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From time to time, partbuularly when he is.writing about “rtew 1:e§J results,
shooting, how bullets Mehave and what they can, he tlinks, do, I wondeTd¥ how much
Posner understocd of what he was told by otheré. Tor ezample, as he continue to argue
a really stupid mse about that missed shot, ignorant of the facts, as what he says
discloses » and this reflects that he never had any scholarly interest or even
ap@-oach ~ he says of the Commission and the FBL, that "the FBI did not even get a
sample of the curbstone until...July 1964."

Tt was, as we have secn, Augmst. But what use did anyone have for "a sample of the
curbstone?" (P:ge 325)

and dedicated

While with Posner there is always the alternative of his thorough/dishonesty and
a folir for saying enything at all that seems to buttress his formalajease that has
no real substance at all, he continues to pretend that lead and antimony recovery means
a bullet core and nothing else uhen it does not menn a bullet core at all, as we have
Jjust seen,"Only a bulleg‘ frogment hit the conc(ﬁ'ete near 'l‘ague. since when the FEI later
performed a spectrographic analysis on the curb, it showedmﬁ, and he does not even

zet the quote correct,{"traces of lead with a trace of antimony." For this he cites
what I quoted above, Shaneyfelt's Qommission testimony.f The first "traces" fin this quote
is Posner's unsfientitic addition.

Posner is so grossly ignorant of the simple and readily available-éct, as it is
in those Commission volumes@%e said hlu}{'ead;‘g; of them alone did not sufficer/ he had to
index them too. John ¥, Gallagher was the FBI's apec-j:rographer, not Shanesyfelt, who
was the photographic expert. Or Frazier, who was the firearms expertes L & What S&lnefelt

W Wit b e St ke
@4 did i@ give hearsay testimony for hisflab mate,[quite available ush:mgton\ﬂ' he
tiw witness. For all the gxlT sypume attention Posner gives to this argument based on
the TBI's spectrogrnmic dxamination, ho v.:lboe.. no_t eve: :}ntz.on Gallagher's name in all

his gix hundred pages. And when he had 'the} mere/fragem'ba— of Gallagher's report that

survives, if any more even existed, and it was before him in bGgllagher's own writing

in Post lortem ; and where Posner would have appeared a bit less an ignoramus, a fool



In terms of Posner's new contribution to assassination mythology, that it was
a tree branch or 'E:uie; or even it: trunk that hio Mrpigsed" bullet hit first, when it was

o turn shar pl
both persuaded %o shed its jacket and then dSweried, Dboth horizontally and vertically,.—
my what a z:g_ail_ymm?i:hg magical tree, too, Posner has invented to so direct his magic
fragment of his magicaj bullet! A tree that in the word of the poem, locia‘ks at God all
o

that that much close@ to heaven, growing that high in the air M’@y Plaza!

How his bullet got that far te the west of the seene of the crime o be redirected

to Iw Posner'd curbstone to be able to smenr the hell out of it from the west, Posner
!

doe:;ﬁot tell us., That is the way ¢t is with world-class magicians, they do have and keep
pexgx their little secrets,

Well, it cannot be exclusively Posner's secret, The I'DI has to have been in mh
on itu -

Confronted by all this most powerful msgic I suppose it would be silly tp note

an wm A A
that at that augﬁ%n&y twenty feet east of the triple underpass ‘l:ha{cfifagnant of
P[J’J'f“" V,...\)bvvf'a

Posner, in the actual words of that Gallagher FBI report in which he prefesses such
unbounded faith, that bullet ffagment would also have had to make its somehow magical
Pogner way throush the wmassive steel and concrete structure, that now magical, too,
triiple underpass.

