed, che s id, again the FII's quotes, " T left the Texas Schoo.}'ﬁook

~ook Depository J"l.l.‘i.ld:i.n(j at about 12;25 ¥Fli, Hovember 22, 1963." In the r trped copy the

"4 Ladile
iztfers ".U" are ligher, off the ciraight line of the rest of the typiug. She does suggest
s corre-s'tions)—EMrE'-wefiﬁ ‘several. Whel Robartzen wrote the statewent for arnold

e |
to sign, to be Bergltin it di' 2w} quote here hir as heinﬂ vhen no ofiicial Wédnted he A
ar fhaf=Tiane, - } (e btstyir wrle
have been, uhere herseing Osvald precluda—d_’ iy havin been tho assassin, he out-devm
A" That is .one of severa’i cﬁrections arnold made in handwriting.

Ahis edo

disappearéd frow he file soliler in that "subject" file in widch Posner worked and from
vhich, as he avdbids meisioming in lis Aclnouledgement, he made seben hundred ans twenty-

A o 4
Tour copics by his uife's own counte <92 é o

tetting back to~shat, I enphasis i.:;noazwhuse this arvogant man is a bluffer and
T~

- o
a blovhar® on fact while Llistirinz glx sorts of ecriciisms, mostly petty, as all others

to bud,d himself up, he afte of work remains ignorent about houw the

#BI prepares its roco for filing and files them, ¥ so is after all he wrotte

Sy
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"hat one change Arnold made I'll never forget beciuse of what it means. The other
ch_{@ges, and there were not many, I can no longer s ecify bec:use it, too, disappeared
fros oy { Arﬁold"}subjectffilc folder. I do not 'mow When it dmppeared but it was after

g 1l /—t s tiited 1y
the ?oynclis vorked in thia +subject” file, /t e last to use it, aml when I sought it
Tor this wrrl:in e Aside frcﬁiﬁiﬁi other chinres had an real importance, which I am
inelinod not o believe, the ous purposemcrved by my not having the copy of the
handwritten original is that I cannot docwuent the deliberateness with which the FBI -'
ssught LTow then ‘econd time in ounly two staten 'En:f._nd with this one witness, to change the
Iiwe she said she & sav Uswolds That she chenged it does mean she regorded that as important
and that she is firm in hex%'ecol.i.t:;ction. What she did from the tiue she left her office
and when she left her of ice do confirm her recollection and the change she made to
record ite She had not left lwer ofiice at 12:25 p.m., aud anyone later seeing a.m. after
tho bime could not cite it with that error in it. Obviouuly, people are not usually at
~iork just alter midnight.
h Twenty or more years bofore Pozner claims to have begun his wopk, taken his first

logi: at the Con isaion' Pub_lcatlofy as he knew,I had published those repots in fac—
gimile. YWhy, then, does he not say that iu his note and why i [dhe gays in that note
vhat he did say?

If he had abided by the normd of honest scholarship he woultl have cited the first

vork g peluz L Lo fais f1e pnd
_ublished source, -ut throw hout his book he does not cite ny ¥ i That he uses
from it and does not atiribute to it. “herc he cites no source for what ic my vork he #
thereby tokes perconsCredit / hig vork, what is ny worlk. As his own publicher's diction-
ary deceibes it, quotoed above, that is plagiaricme
e any R sV I 2220

and Lx ey in o way weflect my work as his boolsale [) does note/H

b / fuma'fdt 7 J‘M frrit Wi nundtm @) I ke by e alf - A s -ﬂuf“w.

ot :md “inconscquential orificisnsy he ¢id not i nbt tu be honest and indicate his in-

Posner's criticions of me and of my ork are petty, wr? in spirit, fac}: W
e

dzbtemen: 4 1y vork. Sey iﬂ.s’cead as vriters steal, lie stole it.

Troughout his book he has unexplained citrtions to what he gives only in numbers
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ho dog not explaine Yo does not explain them beciuse off his subject-matter ignor:nce.
He does nol lmow what thior neon. This is eVident, conspicuous, really, in his end note
for hic Arnold dishonesty cited a‘uove,;ffoi‘ wiich I hers repeat onlg its ending:

"Mile +f DI-00-43", That is not bow the FBI places ity file identification on i% records.
And thi. ic the holograph misein; fron my Tilen in widich he vorked and from which he
adinitted naldng seven hundred and tienty-four copies not at any point indicated or
aclmovle.iged in lds bonk.

When Dallas or any other fjﬁd office generatagfa record they do not need to include
the ended identification of 4hat pecord and wheM they send copies elseuhepe in the FBI
there is no ne:d to use that coded identification and I have never seen it done. Bach
office has ibe own file numbers and it imows froif the (:Em’vé'in_' letter the ofiice that
is the source on thoce records sent it.

I have never sesn the DL use the number symbol on its reoords. Vhen it does not
spe”l the word out it usés "H@."

