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(Pages 286-316)
Posner's "He Had a‘Death Look™ chapter/hegins :# as a dull rehash of some of what

is lmow about the medical evidence to which he dadds sharp criticism of two of the
Davioss
most successful conspiracy-theory books, Dind Lifton's miatﬁtg.ied. Beust Evidence

ligemillan, lew York, 198 ) and Harry Livingstone's self-published _};% Treason «

In tids none of this is he original and his criticism 4s less than with the know=-

ledge of both the case and the literature he could have made, I S- %/{_&'Ié

g
e{ﬁtends to get into the s{;clﬁcs of the medical evidence with the sub-chapter

title "Tye Neck Wotnd Wouna" (Page 305) but in only one page he is already arguing

(= e
against the actual evidence with such uﬂrelenaca.as as quoting Dr. Maleolm Perry, who

uf‘iu eflettd prrfors g v L LB L J,.‘,{]‘
h.d stated s neck wound wes in the front -at the . afhea:al—press—confeecms"-gs‘

A
: 1say-.l_nf_., he did not kno. where from the front it came, (Page 305) Ca.reffl to avpid the

largest and most definitive published sources of tle medical ¥ evidence, my books,
especially Post Hortem, he makew the most astounding and stupid factual errors, as
.Llu_his trying to argue against the established medic&l'f;-actﬂlzg::; is uncongenial to
his concoction, he states A that “less than 1mm of metallic dyst particles was evident
on the X rays of the President} 8 head." The Tirst of his?aources (page 551)

fp’ u‘d"
actually said tlere were some forty such partx.clae particles'\as was known from the time

my 1965 book was completed and as losner had more extensively, in my 1975 gst Mortem.
2 1 for other thafi

There it nothing in this chapter worth any time and taldng the time/to expose its

, o Pk Bk s Ak X3 Eﬁﬂhl‘ttle more of that
is now needed. Besides, in thie next chapter it yn relatwely dpetacular, even for imi
' BLBLEZLBLPA2

shichgzevenz€or the Posner we have seen to this point, ixrrelatirEtyrepsstamutary

S ORI
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Contention between the ccmmEIClsllznéinn extremes of theorizers does no good and
it has done and continued to do harm. Vhile enriching them it confuses the people even

nore, helping to bury truth deeper and to protcet those who failed in divers ways.

T
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an i

The killer chghter {s p[as:.e,ned to be 'bhe—om titled with the supposed words of the
other assassination-shooting victim, Texas Governor John B. Connally,"liy God, they are
gong to kill us all!" That on this Connally was instinctively saying there was a mmg@
ponspiracy -"they" ﬁ'ﬂre doing the killing - was lost upon Posner. He set out with the
pa#t formulae that the fame and money was in arguing there had not been a conspiracy,
vhatever th' evidence show!d ~ant, ﬁlin:k:mg lm 5 is his chapter @f the’ ultimate proof

he ga'hers-his-suppoE=d-prool of it for this-ehapter.( Pm/
\M %

e

Not to take it out of order but to set the tone and establish Posner's concepts of

and Al alyng
intended killer chapter, with his prtending that he/ de an amazing and entir ely new

1

d iscobery available_ealr deo-tim—and
o

lutionary discover coming from what he, Dick Daring, saw in that amazing, unprecedented

a’
"enha.nfemf mt" of the Zapruder film, Eat turned out to be a ealculated theft from e

truth, accuracy, honor, ethics and morals vt;we began with 8 amall part oi)éhis his

,a;f unprecedented, revo-

Ak " S
genir a 15-year-old boy, David lui, We ar also hov calculated his thiebéry was,

magling it with his tricky fgetnotes that characterize his unrivaled scholarship.

Not realizing thatjme vas laypooning himself in this or, the inadequacy of his schol-

arship being what it is, or not caring, wieh-is-move-likely, although it is explicit

in Lui' 8 article some of which he stole,Posner's actual source, which had nothing at
all to do with his rare "enhancements," was the unaided visiog of that by, who

had as his source a pirated and not very clear copy of that fi\l;l..fé' 9 Lui neithe v

had nor needed any “emmmemnt.“-nealkur as imag:med__hy-ﬂeamr.ffhat ten years earlier
no
the same inform:tionwas avali'able -published - withlaccesyto that film at all - Posner

masked Ly atiributing to the Nobel Laureate Luis Alvarez what Alvarez's students has
Aiwds
read in Mhitewash and asked him abouty that "jiggle thraor_yr atso first reported in the
Jocl ék/nx wl i i
same geurce-alse a decade

i‘fnm. g7, 91/ ('
s theft fm had brgif treatment only, on page 321, a:i=l;h—he then sdigeles that on

the next page H,m . tv‘bh’-

! ﬂ;&m; Thit begun }]JA’.&(WL
in this book wuk

T

P——.



288

outset. I deemed that both necessary and fair to prepare the reader for the unprecedented

dishonasaof the entire project in its rewriting of ouf” history before the largest possible

—————
—

wite S e
international audience, wath Posner's published) and the mgs 5dispensibfa partners
J{ weed”
In fast, they are coconspirntors.

By now the reader has seen thxk Posner's tmati bEtioct it xemexmixhis

mxzﬁtaazxzkhtamﬂasz@%erm% thievery is valid for the entire project.

Lui ftbemess

That{_’ﬁEE_rfSt just a little misteke, a failed recoliection atiributable to the mass of
the available material or another kind of lmintended errore 1t is a faithful reflection
of the author and his work.
kil B {-.414-1
T hat his book would incvitable be based on some gﬂmrauk\n:}c;hvious &r the
first mention of it by his publishes, quoted eurlier from that ﬂ;pgw
4

article in the issue dated Hay 3, 1993. To anyone with comprehensive knowledge of the

subject matter and the information available ié{,és apparent that the initial claim for

h\lffant tliat the dishonesty of the entire project was not what Random quse had no
reason to suspect.The note I made as soon as I saw that magazine reflc'lfe the certainty,
before a word of the book's contenis was knmm'jE"‘Ehat ‘the boolk i'bself‘ﬁl’:%/a fraud. Sinc e
Random House made that boast to promote the book_f there has been no real guestion about
its built=~in dishonesty. But itﬁ?aminaﬁon of the book itself that disclosd the
actual, unprecedented totality of this dishonesty.s I certainly did not expect it or
I'd have endeavored to get the first copy of it available locally. I never dreamed from
the Posner's visit that Gerald was capable of what he perpetrated, with the hélp of the
CIA and of landom .ﬁouse. fUn‘t;il the book was out the CIA's indispensibility in the
entire project was not lmoun and therewms no reason to suspect ite And until the extent
of Randon House's promotional sffez efforts and widespread, international sale of the

ancillary righte o the book was visible, there was no reason to suspect it would happen,

T
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What seems to have influenced rcviewers as well as those famous big-name personali-
ties who wrote the pre-publication puffery for it on the dust cover is Posner's supposed
mustering of the tggr___)ius d_gli__g_:l.‘l:: ,c'-r:’ﬁ'idence, the evidence of what lawyers call the bodg of
the crime, in this chapter that either without perceiving it or not wering Posner titled
with the proclamation of the conspiracy the bock is dedicated to proving there had not been.
Once again, Xris vhat Posner does in this, his inportant, sms—e i wrapup chapter,
relflects the absolute indispensibility in responsible publiching, publishing intended to
be honest and faithful tb fact on controversial nonfiction, gzéauthenﬁc pesr reviews
In demonstrating this all over again it is not necessary to address and msess all the

'_and thievery
dishonestics and erross in it. Posner's intended trickeryYwith those innocent children F

the ten-tyear old Willis girl end the fifteen-year-old yui Lui boy, are faithful $o the
e@e/ chapter and to the entire bool,

This chapter alone also ruflects the fact that while Posner castigates ull "theorids,"
to l'_xi.m theories being re:‘xtrictg'{to represent "c%spiracies" only, in fact his book is
dependent upon 7 WiErjarger number of them and a wider variety of them than any of the
books espousing theorized conspiracies te kill. Bis book, like the Warren Report itself,
is a theory, the opposite theory, that there was no conspiracy to kill.

Fromaxthe From the time that Report was issued there was never any question about
this .? r_ﬂ% is a concatination of theories. In a few of tho preﬁous chapters we have
seen how, on impartisl examination, the supposed supporting evidence fgﬁ%ot exist and,
in fact, that supposed suppydting evidence not only proved the opposite of what ®= was
alleged officialy it actually porves thit Oswald was framed,

Only the willing collaboration 4f the major media in that palpably untenable zemwmx

offical mythology kept that ﬁeport from exploding in official faces on its issuance.