Move aside, Hans Christian Anderson. You too, Grimm bréthers. Yes, you, too, Baron

Hunchausen and Mother Gobse. Gerald Posner has arrived!

the very most magical of
o mere magic bullet for him! Ho, indeed! He lmsm

brenches and twigs and trunk; a magical bullet fragment$ (which so briedf b briefly in the
udhalpss Y

air vawm @ble to shed most of the elemitns that originally made it up) the most remarkable
of magic powers)) and a magical triple underpass. And should we also acknowledge, the
most magical of FBI Laboratories?

i i
Was there ever a Houdini like Gerald Posnerto command uch unheard of magic?



or a liar just making it uﬁ_—

[=X
o s Pooner makes it up as he things helps his argument. In fazt,

Gallagher having @& survived in the FBI and retired when I deposed hi is was a
P.ﬁ i ik

slightly better ass covering. Ilis words, that Posner would have seen fon Page 458 if

cAreasn
he had not preferred himself as the -.:pectrog,:‘aph:.c scientist, are careful/figt to say

that the he¥Zat im imagined bullet core consisted of tm/ two elements only. Whet he,

not Shaneyfelt or Podner said; hi & first words cover the ass"i"émall foreign metal

5
smears emphasize the plural, meana.ne, othez metals wezﬂg_uggﬂ were run spectrographically

fJarrell-Ash}. and found to be gssentially lead ﬂnot JuS‘t Posner B “trace" of leﬁiﬁ/

with a ttace of an‘h_mony."‘l’ vl That T o

Gallagher's "attached" chart for the alleged "location" og that "smear" in what
had been the bullet hole, say the exact opposite of whit Posner says about the direction
Af his imagined ffagment, the FBI's imagined "smear" source: It was the opposite of
H wWios v LE VR the
from that sniper window, fex #He right br(ﬂeaf‘ not from the east,
Even if this were not the case, s Posner would have seen if instead of nﬁb.n it l“??

U
when he lasked the knowledge caé/ the competence ,/ﬁe had locked at Page 458 of the Post

liortem he has, Gallagher gave emev the downward angle ol that
that "smear; "33 ?41'0:\1 the right, or west.

1t does not take any knowledge of advamt/ed mathematics to know that if you carry

vt P N gAd,

a ‘bh\:grty-fdegree angle backwa.rs for that writing-course begigning of treatment of
this whole think (on Page 324), "Five hundred and tuenty feet from thse\epository i=
vhere he ays the imp.ct was, the shooter would have beerfmll up E.a.ta/ the sky, not that
sixty feet up on the sixth floor. s/ A M

ir Poaner had been any more than a poseur, if he had loockad at the records of the

ek that should have existed and wh&sh
lawsuit in vhich I sought this evidefice; which was not given to the G ommiscion by the
M
FBI, he would have known that the few handrwitten words e.bmle about that little dlart
ig, supposedl¥, all there ever was, That, of course, is ridiculous. / ﬁat test, as we have
At o s i fud.

alreadyrecn, did identify thode ten elements ,/iamd Fh: FBIL learned much more from its

chirade than it manted knowne But if there had been z the slightest .tnue.e trace of



of sciolar or scholar's interest in Pcsner and if he did not want to take the scholarly
Emf’h‘t—nihh fige U_.&_'i) aphs
time to go over all that lawsuit file hold:, he could have o ‘ad he 0 paragromiss
of the government's caﬁun.: or . dmission, becouse it is both, toerplain its inability
to come up w;ty anythigg that cee=2 could be\ﬂled the remlsts of spectrogroalic
f
testic(t/ 1t actually s;,a‘bed B under oath to that court that the few scﬁps of paper I
was given "is the notes and results of thi: test." Emphasis the government's and it
P.

is a deliberate lie, an obvsious one, tu. And all this of no interest to as dedicated a

ond g Diran end qu“r““l/‘*‘—
scholar as Posner E‘épreaentl himee2® as being?

Spectrographic examination hegins with the\g%of a tiny specimen, as 1littl as
a™
aﬁl]imeter of it, as Gallagher testiféed when ¥ we deposed him, or of "postage-
stamp weight," with the flame ERen being photographed. It is in the/mmlyﬁis of the

P

flame that the substance tested is analyzed. In a’l:.ttle ,as a go—s‘imgle part in a
million tlis test mkmkme picks up all fomponents of the material testeds So Gallagher

had, in add:J:.on to higs notes that do not Jlx:i.st -1£‘ he really made any - notes that

1’ r’ r, Rt A ) ;.‘ ,‘1;’ s —__)
e
should identify ee»zh?;? e ten “the ten elementsof & bullet) was either a bullet or
IJLAJALJ_’,}ié’\ Wi

any tiny part of bne ‘Taﬂé:-the—?hbe-ﬂhﬁ-}& of his little fire.