~ *he number ‘80" is not on ’glmt recurdf.Posner misread the nuisber I may have alded or
~ e ol
added it incorrectly from tho fdentification.maédh it.
Bt the dash ho uses between the first two pawts of the identification he has in his

=

note, betwe n the symbol for the of iice and for the first hnumber the meaning of which he
CenAnan At
cer;atigla' deoes not kmow is something: I do not remember ever seeing the F3I do.
“
in short, the eitation i: his note g# not by the FBI. It could have been by me but
21l these years

after iyt years + do not remember,

- a

‘n Pocner's note he makes thg@f. an ignoramus and a fool of himself, us the numbers

L
he knows so little ab]z.t ,the subject end the investigations make clear.
B
T first nuwcber in the MI's filing system is the file's classification. At the time
W A4

of the ssascination it was a federal criwe to ldll a mail carrier but it nmaﬁ)t a federal
cyine }to. i7ill a precident. 'l‘he,éssass mation changed that.

o

¥ no ap.ropriate nwiber, ¥+ the field offices used the classification that
' A

secmed most a, ropriste., It iz "89. Bscavlting or Killing 4 Fedeval Officer." I quotef

et
vroi an FBL list of those file clas: ifications. f “duple - ':'%0 49 yoe

v
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the second nwibor in FBI ©iling is the identification of the case. In Dallas it was
5 Tor the JI'L assasniuation. ‘I‘}/e third is thé e=%a sorial number of the re:ord in that
file., So Tar as Posner is concerned, that record had no serial number, yet that
gorial is not ouly tirg means of identifying any recorsd, it also is the means of retrieving
it from the central indicesd'rom a file of mora than ten thqus\ggd serials.

dofbres

Posner's used cf the FDL Clas ification sumber ¢0 s his ipnorance. That is
a nwiber for which the ficld ofiices have no legitimate need. I put it this way because
they use that nmwiber for hiding because 1t is always itrcle¥ant to an; search made. It
neons "aboratory “esearch latiers." In the T i&lﬁd offices those laboratory records are
{iled vithin the main case files of uhich those lab refords are part.

Gr, in seeldn: to hide his thefts from me au@%c:presjﬁting ny work as his work, he _
proved Tjﬁgt he is rather g cgnspicu@gly.w i red 0l :.-rt!‘/t-\ Iff‘m’ (T Jﬁgf’ J'IT rn‘ Joo festd

Al of thic because he vas not willing to cite my third bo.lk, page 211 as Jh‘dsource!

Trankly, L love it!
~— - People have been cordng for yosrs and copying my redords and I have never once asked

to Le crodited as the pouree. I do not hove that kind of ego and I often tellﬁ people
_and (hay want

4® fecl free to quote what I have published ahdfthat they need not credit my bocks. I did

10t aok Posner to. Dud if he did not have this erceptionally i‘ar;f: ezo he wauld have

acked me Yo explain the file nuuber: and their morniigs to hinm and he would then not

havz had all,:é‘lhat tu Lot IBople:mel'el‘séJe;ibberish throushout his ond notes. He still need

then not have cr dited me as lis source. But he knew what he would do with what he got

here and his overweaning ego would not let hin ask me, then or later, to tell him what

those nuubers he uses throughout mean and he could them have told nis readers.

Others have been here much lonmger than the three days he and his wife Tiisha qu;:.’.-
much longer and with more people and what they used was not credited to me and I made no
couploints of any ldind. This is true also of a professory who specializes in writing about
the VDI, 01113, ho did not even come here. I wa then able %o do searching, I searched for

Bim and sents lﬁ_m#everal hundred pages of FBL records. I am not mentioned in his book, he

d%d not even scnd me a copy of it, I had no complaints. When I was not able to do the
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searchin: and Bems—setier {rmous uriters wanted copies of my ricords L have engaged
rbudents fron H::od Coliege to work for them and I never saw what they copied, never
asked to, nover checked how wany copics they mado, was not credited and did not objects
I do Anot and I never did rogard those records I got by FOfA lavsuits as wy per-
sonal property end I aluays have regerded those of us who use FOI# and et reords by it
as surrogates for the people.
PUgner lme. thate Dut that Ulynplc-class ego lie hag kept him from acking vhat he
should hewve acked, what L would have told lim zud he could have told his r .aders.
believe
Does not he foregoin’ still amain raise tuo obvious question, can we ixmsi anything
Posner urites?
Jan we trust his sourcing?
+hi ) j-t 11’1\/
Can we balieve that groat awount of¥hat is not his own and he presents as his
ovn vork by giving n pource at all?
ihile {hat we cannot is flagrant, to one who lmows the fact, as Yeviewers and
raTorters and 1 aluost all roaders do not, throu hout Posner(s entire book, it is
pazjticularly {;l.a'inc: in +the preceding chapter and in this one: we cannot ‘crusr anything
he says }]ﬂ,gﬁ/ wiithout closeﬁaﬁ" carziful indcpendsnt confirmation of it.
The men lies as though his very life depends on ite
fiis book does,
extra apace
Uhat he sgys abZut what Arnold said and what I yrite about that is enoush to justify
disresoriing: the other contrivances he has to pretend that Oswald was in that sizth-
fleop uiudou?%lat he was seen there by "dependable" 1-:itneaaj,:4 and his abusive trioatment
of those Lie selacts of those who on “he records said the opposite.ile rg"‘u.me with his next
cgmspict{ou's flauntin: of his ignovcnee of i most basic fact of tho crimefas he once

g i
a_ain mes swhstonding illustration of his Yo Spuvce ignomrnce of the most hasic
amé yell-lmoun and readilyWnvailable fact in his refe ences to the motorcade {:)n page 23"/)
. -
limougihe's ~
Of 4he Tenoval of the/bubble top Posner w& writen that "the Prerdident nd lis

stall lhad rocuested" it. The Pre rident alone did. Soue of the staff opposed it. lext,
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"he motoreycle escort was limited to four, and Lept at a confortable distance from the
limousine." Save that there wlf;g-a an escort and o limoufine, every llo Sourced word is Se=e
folse. It ig ntil) anoshor virtupso display of ignorcnce of the basic fact and% ego of
a#ci:im-éﬂ;:traordirm-y gige tat keepe hin from\as}:l.u;; siuple questions raﬂ other than the
nuFs he ragard. as impart’g?(’:_t‘and cannot answer any such questions,. I-I%'ever, in this
ingorance he nissed sone —lwsT‘pretty ligg scandals well recorded in my "Subject" file that
he spent sp m::'Z:h time ine. Duk then if he ha! done a really diligent job of trying to learn

Lzl

the ttuth he would have Iﬁ-’;n whappy because he vould have found proof sid that bis book
Le ¢
is th fraud that it is. hqm%‘t{

prooi will be publiched in my ILVER AGATI! I sumnarize
it belov.