" The unquestionable actualities, linited Lo those that are known
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__f0)
We assess thM what is Posner's absolute need for him to have a bock af all,
& s
L
his thievery-based theozya,'lit is only a theory, that the first shot missed. His "proof"
v =. rm"‘ - .
of the claimed timing is that thlgﬂgirl stopped and looked around becau se she hesnrd
+ At e 'ﬂk:nf
that shot at that moment, for all the world as though what causes a child(can be
“h
determined with certainty when it is not in fact knowy James T. Tague suffered a
oL
minor injury from that fiz;l: ghot. We nou examine Posner's version of Tague's story

1k
and what he represents is the scientific evidence supporting versione

o T
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in this h is wrapup of the evidence 3 chapter,
Cf all the many attractiive Targets Posner ~esents the one that initially interested
1/{"1/"—4 Tith
me most is beth indispensible to his baseless mvention, that the first of the known sk
¥ It typilies what

and admitied shots is the one tha' missed, E % those dust-jacket

e _ = ‘W,) t R
pufier-uppers describe uka%—they refer—to as his riscarch, cl:hgf'@c w?é "brilliantLtwo
L3
@f the four) J“ﬁ!ﬁftoﬂ:ous-.‘" "meticulous," "historical." "alwags conclusive" and"thoroughly

documenteda" ;’7&] ’{' // W

:.nterp vetatipnand
scientifie—proofofhic xmysEics version by the FII,
1
(i

In itm@in demonstrates one of his major purpoees in all those time—cguslmﬁ.ng

and cootly intervicws: he uses them to avid the offical lewidbnce that doeshot suit

his preconceptions as welya what he can contrive by ignoring that available official
7

evidence, Volmn{us and court—tested official evidencem too. &md all a.vailbeﬁ. to him

Al
free and at th¥ydulset of his work.

Thia icial evidence begins with Tague 5 rextimmmrceferectis Warren Commission

tgﬂm%ny am}It includes all * obtained in t@?gg lavsuit tﬁt fj.r‘sftfﬁtlite the
amending the Iu::t in 1974 $o open FBI, CIA and other such files to FOIA access. It
includes what both side used and produced in that litdgatione. It includes all the
documents I obtained in that suit, C.A.75-022§J and in the related suits, Cedes £78=
0322 and 0420. The {irst was for the results or all the FBI's scientific testing and

Leondls Fw mgﬂum‘; mm Y s

the necond was for the asaass:.nat:.onsr‘? f:.rst ew Orleans
ofucf/ records. It includes the depos_ir*a:.bns ﬁaf four of those FBI lab agents, and this
is relevent to more of Posner's horsing around with fer sghred histidy thatl the Tague/
risned-hot shot elemeﬂi;%hat ths these agents testified %o under oath. It also includes
an affidavit Tague, assiSted by his wife Judy, prepared for me to pct'c;.sant and I did
present # in that sult for the t est reults,

“his affidavit has the merit, the value of being an indepelent statement of what
the Tagu.e{ knew and believed to be significante.

A1l of tids plus my file of correapotience wi$h t!:[e;ﬂ:g right where Posner spent those

three days searching and copying from my files, He mwe—ane never asked me a word about
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the Tagues, the evidence I obtained, or vha} those lab agents testified to or what I
) W“ w AE 4w i
had learned by =%much effort e tmiﬁnlg‘a/boo# reguires, or what I had published, which
At
he had gnd ﬁﬁmn%co%l usey In three days, imertant, roally ad indispensible as all
u;;Tv'deﬁ} ;Jf/lb
of thig(is to any hpnest writin{, abiut it, ever asked me anythin: about it. He never
‘ mf%i‘_? Crdh
icated ewven cas interest i_nTb He told me his book would not address any such
January, 1992
information. An he wgund up substitutikng his ownYinterview of Jim as his sole source
Feansy
on what Jim said and knew and could say. “He1s finished with that in a single paragrgh
of about a tldird of a page in his treatment of this misded shot of fabout two pages.
D(Pages 324-6)

ihat Posner used of that interviewfg hemys was over a two-day period(Bage 553) is
less by far that was availble ih many published sources ranging from the newspapers to
my booké, r.j\,

he/ R

For this hehad 0 86 4o Texas and spend two days interviwing tw Tague?

Again, @mxagin:bearing on his inlﬁentions from the outset and his Lies to me kit
ahout what his book would address and be limtted to, that was the month before he came
here,

This makes the dishonesty of his intent what he began with.

Swen ,bat Tague testificd to end hov he came tu testify and the J.mportance of that
date is not reflected even in Posner's end notes m (Page 553)a lgsner's readers ezmmt
#a cannot tell from his boolk even thét%asii‘ied before the Warren Commision, leave
alone pa:t.:.cpa Lu:ctm:.pated the the lawsuit to bring the evidence as reflected in FBIL

) M“ Mljl_:nf o Cf’ﬂdl 1"1 M} ,‘2"""'“(“ -
records( to 1ights There is /no relerence to that lawsuit in the book, either. THEE

A1 of this is really "brilliant" and "meticulous" research>but only for an intended
diginformation,
<
I wea not interested in disinformation. ﬁ interested in information that would
. i
have been important if Pgbner had ever had the slightest interestisax what those poor,
n

deceived big-nime, pre-publication endorsgs refer to as "historical," "brilliant" and
"meticulous" research.

But even how this missed=bullet matter, which the Commission had entirely ignored

T S ST
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3
was foreed upon it and what that thenmquired of it is suppressed [y Posner. He gets
4
hisleffeo tied up in his vhitéwashing that he everl 83 stumbles wiik over his own

covering up that is indicpensible to his mfw%tmﬂ 4 ‘f The p;'/@ L—wti’&l{dw

Tague was §lightly wounded by a spray of conge rete from the cubstone lstrick by

that missed bullet. We'll come to why the FBI had to & dig it up. But the facts are
so far from Pésner‘s concern that he has the FBI digging that section of curbstone
"("sample" to him), the month before it had to and did.(page 325)

My source on what compelled the Commission to acknouledge the existence of this
missed shot, of }1ﬁ5h4$€ }:w from the outset, was the Dallas llorning News Etlgan E;]:J‘I'Jief
photographer, Tom Dillard. Although I tell the story that follows in Pgst ﬂorgtm, which
Po{i/ﬁer had, a print a picture of where that missed shot i%acted that Dillard gave me
in that book, he is mentioned byﬁa;ner only twice, once as merely a "witness,"(Page
257") and then as a "journalist" (page 246) end thus Posner deliberlately suppreesss
all that lets hic reader lmow thgt Dillard was a professional photographer and took
pi?j:&ress of enurmous evidentiary importance. We see his remaining picture later.

mﬁ@m me and is completely validated by the documents I obbained in the

litigation is that when in June, 1964, he covered ﬂnews event just after one of those
innumerable leaks by the FBI to condition the public miffxmimk mind for what was coming,
\Hirold fBarefoot Sanders, the Dallas
the account of what was as of that time the official "solutfon," and he aw e Ynited
¥ States :At{:ornemdthere, he told him that the story he had seen was wrong
beecange it did not mentjon that missed shot the impact of ‘,-thi?h he had photographed

the aft er the assassinatuon and hisp paper had published, Sanders notified Ranldn