Whm}it vl came Jr:o explaining the absence of that thin film, in that case on
a ‘chin# glass, the FBI, careful not to swear to it, said that it must hsve been dis-
zegr carded to\st.ve space!. I the vastness of those FBI files that thin test resmlt
wou.kd have been immeasureable less than one pert per miss m:.lhon. kn! its destruction

%,’j A i T =

was prc&Tu ded by w nd regulation, as w:].thout%a!&aaet"’ﬁy the government I told
the cofrt in that case.

If as he obviously never did, Posner had had any genuine, any sincere interest

[ Ay -}
in vhat Mithout shame be called an inves/:‘.ga tion, this was an obvious beginning point
because itadds to the proof that the é=me damage to the curbsatone was pa,.cﬁled to make
Bl

it mposun.beﬁ. to retrieve bullet trnces to be analyzed., Why in the world, = real
scholar or inveatiga'bor should have asked, would anyone patch that surbstonc &# and the
'BI cover%p, with the cord;laicm of the Commigsion and its layers and then of the

Department of Justice and Federal District Yourt Judge John Pratt?



Posner's kdller chapter ldlls his(bock in any competent examination of it. His
ignorance of the bisic fact ¢f the asscasination, ot his contempt for that fact, or

! ' e m\_fvhf‘m.b
his déshonesty, or hes own invention of it —whatover explains £ it - fcbook could be

AT

wiitten abput pt‘%':;l ‘ideniity to fact lc;‘f/ju.st thic long chapter of his. Instead of taldng
book-length to expose it, let us just touch lightly c;;lt:some of whot remaing in ite

Referring to what Posner says was\('?s.mage to the President's spine fom the bullet
he says “enter;i thecjasa of his neck." Posmer says it was his pal in prgjudicel and

, . .

political bedmafh:t;%;.—g_t;hn Latiimer, "who firct discovered this."lfegex in 1979 2.
(page 328),This Fise falie as anyone vith a smidgeon of subject-mmater Hpouledge would
know from ;vriow; sources, If the vword "discovery" is appropriate,ds I think it is not
because wnevitably, fmy in the government had to have known it, I ddscovered i, That
vas betdeen midnicht and three a.m, the Fwmeda Friday early morming in January, 1969 of
th: weeke befpre the jury in GaI'I‘iSor}lﬁS Clay Shaw trial was chosen. ,Aa reported above,
Garricon had filed suit for certain specifiexd evidence to be shown to that ju:L;gHThe
op;iosite of Pocner's reporting of it, Garrsion h ad won and thyn abandonned his own
case a8 a CIA plot sgminst him., Before that insanity I was the expert used by hks

¢ N el
lavpers. The goig‘rmmn’c attached the until—then]ﬁecret re¢port of a panle of the kest

o ondosfnd irg v

eminen eminent in forensiwe pat’lilogy an! radiology thsir]‘rm?gﬂ?au’copsy
picturcs and X-royse I "discovered " that inwreport and I later reproduced it in
faceimile in Post Mortem - which Posner has. (Pag'esf574ff)

Bepeating his puffing up of Lattimer on Page 328 with the\’g:me factual error, Posner
adds that the autopsy prosectors "did not ;‘use the Z-rays in pgrparing their final report."
But they did have their notes made when L*ﬁ\emirgm_ued those xX-rays in the morgue. ‘

o0n page 329 and on talk shows Posner mades a big thing peof computer enhancegemt
allegedly proving thg:t what heﬁy:s about the injury to Comnally iz true because it
sb?o‘x-zs the mov;ement of the lapel of the jacket at '_t:hat point. Even if that showd on
enhancement, enhancements was not noecessry to\\aee %;;t. What Posper dees not do id