1wy
There were, as hmurn(dq of school children !mow, twelve motorcycle ascm@'ta. ot an

o ik I el o s tid not
cacory"lizd ted Lo fourl" ﬂu ~7 tho.e Tour Poiner™wfertile—tnamine ta-ropt—hin-fren
doscribi&; their functionav he BN o i i heir-diduties
of which-ha geems o still-bo—una-ure.

_ . It i because of one of those sevoral signififent seandals that my subject file holds
all the records I BXk® use in what follows, ell in cither or both Dallas JFK assassination
g
mi:in file/or the compantion FEI heady narters f:.le,62-109060 ( T}v{e'ﬁ 62 file classification
at hoadquarters represents "“Hiscellaneocus - ineludl 17 Admiuistra‘la.ve Inquiry." Although
as Yoover boasted, he cntered il case uithout authority, this file classification comes
A froa th: fact that the Prevident did ask the IP'BI to invua'stigate the night of the
agsagsintition su ii wos an "adninistrative inq_uiry.")
Those four clofest to the limpusine were never to(_{be any distance ffm it and
throuw hout downi:_t’oun Diqllas ‘they ver:c so clf:_?se to it and to eabh other they soumetimes
did touch eacl other, in e peirs because there were two on each side; znd when they were
wlose they so')!»tlmev fnmed onlookeirs back and on at least one occasions people fuere
throun back. Thels purpone'u/ to provide close protection, .hich is not consistent with
whatever Posner had in mind {f Wictss making up that "coMfortable distance" that is just
pi== Loth {2lsc and ignorant. Rgmé had & p paid any atlention to the pictures of the

motorcade on the three-lane-vwide strcet on widch the 'Eresident was killed he would have

gseen hou close to Bach other and th the limousine they were.
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wfprt

E)ur only? Pgsner seys that when he quotes and maked Scrious misuse of the testimony
one not one »f those four, larrion Balker?

Firarn
If he were really the Perry/Tason type he-Pretends to be he waull?’ have been a teensy—

el
weensy bit curious about shat/noboldy spokes to the two ol those four o—]:g@er to the Presie
d ot vhen he was lilled. ot the Comidsion, not the i8I or another agex;'_f/cy. Until more

r,(g.pi!d—.r.'- ) ,iby ) .
than adeewde later, when even that was keptrecret LmtiJ I ot copies FOIA litigation

and yes, those records are duplicated 1n the “su‘liql;act" file in I-Jhi.chwépen'b nost of his
{time those thres days he %e:e.

ligover's abuse: of the Dollas police for being corrveet and trgthful vhan that
arbar:ssed hin and the BT guarante:d that wvhen that siliness of brealdng off all
velation. ran its course, relations vﬁ/uld not bz the beste A gscandals vere per-—

) 1l g paarvn g e Rl *_S:L_t{la__@
cipitate by Jacl: Hevill's reporting of uhat Hosty said to 0 was another when an
agentl uas needled by .c't—-g DallasTZ— polideman about what one of that dozen emcorting
"iouskeys" as they called themselves had siid. Covering his own ass b?:_ng the second
1;1;. Oﬂ the I'BI and of survival in it and the first being covering the FBI's, he wrote
2 @ report. Other me=e ass—f covering socn got that roport to headyuarters where the
asces to e coveﬁ_’shere got it onto the deck of then Dia=ctor, Ceﬁanca ﬁolley. He,
lmouwing nothing about that escort that had been:: ignored with such su.l.tcesfu."k devotion,

A s

urote on the bottom of tha‘.i report a question, "how many were f.here"J‘ g—tﬁﬁ%ﬁcort.

That_Eiggored other as$-covering need$, espoceilly in Vallas, and still new needs to
be able 4o continue to hide what had been hidden all slong, what those Dallas "jockegs"
Inew and saw.

Dallas had reel problens, Lt solved them immediately by more of the same, with a
ittle that was new and without what would have really caused a commotion. This, also Zd-
in HEVER AGATI! I mevely swmavize.

On the limousiwe's right and c;l'.oeeat to the pPresident vere, iumediately next to
him, “h: late Jim Chaney, On (.ﬁhax:'.e:).r s right was the late Doﬁﬁalasf‘-[acimon. Knowing what
each could Iy v¢ said Iﬁ; part&culm‘ly interested in what the Dallas office reported of

its years-lete £irst iant-rwiews with theme It wunt quite well for céverers ups But it
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Gl
g i me abbut “ackson what either T did not knou or did not reuwember if I had known.