Hsnyh N st onid Watha Joe Itroud,

in writing Amld fs of tho mow nt Rank:m got the information from Sanders the Commission
could no longer iFnoroft that misced shot. The farcical nature of what then ensued, not
the least of yit the FIL's self-portrayal:s Keystone Egps, along with the baclground,
including hou early the Commis:ion knew about that misded shot, realla ever so much more
tha Posner has in his 1993 "brillaintly researched" {ieatment so indispensible to his

fl s
entire mythology, was f:%s‘t public in 1965, in ‘-rfhitl-'eash, which Posner had, on page 1583

i NN



Minutes after the assassination, Patrolman L,L, Hill radioced,

! "I have ons guy that was possibly hit b¥ & ricochet from the bul-
| let off the conarete” {n1161. Jemes T, Tague had left his oar at
{ the end of Dealey Plaza opposita fthe Dupons.t‘or{. He was aslightly
| injured on the uLok and irmediately reported this to Deputy Sheriff
Eady R, Walthers (THS547,553), who waas already axuining the area to
ses if any bullets hed bit the turf. Patrolman J, W. Foster, on the
Triple Underpass, had seen & bullet hit the turf near a manhole
cover, Other witnesses in the seme location made and reported aimi.
lar observations, Walthers found & place on the curb near whe
Tague had stood where 1t appeared a bullet had hit the cement’,
in the worda of the Report. According to Tagus, There was & mark,
Quite obviously, it was a bullat, and 1t was very fresh" (R116).
\ Photographa of this spot were taken by two professional pho-
tographera who were subsequently witnesses in another connection.
Tom D:I.].ll.rdahnd photographed the south face of the Book Deposltory
! Building. emes R. Underwood, & televislon news director, had

made motion pilotures of the same area and had been in the motorcade.
i From its own records, the Commission did not look into this
! until July 7, 1964, when it asked the FBI to make en investigatlon,
which produced nothing. I dlscovered this entirely by acoident
for there is no loglcal means by which to learn of 1t, What roiloun
is & oredit to neither the FBI nor the Commisaion:

Not until September 1, with its work almost done, did the Com-
mission call back Lyndal Shaneyfelt, the FBI hotographio, not bal-
listioas, expert. Assistant Counsel Norman R-EIIoE Took a deposition
?é:?h;.) beginning at 10:45 a.m. at the Conmisaion's offices (15H-

0 .

The pre vious investigation was reported in an unsigned memo-
randum of July 17, 196, from the Dallas field office (21Hj721r.).

In it, the suthor politely called to the Commission's attention
that the photographs in question "had been forwarded to the Presi-
dent's Comission by Martba Joe Stroud, Assistant United States
Attorney, Dallas, Texas",

In other words, if the FBI was golng to be subject to oriticlism
for not finding uhni the Commission wanted, the FBI was going to
have it on record that there was no need for the Commission to have

Sl Thig FBI report gquoted Dillard as lguting the point at which
he took the ploturs, Lt was, he said, "on the south side of Maln
Street mbout twenty feet east of the triple underpass", The FBI
Dallas office said, The area of the ourb from this polnt for a
distance of ten feet-in sither direction was oarefully cheoked and
it was ascertained that there was no plok in the curb in the checked
arsa, DOr WAS any mark observed". In the conoluding paragraph, re-
peating the above information mlmost word for word, the Dallas Field
Office concluded, "It should be noted that, since thia mark wau ob-
served on November 23, 1963, there have been numerous rains, which
could have possibly washed away such & mark and also that the area
1s ocleaned by a street cleaning machine about once & week, which
would also wash awey any such mark," o

Imamine th:a fable FBI telling the Commission that rain or atreet-cleaning
yash"

equipment could Wwipe/solid concrete away!

o

There is much imore on this,:including the Dilla%;/iood and offieial c[' batone
plcturesfin géﬂ ligrtem, pages 454,460. and coa—ggf@ &side from the fact that all of this
does not edst to the Posner of that truly "definitive" a.ndwh\:l.storical" reagearch and
thus he does not tell his reader about,it undrrscores the%gal%ﬂent dishonest of his
ontire project, this somethi"gg-speciul bocka

What Dillard, who was veey friendly, open and accomodating told me. is that after

he ;pn :ilni‘omed Sanders of the actuality of the missed shot and the existing proof of
avi itind

———

it and Be put S’cro@d to work on it and the Commission finally,” a=d fiore than a half
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Lt
year too late, got jJecracldng on it, thof %eiemed to as "the federales"

came and took his bes?{legatives!of that fluller\m%{;k ,c’m that curbstone, I was so fp€

fascinated by his first-person aor&unt of this so important an element in that so important

on S7ead ovent in our history, proof that & p cPresidential Commission was proceding

vith what it knoV was an enormous fraud in its "solution" of thatcrime, I forgot to

ask Dillard who he meant by the "federales". Yo did tcll me #at those negatives @

were not returned and he did pEkat we nake the print in this book for me from what he

said is his best remaining negativ‘e. Confirming mx ythat his best negatives

vers pone if the fact that the electrostatic copy he made of his picture as published

at the tome time of theessassination is J\.g,(‘earer thit a print he m.daf 'éom his best

remaining negative.

That Po:mer made no reference to what was publiched long before heﬁbegan his
personaly re}'its.ng of the history of that t.rrible mmm crive fpeaks for itself. What
was published in just these two books of uhich he Jmew makes his intent %o ;l:i.e =k
about this most basic of ewde#mdevidence obvious as he design with which he began.

The Tagues were the most considerate of hosts and the most Aelpfuf/{ihe I was their
guest for a weelke, It was b:fé_ chaotic than anyone coﬁd expect because that was

el pdwam o m%fr‘ Goug ey
the week James Earl Raynesca.ped from Tennessee's maximum-security jail, Brushy Mountain.
I had been his investigator. I condch_ed the investigatios for the habeas corpuse
proceding by mefins of wiich he got an evidentiary hearing. That was to determine whether
or not he would get the trial heéoéver Bisds I had then conducted the investigation for
tbose two weeks of h arings and, sitting at the cpunsel table during 'hhem,ébca.me known
to tho media as the case investigator. As a result, when Jimmy actually did escape from

pwel Lyw
that mountain fastness, vhat after bisibeing there often%_;mg believed wgs
close to impossible, %as the Tague's guests and their phone ftayed pretty busy with
&@::iked-up calls fron reporters all over the cecountrys.

There i no reason to believe that the Tagues were any less open, friendly and
helpful with Posner than they had been with me. There thus is not reason to believe that
Jim Tugue 2id not volunteer to him the story he told me that it is not peesiblaé

interpret as solid proof of a conspiracy to ldll JFK,

AL 4 B 153y b L LTI T 1 e e S TR T T 2 T
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See also the formerly TOP SECRET January 21, 1504 executive session transcript in Post

Hortem, pp. 475 £f)
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. . Fed so clearly elf:
e e T
L= (@espit iad his @ﬁ ce standard that "Testimony c ‘}oaer to the
2 and g ol

i1} radw

WZI:J: tlis makes it understandible that Ppsner would not want thatuin his book,
it also says that he kmew hio bouk was a fraud before hel;'i):é’ce a word, that he began
intendeing to perpetrate that fraud. I tell the story in Pout Mortem, where I have
manygreferences to Tague, what he asid and what I learned from hiy (Pages 5557, gﬂ 2
92, 120, 122, 268, 295-6, 306, X3 330,453-5, 459-60.)

Then, too, thers is -tﬁn%: excellent and informative affidavit I filed in that

— LA g g

lawsuit. &nd the begiffning of this mystery is amply in those volujles that Pesner invested
so nuch time m"ﬁ“uf@as;m(, their content and then indexing them,

H_:r, s%ly is noj.{ possible that Pgsner’ did not lmow about what he suppressed.

wrhat Al H
That whe® he Suppressed |is also in the FBI's interestcand should have been of in-

terest to those whoue trust he mposed upon :.>anr.1_ms he maée no mentior 2 in his book ds
that the FBI's predetermination that W missed shof Bat be 'xlmowledgegl_t has never
abandofhed and it wished upon the Commission to begin with. (In faceifle in Weskite
Whitewash, Pages 192-5) 295
T erf,u,aqﬂ

mystery, as first indi-ated by Wesley Iu.ebeler(when he deposed Tague, is
that the curbstone.: was patched when Oswald could not have done it and when nobody other
than a conspirator hus any interest in what that curbstobe patching meant.

/Mnd gven the scientific opinion that this cyubstone had been patched wgs in my
file labelled "czfibstone" in the "subject” files in vhich Posner spent most of his timo

when ‘lmwhﬂﬂe- _pasa - 71/ \Mﬂm“j_ ajé ’

i N —imceﬁ/hmm;‘,r no vords: Posner knew o3t of this from what he got from 1;-;' It is

also in the co urt records) in Togue's affidavit and in severnl of my Wem own, and
that, 'l'.aoj:asted as iy/fr“élﬂ by the advers:ry syt system and undenied by the government,

b

Posner igores pand suppressed.

An grtviles,
event must be given greater wiiteht weJ.ght" hné he depends on Yoz T992 interview?

When he had all that 1964 testiomony free? 1‘:1,]\ that 19_52 bock that brought thartestimony
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Thore are fascinating aspect of this intriguing history, he had at the least the
—
leads and knoiledge of the probabilities.jfhe could have had it all, end.Z if he did
i
not ask Tague vhat he lmew about it, unless Tague lmew he did notant it, there is 4e

reason to believe that Tague did not voluntter it.