L
pi=s print a pieture os C%nally's Jjacket to show a bullet ‘h_nfl‘eiﬁ'at that poin};;and



what he here does not m.ntion, he scid there was a tioenty-mile per hourg wind in gusts
5]
Wi )
that day and that eq/the outisjde lapel, the wexpose to the wind.
v ~+p
TFor some reason P'Esner has prrticular trouble getting ,é important fact in his and

th: governmen 's basic fiction, @& that theory of theirs of the mag ical single bullet,

did ot do? With.?ut—g
- - et et
going into all that hokus pokus hokum Posner has greal difficulty decideé(how and w
it came to rest in Commally's lef§ thight. At rest, that is, until it decided at the
bep hospital some time later that the time for its appeance and come and then just
emegred into hustorj\/ or%;iial mythologye
gﬁsnor says (fon Page 534) that "The bulf.et continued through his right wrist and
then nto hio thighst [ all Finfh acio e aided )
But only two pages later(3736) he says thaat on leaving the wrist it "exited with just
enough streng'th to bi_'ffl_‘ *_t{l? __siﬂ_n on his thigh."
In his note on the next page Posner argues that, as usual, unnamed and unsourced,
"Some critics origonally %harged that theﬁlet had ent.red w 41
thigh and sitopped at the femur (thigh) tdone.”

04’:_: page more and he suys of th:L same bullet and its Sf.me career, "When it ;eft

the wrist it wac near 4@m® 400 feet per second, just ebchghto to bem break the skin and
\_.___________,,‘-

:unbed 1',self into his thi

On the next page, referring to fragments of the bullet, he says that "one was

imbedded in his thdgh."
Tl udt 8o few pages, six only.
All of this differcnt accounts inFjmkcidmt feov Daged, Eivewendy,

it
Tne #pst obvious ofWontradicﬁ.om is Bt pﬁetwwen having only enough energy
((4de 527
;r'g‘ break the slkdn and having the en,t srgy to "imbed" its eli;\ at some place in the thigh
2btefs - ’
Posner does not gif
“n
The truth agein wis in his hands in Post Kortem and in what .Dr. Perry told me that

either Posner did not ask him in the:ir/jnt ‘erview or he gust left out' beccsause its is

8till another destruction of that vhole magical busibess \ﬁf’that funtastic bullet.



How pathetic it is, ho: pitiable, really, that a writer with an established reputation

Al
is ¢ B8O careless about ty.ﬁ'*hh and about hi_?’rcpﬂut.ition, s0 mlconcerned about exposing

h:unself@a a fa.ke

the book ife®ef 1tueli‘/ odes thq,t he is redlly both ignoront and not interested in

fact or truthy v, Aeadly, 4 /um’,
What ldnd of editing did Random House's vice president an?éxecutive editor, Posner's

gditor who s,—a@rej he dedlcat:.o with Trisha Posner, give this book? What was he looldng

awd Lowwia i X
for when he finds these contradictory versions on consecutive pages when Posner is

making his case g Tor his boolk? Loomis got o be the executive editor when he mksses
such glaring, such conspicuows inconsistences one immediately atop another?
lle &, in Posner s dedicati®on, ""nurtured this project from its inception."

with'
'Jhat was he murter "nuptering™ & this ¥¥ an illustration of his editing. “e could

M‘f}’h e m}ﬁmm
har 7 deb+%his his Random Youse by being this careless.

plcked —thit
That nobody else peieed it up # Bugrosts rather strongly $he the Random House

interest of whié%‘i&rﬁngw was not in having a¥m book not so readily subject to -t
criticism, not ghe so easily faiz%ed faulted but in what they could do with this ney

old formula for the bogl{ and what they planned to do that would enticmose

commmts and observations they expected to keep away froem %uts and Ililﬁ::bs of the "project.!"

That was not a major concern, wggt this carelessness reflects.

And what makes it all more pittiable formosner, the writ'er with a reputation
to proectect ;;Eli and a bock not to be ruined is that not one of Me cotradictory
accpunt of the same thing is true.