Uhon he ggt hom: the nght of the assassinutun;%)became it was because it% t#h
%cond 4ilz he ha! escorted his Presir_lent) and distrossed because having seen so nnuch so
¢lose up nobedy talied te him, not hic own opolice deparitment and not anyons from aiy
Tederal ajeucy, wrote out a longthy and detailed account ol hiz day. He offered it to
the ¥5Iwhen questio : in ronction %o Lelley's question, zﬂ!dFEa FUI did not dccept ite
T asked my fricnd denry Wede, then 54417 Dallas “owrty Dostrict Attorney, il he
vould please aslk d‘ackson to lond me his statement or nale a copy and sent it to ne.
ya \hen llenry got it he had his secvetary retyps it. She was faithful to the spelling
ant pxmctyd;ion erToE. )
The reason all police of all ranks end aeg agencies avoided Jackson%ause he was
louldng: and he sauw tho §econd shot hit Connally alone.
In #he Dellas DI veport on the Chaney interview, like its Jacksen interview saying
nothing a\ﬂut wliat Clianey said he saw, there vas nothing to alarm Kelley and after &

he-got those two FBI pseudo-intervieus with oiei two of the remaining eight uninter-

N ey
vicued membex. of that Mrt he asled no more about ite

DA :
?bl/HBA ‘I hecaTNE SoISons M rho—hesedhin say-i+ vhen on the

‘_on ta
o Lodio Statien ¥IIF, I sked Gordon Be

3 qads-.

¢lendon, the statéon's owner, if I cou)l lisbon Lo that-bebes-te told me that

altheuzh none of his erapMaas could o=plain it, all tTheir- s disapreared. He also told

i & that before v'lw tover hap ened to thmedis hap en, he had made a 1 ¥luy'_-.nr records

that include. 16 vould give e DNe.

He soid he hnd sesd the President hit from

the front whil: he was loNdng right at e Dmesoant o
Gutside the limousin
G poople in the worldfto the President was

T either of these two,fclocest of all

intervicwed, th of ficial wytholezgAmould have been impossible as a non-conspiracy

"gplution." Vhat Chaney saw #iff on-conspiracy theory solution iipossible because

Osweld eola not hnwve shbt gimultenzousty from both the front and the backe
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hoavt
I hat two ways of lmowing what Chaney saw. One I published in 1965, so there is

reason to believe that the FBL lmeu it and the FBI agotns had an understanding of what
was not wanteds The other is what I was”(tald by sonmeone who remembered hecring Chaney
on tape on Dalls Radjon Station KLIF. I asked Gordon licClendon, th: station's owner, if
t could listen to those tapes. He told me I'd be g weclome Mto if he had them but they
no longer existed and none of his g’x%loyees counld explain their disappearances But he

also told me that before the unexplained disapparance of the assassination-news tapes he

apd o R

had made a long-playing record. He SGwd MO AXEBEYX ONe. 1t has the briefest Chaney
sound bite. That very WPe brief excerpt was in itself enough for the FBI to aveid any
meaningful ‘questioning of him For a’bocade and then it aveided what is signdficant.

The recorded voice of Chaney on that dise has him saying he saw the President Wkt
hit from the front.

Then theee is what i published first in 1965.For context there is a little more

than what Chaney also sav and told his fellow motorcycle offic-a*’,i(rom that motorcade
Aarer en Bal2f,
ei?ci?i'jwebou-t,\frum Whitewash, page 38:

Texas Attorney “eneral Waggoner Uarr waa given an opportunity
to ask Bakar"a queation, Speaking of the day of the asaassination,
Carr asked, "Did you have occasion during the reat of the day either
in passing visits or idle conversation or anything of that type with
any of the pecople who were there at the time who might have seen some-
thing or told you some theory they had about what might have happened?"

"Hot until last Fridey morning,” Baker responded. "Chief Lunday
-++ 83ked me to go bo this Texas Depository Building, and I hud . I
had worked traffic outside several Limes but I never did go 1inaide
or %talk to any of the employees,” Carr told Bake: he was eaking about
gnly tgatzim;r:i‘ the ah:otingi Baker was never msked what he had
earns a &y morning prior to his testimony at the Book Deposl-
tory (3n26l). " ?

Unsolicitedly, Baker alsc offered the Commission unwelcome evi-
dence of the invalidity of its conclusion that a single bullet hit
both the President and the Governor, Ile quoted Officer Jim Chaney,
one of the four flanking the Presidential car, Chaney said he saw &
separate shot hit the Governor and that he had so informed the Chief
of Police. Chaney also said, as had Truly and "several officers",

that at the time it made the turn into Elm Stre t the P
car "atopped" (3H266). ¢ (\z;::ﬂtdunbial

Chaney was never called as a witrmu.‘ 5
There was no moss on Pysner'sjeomputer. Like the Commission and all itd counsel and
the FBI, Pésner knew what he had to avdid, on which we have more in the next chapter.
Why all had always avpided Chaney, who was right next to JFK when he was assassinated,
amd until the FBI had to seé him and then was able to get away with not asking him is,

albsved
as with Jackson, obviocus. Jackson and AChaney had bith seen Cormally wi-with with the
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second shot. They,/é_ke Idnda Kay Willis, destroy Posner's baseless invention that
iz the very foundatjon of his bock, that the singleﬁ:ullet theory is vabid. And Chaney
also saw the President hit from the front.