Tt T b e A S e T R it
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and the then available related evidefne to light, and he hdd that?
This despite all the trcatment and photographs in Post Mprtem that he also had?
Depite all that emerged in the lawsuitss that lasted a decade and filled file-

cabinet drawers?

This, & scant single paragraph in @6’ gix hundred pages, wibh all that he ig-
nored at hand, and for what was no morc th na brief newspaper sest he took?m
days to intervieu Jin Tague?

That is what his om?!note (page “53) seys. It:equired both days for the content of
this single paragraph that ;Ao little and then fiothing that had not been in the papers
decades earlier?

Doss one wonder whether he could S‘&f.: cross a street without a boy schut
asgisting him?

Thig the outstanding, daring imrest:.gator who traced that bestial Wazi doctor,
lengele, bhemu through South America’ J\mohaa."beé jungles?

(t did he have a seeing-eye dof 9% otler help ~thenf fl’ﬁ 2

'3%’(7\ Anf 8 greet-hostory of Whith ho lmev and he coild hive-had, 1f it 1% was not

volunktered,’ ‘a first-pal ao\ ccount?

Or is it-can it possibly be, that not later thav January 19 and 20, 1992 he knew
without question that there had been a conspiracy to kill the President and he B'l:ill
went ahead and published this ronument to his unique capabilities that says, with all
that impressive endorsement and all that unprecedented international attention -
thmtxsays the exact opposite of what he had from other sources & ry:l‘.ght there in

(on some of it in the entire worl
£580% ¢ nin i6A tho best first-person sourceffo give him all the detadls?

That is investigating? & crime of this magnitude?

Wel},it is, Posner-style, fapparantly.

lg by eny chance, des'ite his boasted-of career as a "Wall Street lawyeg" he found
comprehenddn comprehcndijx the testimony too much for him, that same testimony of which
he et out o be and resezwtl himself as the world's greast au'hhontyy the testimony he

even indexed\/it wag simplified and drawn together for him in what he ha.d, Pugt lortem.
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d
There they were, just the two of them/ Tag[a and Liebeler, plus -the)ﬁ;cret-

keeping court reporter who tool it al! doun for §# verbatim transcription, beginning

at 3:15 p.me the afterncon of July 23, 1964,"in the office of the United $tates attorney"

in Dallas.(7H552-8, not a long depostion, cither) ILiebeler haﬂ gone over what had
appeared in the papers with Uague, that he Bl had been wounded slightly, then how his
minor\;{oﬁfl‘-m?% g he sare of it, then that there .';é’;?’ hort iod
P U v'before he as ware o ’ T short perio
in which Liebeler did not interrupt Tague. Tague then testified that the unnamed
deputy with whom Xié;ae—-wa]ked to the spot on impact, probably the late Buddy Walthers,
when the Deputy said, "Look 'é{;re here on the curb." and Tague thexl.said."Thare was a
mark quj:t:e obviously that was a bullet and it was very fresh. (Page 443) A policeman
oven sald that he @ seen something flying up from the curbstone. Thg%:ame the begin-
ning of the surprise. PO TICKEEESICIATITIETIE UTHE TR 0E
I une the offical published transcript in which Posner had iumersed himgelf for
his massive stugyy and indexing rather than my bringﬁ.ng% all together for easgre
eagier reading because Pq%er le cleal@y does not approve of my ‘bo#. Not¥ that his

-

reader can get the Vagues+ notion of what they arc or what they contain or do. In his

A
ten references to me he mg@cinns onc book, my first, once because he believes I §hould

have loved that woman—patesds ratient sercwing shifhk Hartogs as he did and once a

eé,ﬁeral comnentes But his djzpproval is elear, so I use the official tranuvcript. I quote

a little more than for the point I next make because it is informative and because we
return to it later as we le:rn mor: about W@ Posner went to &1l that cost and

trouble for so many of those two hundred interviews he mehadi

e T
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Mr, Lipserzr. Do you have any idea which bullet might have made that mark?

Mr. Tague. I would guess it was elther the second or third. I wouldn't say
definitely on which one.

Mr. LiepeLer. Did you hear any more shots after you felt yourself get hit In
the face?

Mr. Tague. 1 belleve I did.

Mr. Ligpecer. You think you did?

Mr, Tague. I belleve I did.

Mr. Lieperer. How many?

Mr. TAcue. I belleve that It was the second shot, so T heard the third shot
afterwards.

Mr. Lienerer, Did you hear three shots?

Mr, Tague, I heard three shots; yes sir. And I did notice the time on the
Hertz clock., It was 12:20.

Mr. Lieserer. That was about the time that you felt yourself struck?

Mr. Taoue. I just glanced. I mean I just stopped, got out of my car, and here
came the motoreade, I just happened upon the scene.

Mr. Lieserer. Now 1 understand that you went back there subsequently and
took some plctures of the area, isn't that right?

Mr, Taoue. Pardon?

Mr. LmneLer. I understand that you went back subsequently and took some
plctures of the area.

Mr. Tague. Yes; about a month ago.

Mr, LicserLer. With a motion plcture camera?

Mr.Taaur. Yes; I didn't know anybody knew about that.

Mr. Lieperer. I show you Baker Exhibit No. 1, and ask you If you took that
plcture.

Mr, Tagur. No; not to my knowledge.

Mr. Lizsprer. In point of fact, that picture was taken by another individual ;
I confused the picture taken by somebody else with the plcture I thought you lud
taken.

You, yourself did take plctures of the area about a month ago?

Mr. Tague. Yes; my wife and I were going to Indianapolis. This Is the home
of my parents. I was taking some pictures of the area to show to them. This

—- was the latter part of May.

Mr. Ligsgies. DId you look at the curb at that time to see if the mark was still
there? i

Mr. Tague Yes,

Mr, Lignergs, Was It still there?

Mr. Tacue. Not that T could tell.

Tague Was surprised that Liebelz-,-or anyone elsey kmew that he had returned to where
he became part of the cguntry's nis)ory Teye—ha that fateful day to take pictures so
he could show the. to IJ! perents when he went there on a planned vislt. Iiebeler

ue had ;’ )
never told him why he believed he had Taue'" picture. Tegue was sthll

: L .
pyzzled about‘w‘%%ﬁl was his guest for that weeks

I have geon no Comuission or FBI record with any reference to any pistursaﬁ
Tague took. So the myserty that remains is how anyone in eny official position kmew and
why Liebeler though that the FUI had made prints of it for the Commissions

The ke big and ignored nystery%hat the curbstone had been patchsd. g Aed?

o chap o e
Why would anyone vant to see to it that a smal ickeoF hole in curbst Thatalvays

have—shem :nd have them remain unpatched W—Gf—ﬁ*

We'll come to thate
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T here is no greater mrtain%mt Lee Harvey Osuald could not have been the pet’
curbstone patches!

ldicbeler is vague about the date TagueYéturnsd t0 take pictures. He told me he
gent there with an 8m eight millimeter home movie camera and that it was in May, 1964.

The, whaﬁcertamly Tague would natfhave kept secret from Posner after telling me
about it, his home was burglarized and the only thing he could becertain had been taken

was that reel of filml

,\'Tﬁatr[:c/; the best of his knowledge nobody lmeu he }}&d—othen-than’mhad
PoferTt-tu i, ekt qaguels

There was what could have 'beeﬁ considered of vnitJ:él 111"3:1_1:43 home. Hy’ﬁaa not, as in
records officials never expected to be public they sought to deprecate him as "a used
car salesman." Tague was, in fact, one of the ceuntry's highest-re.ted £ee auto fleet
galesman, asi I recall only four in the whole country ocutperforming hims

But nothing else was taken.

__ -Bef ore we get to what else is important, because I' ve commented that Posner found
use for only a single paragraph of those tbgé- deys IW of his Tague intérviews,examination
of some of whgt he wrote in that third of page can be illuminating.

H: gays that Tague when wounded slightly " wes s'l:and:l.nd; under the southern end of
the triple Underpass." Tague told me\,q\s he had testified, that he was to the wast of
that, near the southern er@b curb where C?Tlmerce, on the South, Main in the center
and Eindg;??‘tjché']'north funnel together to go through the undrpass as a singlﬁlstreet.