In even his omnipresent criticizm of all others in the field, here not name and not
sourced, his effort to bring \%uih&m apparently his only means of seeming to elevaje
himself, his "some eritics" on page 337, he proclaims his ignorance of the established
fact and his determination to remain ignorant. His complaint againt these unnamed "somé
@f whose existence I am not aware from his complaint, is that "the bullet had entered
doop into tho twkghx Covernor's thigh and stopped at the i/ thigh)bones"

Aside from the obviou s question, which side of the femur was that ffagment and
.Y



wioh
@“d&ep," Posnerde word, there is the fact Posnerwas not satisfied with th e

Minﬁ‘ ormation, he had to interview Perry, toc. Here again it is obvious that his
renl reason for intdrviewing Perry, ¢ it as with Tague??tfo' have that means of avoiding
what he baok atill again cannot survive, the truth and the established fact.
The only .reason Perry was involved at all in Connally'd wmie ca.re,dfPerry explained
it to me and as I published, with Posner having that, is because of the very proximity
of that fregement,ss secn on X-rays, to the bone and to the femoral artery. Hnl:’l.ke the
other Prriland doctors dinvolved in Cknnally's care, p*'erry is a cardiovascular surgeocil
The others vzant% be sure that removing that f¥agment would not on the one hand be
dangerous because of its feared proximity to that artery and on the other hand, that
if it were not removed, ifs presence could a{ some point %ome a gé\.nger to Connally.
One X-ray comld be interpreted as placing that fragment at that bones
So it wae proper medical concern that had Perry involved to begin with. He gmk
believed that the proper procedure was to leave the fragment where it was because there
it presentéd no real danger to Connally. That Connally lived for almost thirty years
thereafter without that fragment being agdangcr and without it having anything to
do with Comnally's death certainly confirms Perry's judgement.
There is nothing in thi Would n have had any r.ason not t:ztll Posner and
it has been public f or_i—féars without any couplaint for from anyone.
The difference between the bullet "Fuith just enough sh-w-nii=séwes strength to
broak fhe skin "(Pag?/ﬁﬁ 3':'5Cﬂ and 338) and "imbedded" (Page 338 and elsewhere)is obvious.
In every formulation Posner has themntire bullet( as he misstates mmxE=ge
@bz the design)) in acccord with the Geneva convention, as we have seen, to make it
"penetrate" more decply,\qctuallETé;ing into the thigh suggesting almost at right angles.
Thd|ruth about thanath through Connally's body, a matter Posner did not have o know a
any* anything at all about to #be able to say that its fabulous imagined history vas. g
possibgﬁ: was in fact p.rallel with the surface of the thight! And not far under it!
And that for inside the m?ving limousihe and not at all what one would expect for

it to have just extmied—e=is® exited his right wris't( there certainly was no magical



s

r

A 'fMy
twig or—mehmeal branch or 3@1&_1 full-grown tre g Posner begins his version of the

marvel of that imagined #gg flight-path )é{;l.ﬂﬂl{; to direct the bullet into and for
¥REEE three inches pera parallel with theburface of the/high, gping from the body-side -
top toward the lmee-side bottom of iti And coming from tho right wrist!

In that interview, did Pgener ask Perry hov large the hole that ballet made was?

If he did, it is not in hos book.

And yes, again it is in ngst lortem, which, still again, P;:l‘aner hade

But of which, with all it has on the me medical evidence, Posner makes no mention
at all,

'Perry vg_.u&gem to me that the hole as very, very small, so small it could not himexx
have been made by any  bullet, not e\{en a 22 calivey )the osmallest of standard sizese

(ot
horea_:gh magic, too, a shrinkijg bullet to make so timy a hole? The hole that wee

{2 b
vimh&/( t'ore -any surgery or treatment there.

#v’hat Perry told me, and ae,n:u.n he was specifie in saying it, iz that only a Efugmmt
fragment @f a bullet entered andxfemamg/in Ushnally's thighs .

Then there is the size of that ffagment, visable and subject to measurement in the
X-rays. Did Posner ask Pirsy Perry or abe any other expert about that, as I did?

_ Haturallj. and + cofld say instinctively, Posner will nohaécept anything I say. If
he had beggn doing that he could never have even written this f¥eud of a book he did. So,
let us talke Posner's own expert what in the very section, at its very beginning (on
Page 335) see what h [Gays about the base of that bullut when it was recovered, before
anything wg_'/s taken for the I'BI's Lab analysis: /Ié was at the base fall flattened "ohessh
"so that s small amount of lead had beel}/eitruded from the bullet's base." This will soon
interest us, but here limited to what his own authority says, there was nothing llemovéd
from that base at all and a little bit of th;azoizen compressed outside the jacket.