If either Jackson or Chaney, the two closest to JFK ¢nd as policemen more qualified

as professional obververs, had been interviewed, the fotus of that official mythology

T B L
would kvme have been born dead. & mm} no-cosnpiracy theorjzed solution would have
Leen totally impossible, not only because they prove that Connally had been siruck by

a seapea separate bullet but also becsuse Oswélld could not have fired from both front

and back at the samé-—mime. In addition,
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p2 418

/“f‘mt Jaclmon saw elirdnates the second & ofiicially-admitted second shot\a%he one
o e =
soid to have misded, iupossibls because he sam'iﬁ?’;ﬁtt'. % aluo males the theory of
)"d v é_i«jffd"

#l : both *he Pr sident and the governor having been Hit dmpossibke, too,

beeause ‘ja‘..i:soix sau ih Mt Counally and only Connallye

Each alcﬁ disproves Posner's unorviginal but claimed -to-be "solution" impossible,
too,Tor the seme and for oi:hei‘_mreasons.-

Posner, uo" less adept at it that 2oll the wony officials who were so forthrightly
dishonest and wifa’tiful to Sheir trust in ignoring what wroved them wrong, does as they

did. If ﬁxy 1_Jﬁ.'_, chioniee this is an uufcir\friticism of Pnsner, then it he not no less

M gt v
u%ﬁer:t o nuch broader erificism, of nalcdn® #®only a fraudulent, inadequate, incompetent

investigation and then touting it as the rost defeinitive of all, officicial and weTi
urofficial?

iiith this for openers on his chapter so appropriately titled for those who rogé
his book, "I'1ll Hever Forget It for 4s “ong & I live," we can safely gia:ailg thoffizh the—-
1?.23301" it with a few short observations and comments.

Un page 254 he repeats an indecency first fabricated by William “anchester in his
THRTREER ot B ruskdmct _The Death of_a Prooident (Hew York, Hmmper & Rou, 1967),
that "THe Sceret Service acents w® vere =low to roqet..." Not oaly is there Mo baszis for
Wio, and wsuriaisingly, Posmer cites no source, Lud the cbvious facﬁ@
that the assassination was in uvhat amounteld to a c_l._l_l_ de sac. There wasn't a thing that
cotld be dene with the motorcade or any car in it tha&ufﬁ any way have had any effect
off what happened. Even if reaction hud Been slov, as it as not, that could not have made
any difference in the world. E'Ihethormi:hea than Tive seconds of the offigisl mythology
or in eipght seconds of Posner's cribbed timding for hic mythology, the cars could malke a
no ‘.:u:m,ﬁ;o any where other tlm% gtraight. Again, p;%ound in his ignorance,
Posner makes no wof elffe to the capability of that truck-like vehicle so overloaded

_wdgthes :

uith securit)y/padietry and armor it had no piclup at all. It is simply monstrous to me

that for self-agerandizements and puffing wn his own self-concept Posner makes such
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outrabeous and wtiterl;: baseles accusations againct selfless and dedicated men who at
the cobgtent risk of their ewm lives did then and on othe» occasions all that could be
dene, wlrieh then ,z-;:: absolutel;” nothin - execut Lo try to move e'r."fay ad rapidly as the
tank of a limousine pormitteds

“n this regard, it is vorth couperiys: vhat he sells for profit with his chpleteZ

Re

th of mention of the succesrful attacks on Prcuid.:n}\ii‘-;z‘g'ﬁ?, Candidate George Wallace
and those that failed on President Pord, nene priventable,

WAth Izl'ns usual ig;rugcacne a.nd' biss Posner atiacls unnated conspiracy theories who,
in his context, mean all who do not apree sith him, of insisting "only that the fatal f

head shot came fron “hé Tanks frcmt."(Pu@e 257) Aside from this being factually correct

as he says it, the doctm# vwho !mev most about it stated IRmt at the prxdiThite House
press conference as goon as the Fregident was prondunced dead that the anterior neck
vound wes from thoe front. Dr.'alcoll ¥ Perry repeated this three times. (I have wmore
on this also in "LI_EJ__"_'_‘L_ AGATH!ineluding direct quotations from the ofiicial text of that
coifersnce. )

%t."_',ilWinE then on the same page Posner aciuses others who"manipulate the witness
eﬁtem-:nts." At this point Posner hivself does precisely tlmt.(m for an acéjurate ac
accorat ol the ofiicial evidence on those wimessﬁla(é Whitewash, vhich although the firt
bobk, 1idted ‘o the official_e—a-?‘ﬁ:@aeoﬁfviuencu only, gives an.sccurate account of what

thoy did sy and testify to.)
Posner refers to loward Brennan's peneralized dsscrption of a fg‘,&- percentage of the
_en :L'.w?;)allas and without a single Uswald identifier in it as an accurate descripticn

"so sepeific in his desciption" is a couplete fabrication.
oi Upvalfy/In #fact the night of the scessinétion, at tho police lineup, Brennan did

&

not identify Oswald, who was the centerpiece of that care.ully stagé/ lineup in uhich
Usinld was undque in a pesronce and in couducts

+hat  source ofl Brenmpan does Posner find so dependable? Having just pontificated
that "Lestimony closer tu the event Lust ﬁe given groater weight -l:th changes or addi-

. - - ﬁ - 3 .
tionz rade ye rs later, when the witness's ovn memory is often mud died or influenced by

television progrems, films, bools and discussion with 1lthers"(Page 235) Posner's main
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264 48 the ip osite ot "teutimony closer o the ovont," which is gll tnat is 1
264

MVV”;’ Q2 " d l;l
('ié-_tlm opsoidte of hig "{estimony closer to the e'u;n{:, all 1 have in Whitciash that he

{
here ignores og thoss witmnnes, Dre nnan in par‘c&cular.* It is ygg vas ghosted from

ﬁ rennan - in 1987 -br J. Edverd Cherryholmes. In Phener's c:i_ztation this is MLyeui

, o
BTorys .. .as Seen Iy Ilow rd Brennan (Vace , Toxan 5 Toxian
N % < o _,__.__-——-_"'_-__.