Posner seys that this spot "was in a straight line from the sniper's nesy." That,
obviously, would be as true throughm‘ uch of a one-hundred and eighty degziu'{f f:mlor from
that window. Dirty, dishcmest writing, Posner's own, unsourced. Posner considefed this
deception and misreprédentation s:i.gnji‘l':c:ant enough to have t'd.T WE_E';:I:I ways in that
single paragr#a aph.

Then citing no < Source, Posner says that it was a bullet "freguent" that had

struck the curb. If it was not, and of that there is no proof at all, oh that basis a

®lone, too, Posner has no book and there was on that basis alone a conspiracye
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So, what else could Posner say and still have a book?

He then quotes Tague as saying 06 that mi’s:éd _ﬁomi "I actually
‘;{ cunmot can't tell you vhich one. I could try to pick one, but‘-ﬁ‘hrough the years I
have "?)a;f.mtained accuracy. I don't know which onc hit me,” (Page 325)

Here is cither a fii:;‘t rate endorsement of Posner's proclaimed and ignored standard,

that the testimony closer to the event is the best, because, as we have alread y seen,
1

v defune
"eloser to the event," h'g{him Julf 1964 deposition of glmost thirty years m%or-—bo Pos- .
A'tud:!..e-j e ( aiwnuﬁ- e -"'fff - g "'"(:

ner's interview Tague qdld) under o%& vath that he Eﬁmimrﬂi? B&cond shot that)
hi%-him, Obviously, Posner's book cannot survive thatg 2ilhen !

The Jim Tague I lmew and liked impressed me as an honest man and I believed that
his carned reputation for honesty is what made him as successful a vehicle fleet
salesman as he vas. He may hav:fhude a mistake after all those years fut #lo m'tﬂ;g

think he dide If he did not meke misteke, then Bosner was untruthful in Wh¥Ehis

direct quotatifin of Tague. &8d onli B Posner can knov thet.

luch of the rest of this rema.rlw.bl? brief treatment of what ic & so vital in Posneri's
theory— and yed, it is all theory - ico devoted tu argument, some of it the most shocking

ﬁ reflection of ignorance from a supnoued world-class edpert:

i . Only a bullet fragment hit the concrete near
Tague, since when the FBI later performed a spectrographic
/ analysis on the curb, it showed “traces of lead with a trace of anti-
mony.”” The 6.6mm bullets used in Oswald's gun had full copper
| jackets (a meta] govering on a bullet, designed to increase its pen-

etration). Since there was no copper found on the curb, it meant
the fragment that struck was not jacketed. Agent Lyndal Shaney-
felt testified that the lead instead came from the bullet'g COFe. (b os 325-45)

ot being or claiming to, be a Posnerian mind reader I freely ackmorludge that

'fﬂi@ﬂw

theie is an alternative to @World-class ignorance. If Posner gprefers that, I have np

objection.
We'll come to more—en—ka% the actualities of that gpectrographic analysis

that is still another vital element of Posner's no-conspiracy theory and his vaunted
"golution" to the crime. The source he cites ifl F@yiﬂb Photographic Expert Lyndal L.

Shaneyfelt's Yommission testimony. zjat, by Posner's own standard as well as the standard

...... T et T Xt T Ko e M iyt
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)éore consulting what Shaneyfelt actually said and one of th?’remainmg selections from
Tague's testimony that Posner did not consider as voeful kexhimzedfxx é.s those two dmrs'“/
Aar interviews he encapsulted into a single paragrpah, we should bezr in mind¥ the paens

of praise we read earli ear,

This is another of the cndless statements that leave but two choices in examining
that Posner says. Doth may apply atb timég./ But if he kmew anything at all about that
kind of testimony by those kinds of experts, he would know that they never did or would
make that kind of statement.

If He lmew anything at all abput tho%s bulléts about ehezh which he writes as
though he were she-wostds-one of the woli's most eminent experts ,on that basis alone
he would have lmown that no ezpert could possibly make any such {g;ztement.

Even an intelligent and informed gun buff would know betiers.

The obvious alternative is that Posner did know and lied because he needed that
2/
He-to male his cd{e.

We'll have mors on this, but

e
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of all, even Wall Street mwje"f'ﬁ,'{:i not the best evidences If what Shineyfelt actually
told the Warren Commision has the meaning Posner gives it. The best evience came from
the man who did the actual testing, John F. CGallagher, That Posner did not want. It was
vith all my files on thatemse in the stenographic transcript of our gdeposition of ‘gﬂm in
Y %E/

that case. ¥ Gallagher did kmow what a bullet is made of, As Pgsner here reve. e
does nots

Posner's perenthetical explanation for hardened jackets on military ammunition, not

<
the only one he gives, those he doec give nc_aj:__ being cons@sitent either with each ot@er
that ——Geneva hA

other or with the pro‘lfisions of the(international agreement on this/ﬁ does not mention,

L
if ho lmows about it, that it is to "increase its penetraﬁg mExxx is cpnsistent with

the need of Pgsner's fabricatlon, hewevar, But the real reason, and the resecrch on this
nelotyeeds

was done for me at the £ entagon by a-ﬁﬁt(ﬁ{éln—rmﬂd.ng and very conservative friend, is
trtl;e make warfare a little more "humanitarian." The Jea jacket is to deter the bullet
becoming in effect a dumdum on impact, snd%?malm the most horrible wounds as it tears
its way through the body, spiraling more devastatingly as if # goes. The jacket is %o
dc“i:er that, not to increase the "penetration." F95:' war this also has another value. It
tales nobody out of combat to care for a corpse, but it can take the average of five men
out of action to care for a wounded man. Those are five men who cannot fight the army
that caused the wounda

':E?.s Posner 4+da follows with anothor of his absolutely nec-essary statemedfls of other
than fact:"Agent Shancylelt testified that the load Mcame from the bullet's

[ 192 326

core."_/I’d_?n/ot,have +o check Shaneyfelt's testimony to lmow he did not say anyt such th
thinge dnd why else would No Source Posner luave this without any source?

Thie reason is ampparent: he con have no source for that statement at allf’_, ggf;
consulbinahmt-he-actually séseid of @hat there-is-in-Tague! s"-‘eposition that Shx
Posner-did netconsider as useful to ldm in n romavikaste Work 1 of—his that no leas-
Mfuaﬁd Wise said, "If you read onlr one book on the assassination, let
it be this,"nad William Styrm}:‘jid, "Case Blosed has helpéd lay to rest one of the great

cultural and political scandals of our timeé'paad ’_c,ho eminent hostorian, Stephen Ambrose,

I S R T
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‘ '“‘( {f(:,ﬁii‘f

also on that eme Random House kast jacket szﬁ.d is a"model of historical research"
that "should be required rcading for anyone ruvieving any book on the Kenuedy 455a881=-
™~
.
nation," therc is-one other excorpt. Loz hat"clorrrto the-event!'-sworn—testimony-by

ngawmtioemﬂésﬁ—mi’osner's book even as a note - this testimony does not

—
L

" Sxist,-aco according_to Posner, und who cene blame-him!?-

@ Then also amon; the extraordinary endorsements of this "brulliant mebmodel of
histyoicel research," #ihis phhbsho—2" thoroughly documented,” this "brilliant and
meticu.‘ous" and "always conclusive Cose Closed methoflology that in devoting,?o:tdﬁf an

sue in which it ‘aﬂaed and paid for the use of some twenty pages U.Sellews and World

Qﬂport soid of Posner, \He just swecps away decades ofmt:h]?é\amical smoke, layer
>

by layer and builds an unshaksble case against JFK's killedr, " g? quoted M?:k Sirica

wLle w whged o
,{Ln"‘ITiw__s_(_lgy that in its September 16, 1993 issuevdevoted the cover of its Part 2 and
t&o inside pages to Poaﬁer andq h:i.s most wonderful of books.
Posner's theory, and it is no more than that, so basic to the entire bool,is that
'i:l'-).-e_ first shot is t'e onc that misseds Thus it can be understood that among the
readily available sources for which he had no suef use i#% Jim Tague and his sworm
Commiaalo'ﬂ/ te stimou.y‘ ;hs/in 1ac’:\:},is the very cloee closest "testminoy" to —:h;-/"the
event" and thus must ber h:ai'given ‘&= greater weight." ,.Only Posner's unique way of
giving it "great weight" is to pretend it does not exist at all, In all those pages
of his thiEck book it is not mentioned at alle
Licbe¥r was avguing with Tag about the source of the shots. In what I do not e
Tague can be said to be agreeing with him, that they all came from the TSBD buidding.
In the beginring of thics & seleetionhat iiebeler might mean by to Taguels left" and
"bacl" depends on what Liebe]:z was @reful not to ask Tague, which way he was locldng
at the inatant in question. But it 302;1 becomes apparent that what Tague was really
la

sa those shots came from is what to Posner is the infamﬁls Grassy “noll. And as

roaders may recall, that is Twke precisely what Zapruder told the Secret Servicel
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Mr. Liznerer, Immediately to your left, or toward the back? Of course, now
we have other evidence that would Indicate that the shots did come from
the Texas School Book Depository, but see If we can disregard that and de-
termine just what you heard when the shots were fired in the first place.