That i the truth ond the Commission's files W ave pictures of it.
But even if this were not mme true,asc it is in Pgsner's own representstion of it,

and in his representation there is notég_ug missing from that base to have left that

fragment in Commally's thigh, what the X—~reys ahow iz that the sliver wes toq/loz;g to

have come from that core undess it was from a piece® that was parallel with the sides s



of the-Pullet ; the
Ftwa§ longer than the width of the core by quited a bite

In regart to thé pbove, P&dner's pictures of the b%e of that magical bullet cﬁ’ his,
too, chows thic to have been impossible. We'll have laker interst in what helavs about
that and those griat pictures of his later. They appear on his pages {47‘5 gnd and 482,
neither having a number in his book.

M.’chout any Posnerian gobbledegock, what I_Ju—a-m_s"'?ﬁu'_'s_‘m in that in his killer
chapter Posner is a suicide and he k:l.lf_[é his book with ite

. /
That entire bullet did not enter Comnally's thigh at alll f—ﬁ could wol W ;

The ffagment that entred by that tiny hole is toc long to have come from the base
of that bull=t.
On both counts jthrough his ignorance and intending the exact 4 opposite,.Posner
: 1

AL
drems draws attention fto the exj)ting evidence that proves this injury to Conna:;.y could
RERIC P

a conspir:cyl
Thank you, Gerald Posner! And companye
He gives the weight of this bullet, as @r received in the FBI Lab as 158.6 grains,
“man "meaning only 2.6 grains were lost”(Pa,ge339) When he gei‘{/"tu those pictures referred
| to above we'll have more on this, but here I note that what he does not tell the reader,
if he knew, as from tha’q"testimony he read and indexed he would have j knwon, about a
fifth of t‘hat is 1%1: from the jacket when the bullet is fired. This}h.oas is of the jacket
mterial.ﬁ'visbile in the picture he has on what is but is not marked as Page 473. So
in his and thu"\oofficl version, only about two grains was missing for the core.
, And it takes 437.44 of those gmins to make a single ounce, as any cthl: of
x\M - disclomes. Or, what is missing is about one—oueimndredth of an ounce.
~ llaving made severa]#eferen-;es to the f¥agments recoversd from Commally's thigh as
being much to -Vsmall for them to account fof all the missing metal, Posper gets around to
the tes;.i_mony of Dr, Vincent Guinn, an expert on nPeutran' activation analysia{, hn?ere
Frontts .

the Housesssassins comdttee. (Page 541) Here agin“hés dighonesty in refering to all

crticis as the same in their thought and writing helps make the purposes of this per—



meating dishonesty as nppare%:m as it does his falsemness in it. He writes that
A . e prmcet ] WO
when the com.ittee P annoucend it would h ve “uinn as a witness "the crififs Vere pleased.”]
# T was not because L knew what it would mean, overt dishonesty and once again an offi-

ficial body mgslending and smézrnmu the peoples I took stegf' to meke a record of

Ty 5
that. e also says that we, of j&letical mind and thought in his fiction,"were gh
shockedd when I Dr, Guinn reported his tmesultu.” (Page 542) NJ/L ﬂ'?{zrepared for them,
What the commitee asked Guinnto do is to ’

test the stretcher bullet (CE 399), the three fragments removed

from Connally’s wrist (CE 842), two removed during the autopsy

from the President’s brain (CE 843), the large mashed fragment

found on the front floorboard of the limousine (CE 667), and sev- |

eral small ones found on the rear floor of the limo (CE 840).* / 7 e 2 /

)

fon the next page Posner%:ites of 6311:'.1111‘ s testimony,
4 J
{hird-sheb-fired™ His most important finding was that CE 399,
the strelcher bullet, was indistinguishable, both in antimony and
gilver, from the fragments recovered from the Governor's wrist.”
Guinn's finding ended the speculation that CE 399 had been
planted on the stretcher, since there was now indisputable evi-
. dence that it had traveled through Connally's body, leaving be-
* hind fragments.*