Press, 1987) (Pege 543)
Drennan, nol surprisingly, is dutifully tghmﬂdﬂﬁo God- for his bonk( Page 250)
1hen Irennan had no book to sell tha.cing the diety was not in his testimony. It is
freit Cherryholmes's wurds that Pésner talre his ch:zptér title,
44 51‘14’

one paze 256 Posner siatos there was "¢ JALE wind" that “gliter up to tientyfiles
he i cluddts

an hour assassinat: on aa.y;,g'. ) Tacto ' pass-io presant from hin theorizing over the posi-
tion of tree braﬁé:léﬁﬂ-é;:he. notion of i lapel of Governor Lomnally's jacket.

hat iz remarkable in this chopter suppesedly on the ésassinatimlf is E:ow little
It the.e is on it and bou much plein Jjunk is substituted.

And as we lLave seen still again, for all his big tall and boastis, for all thoze
e;-;-:t_;o_;xsivo and expensive adf by Ranlon louge, Tor all those ew ecstacies hn TV and in so
soiy reviews, when it kpets down to any of the nutty-gritty Pgoner recorts to overt,
knoving lies, as i‘ll s dzlibeate lying avout what t'arolhq;{u'nold did and did not saye

o Framl
‘iell, maybe @Hese ad ‘ed lies wil¥ the stale in the vanpire's huart Otn.huti;ress
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XN
B g gl k> e gudding. w i Ho Source .
1ot having Fotten)gusuald with-that ~ifle-trrtr—tho-building that norning/. Posner
—alone tsere oq The Lexik Hre
then fabricates a ci.se placing him &2 at o timé refuted by ¥EmEithe Police records

of what Osuald told them on interrosation. lere is Fosner's invgz;tion of "evidence":

"There was actually one Book Vepository employee on the sixth floor near noen,;but
— BAGIN, fA 4t fuin, Apnadl S E. Souree dg cow s Ao Py Leedy
since he (i@ not ge anyo"ﬁe) that de.ald wos not ¥= theve.'” Posner fhefers to Bonnie Ray

W
Willioms who own timd accounts varied. Hut Ppsner does say that Oswald was there. He
1 . ~
L /
rep ats thew-next on the same pafpe( 228) in his llo Spurce Needed role:
I

"ihile reliable testimony from the Bepository places Uswald, adtone, on the sixth f

§ }
lnor at noon, witnesses in "‘.:-:a])‘y Pl za also confirm there was a man in that nsiper's-

nest window,"

Ve have alreadd had the aroma of those Posner regards as ./"dependable." Hdre he.
v e cect fukpdss
names/uo‘-: a siugle person, “rettmbels—-'"reliable" of otherwise. Aside from the

g# his micuse of "confirm," there bLeing nothing to coniirm, Pouner ’chez},-vaidiea-,- whether

orsnotoitrzasxtazx Didty Dickery apain, Pesner is careful to omit when those miimgediyx

—_—

mnwgd but allegedly "dependable" s people saw anx@:?ne there.. ’ t‘i/

) ]

With the vaguest of genepalitices and irrelevancies, some lb!é..a.ﬂaer rom Garrison, who

brought it to atiention, e rambles elong; vith éhis ynouccessful effort to plece Osuald

there whe: he did not and comnot, 1u-ox,1ghﬂp@
Ay G

. Wil o ggnuf‘{,m& '
tven T saion, ﬂi’a‘.’i{:t find those odds awde ends of reports Posner spends

time on really dependable.

HBaving pretended that Usisld was hidden onn the Gth floor all along, when that wags
not so, o Source Posnér ammimx writes that bec use he as wau all alone, ﬂ"gswald had
enough tine "co\(‘ssemble the Carcamno and move cartons of books to to form z sniper's
nest in the southeast gorner." No sources arain becsuse none of can be sourced and because
therz is no prooi of eithe yand neither is correct.

Pesner makes no mention of the validation of what Uswald told the police about
uhere he was when Ho Proo-f Posner insisésag'r;'ég lurking on that sizth floor. Again

Trom [hitewach,aqain Posner had it and agein he claimed to have rzad and indexed all the
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Tiis ig also to suy that il Posgner told the truth gbout his work and iis magnitude
- i oA
Iis should have lmown what I cite FOl!i ‘.ﬂﬁjem;g_l}_(pa{«;e 73211"rom the ,_a‘ﬁden.ce itself but
Ae Al A
if not foon the evidence, frowm 1y book. Uswald could not posaiblcj,have told the FBI eu

accuwratelyr vhat he saw when ho was op the fivst fldor if he had not been therz to see it:

As 8n sxample of one of the Oswald "lies", it is worth noving 480
that his account of what he did during lunch hour, if one version'(WIAL%)
by FBI Agent Bookhout 1s believed, is supported bﬂitho testimony d & :
the Negro emgloyaes. Bookhout and Hosty placed this "on the firvst
floor" (R613), and Bookhout alones said Oswald "recalled possibly two
Negro employees walking through the room during this period. He
atated possibly one of these employees was called 'Junior'..." (R622).
"Junior" Jarman seo tastified. And had Oswald been anywhere but on
“h~ firat floor. he would have had no way or_'imuuir-xg_ his,

Rt |

Osweld on the first floor at that time c:iuld 3% have been m%aaaﬂ.ﬂ on

tho sizth {loor. So, for the official mythology as for the Poane:r-tyyc}mofficial
mytholosies the sctual evidence has t . be emrrewrk corrupte:d and iznored and they are
all uy to that.