Mr. Tagur. To reenll everything Is almost impossible. Just an Impression
is all T recall, Is the fact that my first Impression was that up by the, whatever
you call the monument, or whatever It was——

Mr. Lieserer. Up above No, T?

Mr. Taaue. That somehody was throwing firecrackers up there, that the police

were running up there to =ee what wns going on, and this was my first Im-
‘ presslon. Somebodyr wns causing a disturbance, that somebody bad drawn
n gun and was shooting at the erowd, and the police were running up to it.
When I saw the people throwlng themselves on the ground Is when T realized
there was serlons trouble, and I belleve that was after the third shot was fired,

Mr. Lismrrer. Yonr impression of where the shots came from was much the
reault of the activity near No. 77

Mr. Tague. Not when I heard the shota.

Mr. Lienetee. Yon thought they had come from the area between Nos. 7 and 57

Mr. Taaue. I belleve they came from up In here.

Mr. LienmLer. Back In the area”("?

Mr, Tacun. Right. Al
Mr, Lienrrer, Behind the concrete monument here between Nos. 5 and 7, F s @0 j
townrd the general area of “0"7 ‘ | wh

Mr, Taoun, Yes.

' /
Among Tague's identification gf the “ragsy $noll as _the source of the siots #s that
olice Thel oo vwrhire They oid At tro .
"the B3i were running up to" wheTe ) came froml Those "concrete mendnents"

were also on that knoll, well past the westernmnost end of the shed-type separate bt
from which

PG building that itself is we st of the main TSED buik ding ¥Rm% Foser and the
L ~

govermuerid g say that Ogvald fired all those shots from its easternmost windows

* back now, with those above—qud'ﬂl/i'.:ed encomiums in mind, that that unsourced statement
~
= - —

Posner says is what Shmeyfél-t & suore to.

Because L kmew that imocentlymut not necessarily always the case testi-
mony can be altered before publication, long before Po:-.ner! whether alone or not, saw the
enormous potential of an Oliver Stene caper from the other side, in my own cheching, I
went to the troublo amd cxpense § of getting the o;:ginal. unedited sten;g:fp‘?i trodn-
L.;gnji.pt of ﬁh.meyfel‘a’s Commigsion testimony. Wha‘t(f\?;.lowa is all of pagejdr")’ﬂof that
gtenographic transcript except the first %‘M,ﬁoﬁ‘ the triple underpass." He has

been tetifying to his removal of tlmt}xsétion of cwbstone to take to the FBL Lab
for the FBI's most expert treatment. I;;Ls description of that curbstone is as he found
it “het day, dugust 5, 1964f « What we comparc this with is what Posner says that

 '\on the curbstone
Shaney testilied to, "ﬂmt‘ﬁmf@adﬁﬂ:’tead came from that /lfullet's core:
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' ot'.her source having the same composit.lon.

been made by the firat 'mpact. of ahlgh velocity rifle bullet.

L
s L -

of the trlple u(..e:-pass. It vas cut out: u( er my superviaion,
and I personally returncd it to the FBI labor-ator-y. ' In the FBI
labor'at.ory 1t was erenined fov the D-I.‘GJGI‘]CC’. of -any ror-ei.c_r.n mater-lal.

“lr. Redlich. For the vecord, the results of this mvestisa-.'-

tion have been summarized in a eommun.;cat:ion from Director Hoover

to Mr., Rankln, dated Mugust 12, 1964, and designated now as the :

Shaneylelt Exhibit No. 27, 1s that correct, Mr. Qianeyfelt? . .

=
Rty

Mr. Chaneyfelt. That 1s corg}ect. % “s o
- A Ty P ¢
Zxamination of the mark on the curbing in the laboratory = = = 3

resulted in the finding of forelipgn metal smears adhering to the v

curbing section within the area of the mark. These metal smears : .= »‘r’
were spectographically detevmined to be essentlially lead wltli a - : 3
trace of antimony. No c0pper was found. C y . Y

The lead could have oz-ig:l.nnted from the lead core of a mut:.-'
Igi;ed metal-Jacketed bullet such as the type of bullet loaded mtq
the 5.5 millimeter Mannlicher Carcano cariridges, or trom.aoma

V -

The absence of copper J.)recludea the ponslblli.ty that ‘the mark

on the curbing section was made by an unmutilated military full - o 3

metal-jacketed bullet such as the bullet from Governor Connally's .

-glre LC]’K-’!‘- . ~ ! - . ) . ;:

The domage to'the curbing mmld have been much mor-e'éxt:ensiva J s

11' L rifle bullet had struck i.he curb.'mg without firat hav:l.n:; . O

=

N 2

LI BT

atruck some other ob,jecl.. 'I'nererore, this mark could not ha\' o i

Lo
i

b T M,
S _‘-_r?‘
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tion of any of the curbing having been removed, byt rather it 1.5

- Ty =

Sl : (: w ' "() 44 .

Mr. Redlich. Based on your exam:.n g lon or the mark on the
curb, can you tell us whether the marlr. vhich ue have been rerer-ring
to. 15 a nick on the curb, that is, has a plece of the curb 'been '
chipped auay, or 18 1% instead a simple marking of lead? . b

Mpr, Chaneyfelt. Yes, Tt 1s not a chip. There 18 no’ 1n<i1ca- g

g - aty

a deposlt of lead on the surface of the curbing thab has gi\ren : .‘{3
the appearance of a mari. oA _ R ; B ‘
It was dlso L T, P e study of the’ AN
curbing that the 1uad object that struclk the ourb!.ng, thal: oansed B ‘,;
the mark, was moving‘. in a genera.l directlon amay from the Texas ' 1;
School Book Depository building. “
Mr. Tedlich. In connectlon with this investization into the

microscople characterlstics of thc mark, & photograph was prepared

which is designated as Thaneyfelt Zxhibit No. 35. W1ll you desribe )

that photost'anh? ‘ : . . | |
(The photograph refered to was marked Shaneyfelt I‘.xhlblt No.

-

35 for identification.)

Mr. Choneyfelt. Yes. Shoneyfelt Exhibit No. 35 is a color
‘ ) —

photograph that I mede of the mark on t.he curbing, which is

maneyfelt I:xhj.bj.t No. 34 This 1s magn.‘u'ied gbout five. times," i

and shous on:l.,v the maried area. There ls o red area in the lover

left covner marked A which designates the point of initial Impact, _‘,;
ond the lead deposit is then sprayed out in a fan-like direction
from that at'r;:i. . v o i
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Joukt

Oyvicusly, Shancyfelt not only did poi say what Ho Spizee Posner attributed to him,
he was ouste careful not to say that. ¥ His testimony was also limited to a curbstone
that had no "nick" or "hole" in it. Thdre is no_gecret alout the fact $hat it was

in some mysterious way patched before Tague vent to photograph it in Hay ,1964, 4
F— - — h il
Shane;folt's testimony io IindSded—to—sbe spe second-hand or more ddstant from hsm
o fT ke _rta e
testing and that waz limided to "foreim/metrl sﬁars." 4 ic those "gmears" that the

(4]
1b tested in this ghastly charade of police work of science, ox%‘ficinb investigations.
1 It is of them y
If +hem and of them only, not the imp:ct of either a bullt or a fragment of a bullet,

that Shaneyfelt gave his hearsay testimony when the man who did the testing was nearby if

a ybody want Wwhat the courts recquire, firmd testimony. Shaneyfelt gave the following
of the

descriptiion= result of that "test" that Yohn F. Gallagher made:

"determined to be essentially lecad with a trace of antimony."