Consistent with this Posner has to destroy ons of th: witnesses +o Osi:aid's presence
onn the first flouor at o ti.e that liode it inmpessible for him to have been on the sixth
flosr fivin: avaye.

. FBI

Posne says of Carolyn Arnold that she "had given two differentlstqtenents e |
- s
“hort)y after' the assascisation.” (page 227) Dirty writing again Tar from a specialist
ifo private pe son gives "gran FBI statement," Thcfjean give a statement to the FBI or the
I'BI can take a statement from them. Wy then this triclky formulation from an experienced
writer? Becm.m A mesds A The Aradi (,bu.rmj Msia, vy 471 s Tl ﬁ'{&’/ﬁ‘/q{!m‘t

He then quotes selectivel: from the FBI records to which he mfer%qﬁ had this
note (on Page 54d:"Tr;sﬁmow of Mrs, R.E, Arnold, CI 1381, WC Vol XAII, p. 635; FSI. state-
nent f rs. RIEY Arnold, Movembor 26, 1963, File # DL B0-43."

s a i
Smrstiimn) and he ¢dves it way by usin my uwork € his owun anr}/ﬁing ignorant in that
&2 s
literary thevery. 252 /7,' f L

/__&f P
Pirst of all, Arnold did noY"testify.hat is a Pomneiian m roference to vhat I
7 4,1 .
publishedgﬁ’lpt?’hﬁprtnroﬁ_{- i Lo TAT, DAl o Usg-Bosnen hod—H0

Ygnge befar: le started writing end pretending that he h-d invented the wheell and disco—

03 6 '
discovered se:‘:;h:z Imey of thi:, then the only pUhlicationé' those two records. Hetther—of—
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I published these tuo state.entskmmewis in facsimile in Photographic Whitewash in

early 1967. (facing peges 210-1)
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/T.‘nat is only part of vhot that FBI report sars * Posner edited he=mavwe
that sentence 7Fehdie, I—underseore. /
\Eﬁmr than Arnold did. Defore Posner empoyed those special talents he

' ot

displeys ﬁi:;-.?dmuz i oo that , as ¥ published it in faceinile, actzfilly
atTlal gomt wlsh( quete /vndiiscnd, by doppet it of A7

so.yq% Ghat "Posner omitted-gndrrssere——=a1 i }Hd/“”ﬁ""‘"f;t“a”"" f"" './;7

"4s she was standing in front of the building, she gtated she thought she caught

—— — —

a fleeting glimpse of IEE IARVEY 0S.ALD standing in the hallway between the front door

and th double doors leading to the warchouse, located on the first floor. She could

not be sure but she felt that was Oswald,"
_paaf sealardy
Ouditting these last six words is(dishonest and as we have seen, ho made it dishonest

so he eould sive a dishonest interpretetions to vhat the FOL said Arnold said. That dis- ,
LTI Gidiad sl i

honesty is a precondition for the survivael of Posner's hock because with mm"'
gould not heve been that simth~floor assas:in.

Where &rmold placed Oswald is congistent with where Robert laclleil, then of IBC=TV
Hews; sau Osuald when he asked Oswald where he could get a phone and Oswald directed
himh to the oae he used.

This FBL report misstetes the tire, as I noted in publishing its tvo related documents.
It midstated the time because, lilze the Commission and Posner, it had the problem of
iaeimg able to pretend thay Ugwald was in the sixth-floor window./ﬂt the tine Arnold
left the building and "felt" she sav Oswald, Fetting Oswald J_n his alleged firing
position was imposeible. So, by tolcing: ten minutes from the time Arnold gave, the FEI
iade that "poscible."

Arnold said it was 12:25 p.ue The F.I said she sald 12:15 p.m.

L o A T T O T
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How can those self-righteous of the Commission ;siait;)x}ﬂain their failure
to demand that this’ be done, when not one of themn was directed to get the

necessary investigation made?’
}{T}M ;W ﬁ’%" J
IS Posner REALLY an .irVestigator w he made no effort to learn the
truth? Is his fajlufe, his disinterest, cor?%:n' n that he began self-cast in
an enlirelx_.,a ifferent role, the role we are unc:%m

¢ *

4
#N # # # # # "

L5

XXI - Stake in the Vampire's Heart

-

Not having gotten the rifle into the building with Oswald that morning, No-
Source Posner then fabricates a case placing hm alone on the sixth floor at
a time refuted by police records of what Oswald told them on

interrogation. Here is Posner's invention of "evidence":-

"There was actually one Book Depository employee on the sixth floor near
noon, but since he did not ,(—3’)/ anyone, argurhents have been made that

Oswald was not there. Posner refers to Bonnie Ray Williams who own
time accounts varied. But Posner does say that Oswald was there. He
repeats this on the same page (228) in his No Source Needed role:

"While reliable testimony from the Depository places Oswald, alone, on the
sixth floor at noon, witnesses in Dealey Plaza also confirm there was a man

in that sniper's nest window."
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We have already had the aroma of those ;t’osner regards as "dependable”
Here he names not a single person, "reliable” or otherwise. Aside from the
deceitfulness of his misuse of "confirm," there being nothing to confirm,

Posner thenwﬁiﬁy—Bickery—a«g&i:n,‘is careful to omit when those unnamed
but allegedly "dependable" people saw anyone there. | oo

With the vaguest of ge@neralities and irrelevvancies, some picked up from
Garrison, who brought it to attention, he rambles along through page 231
with his unsuccessful effort to place Oswaldthere when he did not and

1]

cannot.

Even the Commission, with its d;)parate need, did not find those odds and

ends of reports Posner spends time on really dependable.

Having pretended that Oswald was hidden on the 6th floor all along, when
that was not so, No Source Posner writes that because he was all alone,
"Oswald had enough time to assemble the Carcanno and move cartons of
books to form a sniper's nest in the southeast corner." No source again
because none of it can be sourced and because there is no proof of either

and neither is correct.

He makes no mention of the validation of what Oswald told the police
about where he was when No Proof Posner insists f@.wald was lurking on
that sixth floor. Again from WHITEWASH, again Posner had it and again

he claimed to have read and indexed all the commission's published

=
evidence. s

D
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This is also to say that if Posner told the truth about his work and its
magnitude he should have known what I cite from Whitewash (page 73) is
from the cited evidence itself but if not from the evidence, he had it from
my book. Oswald could not possibly have told the
FBI accurately what he saw when he was on the first floor if he had not

been there to see it:

-- "As an example of one of the Oswald "lies", it is worth noting that his
account of what he did during lunch hour, if one version by FBI Agent
Bookhout is believe, is supported by the testimony of the Negro employees.
Bookhout and Hosty placed this "on the first floor" (R613), and Bookhout
alone said Osw@d “recalled possibly two Negro employees walking
through the room during this period. He stated possibly one of these
employees was called 'Junior'..." (R622). "Junior" Jarman so testified. 4 nd
;a& Oswald been anywhere but on the first floor, he would have had no
way of knowing this." --

\

Oswald on the first floor at thas time coul%ot have beeen the assassin on
the sixth floor. So, for the official mythology as for the Posner-type
unofficial mythologies the actual evidence has to be corrupted and ignored

and they are all up to that.

Consistent with this Posner has to destroy one of the witnesses to Oswald's
presence on the first floor at a time that made it impossible for him to

have been on the sixth floor firing away.

VN
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Posner says of Carolyn Arnold that she "had given two different FBI
statements shortly after the assassination.” (page 227) Dirty writing again
from a specialist in it. No private person gives "an FBI statement." They
can give a statement /f the FBI or the FBI can take a statement from
them. Why then this tricky formulation from an experienced writer?

Because he needs it, the truth denying him his book and the bucks from it.

He then quotes selectively from the FBI record@s tg which he refers. He has
this note (on page 540): "Testimony of Mrs. %}E:}Amold, CE 1381, WC Vol
XXII, p. 635; FBI statement of Mrs. R.E. Arnold, November 26, 1963, File
#DL 80-43."

Shysterism, and he gives it away by using my work as his own and by
being ignorﬁz in thgtaliterary thievery. I published these two statements
-— £ ’

in facsimile i% TEWASH in early 1967. (facing pages 210-1)

First of all, Arnold did not "testify", ever. That is a Posnerian reference to
what I published. Posner had it long before he started writing and
pretending that he had invented the wheel and discovered sex, he knew of
this, then the only publication of those two records. He describes neither

faithfully/ﬁor accurately.

What Posner refers to as Amold's "testimony" is in fact an FBI account of
what IT says SHE said that she never saw. Compounding Posner's offense
in referring to the statement the FBI never showed Amold before it was
sent to Washington is his writing that "she" gave "two different FBI

statements. " This is a lie.
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Neither tricky-sourcer Posner nor anyone else knows what she actually
told the FBI that it used in the first of its reports, on an FBI FD-302 report
form, the one dated November 26. Posner quotes selectively from this
report in a way that is overtly dishonest. He says the FBI report says that
e might, Posner's words, "have caught a fleeting glimpse of Oswald in the
\}/ %st floor hallway %‘hat is only part of what that FBI report says at that
point. Posner edited that sentence to have it say and mean other than
Arnold did. Before Posner employed those special talents he displays
throughout his book that report, as I published it in facsimile, actually says
7,’ at that poiné what I quote. I underscore what Posner omitted in his
supposedly direct quotation of it:
" AS SHE WAS STANDING IN FRONT OF THE BUILDING, SHE STATED SHE
#l 5 THOUGHT SHE CAUGHT A FLEETING GLIMPSE OF LEE HARVEY OSWALD
STAND]NGIN THE HALLWAY BETWEEN THE FRONT DOOR AND THE DOUBLE
DOORS LEADING TO THE WAREHOUSE, LOCATED ON THE FIRST FLOOR. SHE
COULD NOT BE SURE BUT SHE FELT THAT WAS OSWALD."
(Refer to original ms page 253A)
Omitting these last six words is particularly dishonest and as we have seen,
he made it dishonest so he could give dishonest interpretations to what
the FBI said Arnold said. That dishonesty is a precondition for the
survival of Posner's book because with Oswald there, on the first floor, he

could not have been that sixth-floor assassin.

Where Arnold placed Oswald is consistent with where Robert MacNeil, then
of NBC-TV News saw Oswald when he asked Oswald where he could get a

phone and Oswald directed him to the one he used.
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This FBI report mis-states the time, as I noted in publishing its two related
documents. It misstates the time because, like the Commission and Posner,
it had the problem of being able to pretend that Oswald was in the sixth-

floor window. At the time Arnold left the building and "felt" she saw

Oswald, getting Oswald in his alleged firing position was impossible. So, by

taking ten minutes from the time Arnold gave, the FBI made that
"possible".

Arnold said it was 12:25 P.M. The FBI said she said 12:15 P.M. '

The FBI tried similar shenanigans with her second statement.  Posner

—

reflects