Of “the origin Sheneyfelt testified not, as Posenr represents, that it cgme from the
W /M»MW fealif il
core of the bubbet urdens with even more magic than the government ‘did

"the lead gould have originated from the lead core of g mutilated metal-jacketed bullet

The emphasis ia is%ded and the convoluted language is Shaneyfelt's. )
: - o have
Although there was no question about it at all the curbstone had at the leadt lbé'é'n
chipped, Shansyfelt testified that what he had dug up and tested "Is not a chip." He
added,his conwoluted longunge again, "There is no indication of any of the curbing(sic)
having been removed, but rather isﬁt is a\%posit of lead on the surface of the chbing
that has given the appearance of a mark."
and if
Althorrh he testifed, , that Wihe objoct” that "caused the mark, was ,, ¥ .
i = Fhia 1o WX om T Lok prene Thay wdliere fie "W,ﬂg"_‘ﬂ
dofing in a general direction avay £ ron E8a Texas SchooL ook Depository Dillding." | W ysit

When Shaneyfelt had that section of curbstone dug up he knew that there had been

a gchip in it and he had it dug up nonethelesss. There is no reason to believe that the

ol
vaunted FEI kmew that self-healing curbstoned had been invented and|ere in use in Dallas

There is no innocence in this for anyone involved in the investigation,as there
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(l'fie FDI had no monoply on delays and creating ew?\i:‘aaive records. Rankin. although
he very obviously had been in touch with the FBI much euhem the FBI's
records reflect, did not get aroum’* to sending the I’Bl_mBaréfoot s?.f;f'.::';)
letter following his being cued in by Dillard until "‘uly 16! His liﬁ:&r to Hoover says,
without any explanation of any kind, that he encloses the letter Sanders' asusistant,
gart!m Jle Stroud, "also enclosing the £ilm vroferred to in this letter." He also asked that
the FBI "examine this film and advise us whether it contains any additipnal informa—
tion of p:.-obntivm value in connec lion with the assascination of President
“ennedy," TFor all amjone\éanﬁ.ning these records later conld tell Rankin wax
coyld hove been interested in whether Kennedy had eaten something that gave him a
bellyache and that a=8e copies of the gﬁm and of the restauarant had been sent to him.
Is it not necessary to wonder when bureaucrats ‘.11@6 to all this kind of troulle to}de'e
to it that their corresponsdence can mecn nothing at all to @a anyone else they have
a reason for 11? Ranidn had, after all, been the government's lawyer for eight pears.

As soliticor general of th: United States ho ¥ romsessmtesd represented the United
Stat.s bulors the Supreme Courte Before which he surely Cﬁ.ara no such goobledegoock!
But when he was in churge of#'l:he Pommiamion' sﬁinve.:'tlgafion of hou Kennedy wus killed,

(}pe i‘ou.nd lfappropriate for his incomprehensible gobbledegook.)
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The FBI'ds file number for “his Oswald file is 105-82555. Within that large file, this
part of that testing is Scrial #% 4G68K. Tfe Tide dravers will reflect the serials
cach holdn and the file folders identify th sevials within each section, a single

Section or cvolume being in individual foldefs.
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After what I quotﬁ/m etuils the othgr mmiwrezxEhareyfis

—
&pictures that rere ta.lmﬁ- to 'a._e it appesr that the ori.g/‘lnal inpact originated in that

so—called " /ﬂsnipr s den" in tho TSED.
Germbelring, while lose direct thah he could add should have been, a@® made the as
——  cariae A
ags-covering record that his ofiice in not respondible for the lmmx fgim charade is
report:h.ﬂgr{ that there had been a "nick" on the curbstone and that when Shaneyfelt had
the eity of Dallas dig thatesction up for him for him to fly to his lab for its
ééinployment o' the most advanced science ; testing, the nick was no long:r there,
A’mong the other FBI records in that "Curbstone" file th.atutg,b of no interedt to
Posner-with th: alternative no comfort to him- is the Y"Laboratory Work Sheet" It
reflects, among other thingm of interest, the great dispatch with which the FBI rusheds,
7@t aftor the printed "Examination requested by" line ?rhﬂ- typed onflesat, “ﬁgesidant‘s
) Commi;siun (7-7-64)" which is only - -month arlier. :?'5".{ X
y g:i; "Examinations—;é"'requestea" iff typed Photographic-Smmetrmgrapitc Microscopic—

Firearus, the latteY”on the 1lind be¥ews bolow. U is enclireled, reflecting that the

cop)} is from that part of the lab.Abive "llcroscupic" "SPectrographic" is writtid in,

The "Jate received” is B-6-64. After “Hxamination by" gnly Shaneyfelt is typed in and
under his nasz'szier“ is written in. Thus there is o) this first page no identilication
of the spectrogrepher. That was Gallagher. ;@(c;r thooe who may wont to examine further

into this long-delayed but first-day vital examination in my records, in the FBI headgquar—
ters "main" Oswlld Oswald file. in the FBI's official file classifications list a
"security-related" classification, #m it is "Foreign Counterintelligence" with "formerly

Internal Security" of"nationalistic Tendency" among the other descriptions of it.)

deEA 7

Thin page also has space at the bobtom for comuents to h& dded. Iidie under "Specimen
submitted for examination.” usder it i: typed, "Request for location mf ancﬂ xamination
of mark on curbing a_i assagsination site." The copy disclozed to mewkﬂgade less under-
standabl= by repeated xero:d_ngémd The size of I'r'azn.el '8 writing diminishing as he nea;d

the end of th- s;‘)‘ce wvailable to him, i@/An soue pltceﬂﬁl.ot legible at all,

mw
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Vhere what i;f‘azinr. the firearms, not the spectrographic expert,wrote is legible,
he does say that the results of the test, seemingly the encircled "firearms" examination
T v tohat Lo
but aclually the spectrogrephic examination, he—is—specific—in—stating—that—hathe
.—-——'—"Jc
refers to as a "minor distirbance" bm=%ko on the cyem "wurb" at its "edge,i meaning the
#f curved edgo between the horizontal and vertical surfnces)qﬁ have been caused ycitim
"!{
by "the core portion of a uetal,éacl;eted bullet" like those allegedly used in the crime.
But imuodiately after that he also gives as the possible cause, "a (sic) automobile
wall'e;ht or some other source of lead."
This a lie and it is a lie of such a nature that Fyazior had to be sure there would
not be any questioning of it.
In another version that I printed in facsimile in Pogt Mortem (page 458) in very

legible handrwriting the results of the Jarrel-dsh type of spectrogryehic analysis

are suid to disclose the result to be "essentially lead with a trace of antimony."

Iflwn;,ith the capability of that trsting to shfw parts per million, fofthat area tested
t6 have c(;me from anythiﬁg at all it had tol}‘:e "ee:‘mntiglly 1 .04 with a trace of anti-
syt Wl dat | Excpd o fnat itnd vlly,

For it to have coma—ﬁcom the core of a bullet, it has to have reveuled oh the test
all the componets of that lead core.

Superscholar Posner makes no reference to the other cowponets of that bullet,

That no doubt is because iN another of these -E:ast results that are also in &dh&ﬂ%

w. faesimile, #fin Gallagher's handwriting, he has a et columAn for each of those ten \

components ol ‘l'.&at bullet! &Pﬁﬂ Lortem, pages 449) }Lfd‘M "W "“/W mC'I -

On the Frn:-’ie};‘aorlzsheet quoted above, ~lon;side his drawing of the curbstcbe sect?ion

_Bhowing that the portion tested was o tho bend, with a line to the right and to his

writing begins, "Partly dised rnable smoothing off -no gx‘(gve or vasb visible" and then
wh&t’_jnﬂ::’irs not legible but may refer to another form of mechanical :IMju.ry or marking
appearsa

That "smoothing off" is sor.mthinﬂ“.’lmagine a "firearms expert" ezamining a section

of concrete curbstone that was lmown to hade h ad a ballistics impact on it and that -
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ballistic impoct merely smoothed the concrete out more that it was when manufactured!

There is no question at all of what happened and as I :set forth throughout ihet
Pogt M@rtenm Part IV) withot a prep from the FBI then, since then, now more thin a dozen
yrars, or at any point for the dmmmam many years that test-result lawsuits was in
court, where I allege! it under mxn oath: 'I;}Et cyl':lfj;one vas piaigll_edl

This i'_f:'%i%ible in the picghfurd. I firet published them in Pat Hortem on pages
608uand 6U9. On the left-hand page’ are the Underwood and Dillard pictures as of the
time of the ssassination and on the righi-hand pagep is a piediur picture of that
curbstone vection as it 1s in the Archives, thic picture taken for me there. There is
also an enlargement of that "smoothed—off" section. It is not only much smoother to
sight anfi to touch, it is distinctly darker in shade,

A lphe SHro

If this was more than me ely visible to m&{ is there any doubt that the FBI, meening
all the many involvad in 'I:I‘iis char: de in th FBI, including that ass—covering Gember—
ling in Dallas, had to m}?-: even better than I.

~ “When I, a non-expert, was certain this was the case on réadinz; Shaneyfelt's evasions
a% impossible testimony relating to any L:td. of bullet or bullet-f¥agment impact, were
not all thoue FBI hotshots ever more aware of it, more positive L?J:Lhaf theiy“’educat;‘.un,
{r Thim=~ all sf Thar= o kage. TN
training and experience I did not have ;

Ouzht not all thoséﬂarren Commission counsels, especially the former assistant
disttict attorney of Bh:l.luclelphia, Arlen Specter, whose area of the Commission's wark
this was, have had at the very least a suspleion?

Hot one said a word and among those who parlayed their Commission careers into
professional ndvancementg, Specter advanced until he is and has been a Senator from
Pennsylvania. , 2 Lt

ﬁﬁf; conbined in that awful crime of silemce When mem ought ory outl

v

Unlike the Posners who cringe at the mere thought of admitting that anybody had

done any prior work in the area ol' their wri‘l:ing"l ené_'!:oumge others to use mine and

\ k
I camot remenber askdng to be credited a single time, Lhus when J‘*emr_y Hurt, a ;}aders

W,
“igest rovin ' editor, a fine writer, an authentic conservative and a sou‘bhe;gentlemen 4
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L

of the old school, wroto Regsonable ‘mmmkx “oubt (New York Hold Reinhart; and Vinston,
1985) I gave him a free peer review of the manuscript as he\gota ite I urged him to carry
my work on this evidence forward with what his publisher could afford and I could not,
an fexamination ofigk that piece of curbing restinz in the Archives.
When e deposed John Kilty, another lLab agent in that FOIA lawsuitd for the test
Mesults and tho Bu%ﬁonmL; turned to whether any test had been performed to deter—

wine whether therc wes a patch, he gave us some’frea advice in his answver:

4)/ What

you want to do is have a building -~ material 3c1entis? look
at that. Different kinds of cc;ncrete that are used. They
can tell the difference between a patching material and a

permanent material. It's not a very difficult thing but you

wouldn'*t use activation analysis to show it is different.

— Renenbering this T encouraged Henry and he took the FBI's professional advice, the
sdvice of its Pamous laboratory. He did engagal such 4 ¥rimxfirm and under date of
Hareh 17,1985 it reported to Henry's research assistant and fact-checker, ias:i. lMalelki.
His "purpose" of his 1~ﬁ.—-rch 10 examination was "to look for externmal signs vhich might
indicate that the concrete curbstone had been patched,"

Waturally, Specter et al including Posner saw no such need, After all, it was

) # - FBI 1l
mBrely the a—s aseassination of an American President they uang/mvestigating and
part of thcir responsibilities was to determine whether or not there had been a con-
spiracy. Covaldf,long desd, had never had a free monfent for patching that curbstone.
Who had the motive to hide the e¥idence that"chip" and also described as a "ga scar" held?!
tba.t—-ﬁ’{i; one and only thing .ccomplished by patching that innocent cur‘ba‘bon?‘“% make
it impossible to recover the metal deposits t.nd analyze them scientifically. o that
have—beerdorm Lo hid'l_'._f.orever the traces of one of those bulléts atifibuted td Oswald¥®
S viind v s . B iz

Oz-wae-the onljpurpese possib,e[lgfd? hide forcveter the tee—unigwe characteristics

of a bullet other than the one attributed to Oswaldf.

B! -
~ Dere are excerpts from the report bffhe(fé'cummended professioonal examination:

TR



At the center of the concrete curb section, on the vertical face just
below the curbed transition between the horizontal and vertical surfaces,
there was a dark gray spot. The dark spot-had fairly well-defined bound-
aries, so that it stood out visually from the surrounding concrete surface.
The spot was roughly ellipsoidal in shape, approximately 1/2 in. by

3/4 in. in principal dimensions.

The surfaces of the curb which would normally have been exposed in service
were visually examined with the aid of a 10X illuminated magnifier,

with special attention given to the dark spot. It is significant to

note that no other areas of any size were found anywhere on these sur-
faces with characteristics similar to those of the dark spot. These
characteristics are described below. '

The most obvious characteristic of the dark spot was the difference

in color. The boundaries of the darker area were as well defined under
the 10X magnifier as they were to the unaided eye. It is considered
probable that the difference in color is. due to the cement paste; however,
the possibility of a surface-induced stain cannot be ruled out. ' v

Because the examination was limitod to that cyibstoness examined that day, this is

a proper prq{esgignasfaution. But with there having been a visible damage, & "scar" s

n 4 0

i N
or a “nick,};that only a patchsa can xplain it is obvious.

Another difference was noted in the color of the sand grains. The sand
— 'grains in the surrounding concrete surface were predominantly semi-translucent
- light gray in color, but there was also a significant amount of light brown
sand grains. The dark spot contained only semi-translucent light gray .
sand grains. It is possible that the difference in sand color may be s
due to a different kind of concrete; 1.e., a pateh, existing in the
dark spot area. However, given the ratio of light gray sand grains
to light brown sand grains in the surrounding concrete surface, and
the relatively small size of the dark spot area, it is also possible
that the difference in color of sand grains may be explained in terms
of the statistical variations in the distribution of sand grains through- v

out the concrete mass.

The upper edge of “the dark spot appeared to show marks of some sand

grains having been dislodged along the boundary between the dark spot

and the surrounding concrete area. This is consistent with the relatively
weaker zones that normally occur in the thin, or "feathered", edges

of a surface patch. Again, however, the dislodgement of sand grains

could be due to other causes. . )

In summary, the dark spot shows visual characteristics which are signif-
jeantly different from those of the surrounding concrete surface.

While any one of the differences, by itself, could be easily explained
in terms other than a patch, the simultaneous occurrence of those dif-
ferences would amount to a rather curious coincidence of characteristics.
But the existence of a surface patch would also be consistent with énd“
explain all of the observed differences.
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Becauae there had been the very visibile mochanical damage at precisely that point
there #'wa vas no quostion remaining after the examination by a professional engincer o
Irom "Y;-eupocted firm of enginvers. Not having the evidence of the damage before him, to

eltminate any possible douiﬂ:y he ecommended

that a more detailed visual
examination, using techniques of microscopic petrography, be conducted to
gain more conclusive information regarding the cement paste, the sand grains
and the surface coloration. :

"Cement paste" is not 'hat curbstones are cast of.

What the FBI coqﬂﬁk tell me to do to dete mine the obvﬁézs ##0 professionally
umf}:sx‘;iun‘cifically it did not do for itself or the for the éoidn country, nabutall
naturallyiits founding dircetor already having had his vision from above and knowm
before any invectigation at all that Qﬁﬁald was the ssassin# and the lone ta.s:sels.s*.i:fl..ﬂ"":r
ad set fron in some detail in NEVER AGATIN! +hat is being prepared for publication
as I write this,

(and with the unaided eye-not even a magnifyib; glass, it is that obvious-
~— - Vhat with impaired vision/I coudd and did se&fwas not visible to those upverdly
moﬁila Commission"i;;E;i;;é-ﬂiegal eagles, Specter aﬂvgll the others,

T‘E;ia is the way %rime was invectigated.

This is vhat left a fortune to be whored, what so disquieted and disenchanted am .
~tham
s0 many, so many of w§?3m1wﬁ;;"not yet born.

This is what mpde it pousible for the President be consigned to hiarory with the
dubious epitaph of a &3@s dishonest non—iﬁ&estigation thatlwas official decided upon
vir'bua“::,r the i-.;sgnt Ozwakd diedﬁ} as 'ae’fiocumentad in NEVER AGATHN!
The engineering report, too, was in the "Curbstone" file Posner sither di. not look
at or loolk.d é: and ignora¢hﬁﬁiﬂi&wra full menth after his two doys with 1'is\.ts_;'l:la.
4

A
and this is, too,/;ﬂy'one of the reasoy Posner and his ilk should be consigned

the hos’l"f::ry's refuse he:ps.
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