' gl .
That footnote, no trpuble at all for a man net trou'ded by a.n\ac—utﬂ'é/ conscience

or with even the most rudimentary I:nowlf;% the rendilyf available facts a.]:re;y in

e ol s
inys possescion }( POst herebm-fig;igl_n} ,given the lie +to his Charge against the FBI, that

S0 meudiom A A

HBven if new, and in thofe days neutron activation abalysis itself was very new in

it did pot know its business because it as "new to the procedure

this area, thc F3T did not do the tcé_fg:,' N Gallaghemor whose name Posner

did not find space for a single mention i those six hundred WCon#med when we

depozed him in C.A. 75-226 what the records I obtained from the FBI already let us know,

that he super¥ised those tests for the FBI but that the scientific work was done by Union
I Tt

Ca;‘b:inde B+ dat the massivr and pioneering installation of what was then knowns as

the Atomic Energy Commission had at Oak Rudge, q;‘ennes.xsae.(Naad:u.rall}r, when he was here

and they .&}/c/’i“early identified in the file drawer that also is clearlg. identified,

Posner did not want %o vaste any time locking at th!éomplete file on that work from the

succesgor agency, the Energy Research and ge@elopment Asministration.)



So, it may be news to this most 4:'!:L'.1.:|.gentila.ndL‘me*l:].culc)ust of researchers Haat M
Union W Carbide was anything but "new to the profedure.”

With his customary research amnesia when that is necessary for his perpetration
of hia’fr‘mud Posner, among other things,(does not tell his rcadeg is that these were
not by any means all the ragcmrbnts drperiinr i ueposited in Cornally's wrlest. The

emskxx Dallas @ doctorz testifies tu that, as I hﬁe in the rela'l:ed chapters of Whitews
mm-m,q% 3&@‘ ',;,_h_o"" Shoty end —'}%MQ%E(P MBS 155-167) and,
as it is necessary t» repeat, Posner had that bo k before he wrote anything, they all
testified 4o the amount of metal they wﬂashé/ d out of Connally's wrist that was not
recovered and sszid that the metal deposited in the wrn.stl/’ greaten that they could

see as missing from that hulletyd

und as we shall see, as Posner did not .ant thl ee, most by far of the metal
dlasing When Ghey e that HULLSt bad Bk Gt oI Ty ths FEL, Wiseh vas lareruall ust
to either tell the Commis .ion about it or to recordsrthe weight of what it removed.

A Ay
ut as :Lndicated above, all the critics did not react, believé and 8ay) as)Pos—

/\’fn(w'bfrt ﬂ)‘#}w
ner says. c_ntu:r.patud pretty much what happened, knew it would not be true, and primed
Qi
George Cardner, the Washington Phst's assassinations expert and far and a5 auny the
best—infomred rpe reporter on the au‘b;ject) of what I knew from my own work and from
those depoit%ns of the FBI agents Posner shunned like the plague, as—theyieally Seudd
o ettt _
heve—been—te him, I knev that uimm ham"*be—-tee-‘&mﬂ specimons that did not meet their
official descriptsfon.
fi Iardner covered that comuuttee hearing Uaad sought to quegg.on Guinn more about this
|3LM¢WY\-'
whenMd a press conference outside the committee room, David Lifton, who recorreded
it, s0 dond.mt'\d/ so interrupted the reporters, which Lifton is not andias not ,
that the Je@‘_timate repor_g@rs could hardly get a word in while Lifton tried the im—
poés:ble, to get Guinn to support the utter impossibility of coming boolk based on the
also impossible thoery, that the coilj,e had been snatched and tomed with before the
a
autopsl‘)} bez%i. Iardnermaa)yéa question but could not €ollow it up, as Lifton&k's

ovn tape of his own im§ roper intfrkion makes clenr.



The reospected Guimn, an authentic expert, gave a virtuoso perfomagﬁé of the truism
that experts testify to what they are paid to testify to. He knew what that comumiteee
- ) R -
vanted and he gave it to them, @As dner reported it #®e in the next morming's paper,

that of Saturday, September 9, 1978,

* Guinn's tests also created a new
mystery, however. The fragments the'
FBI tested In 1964, he told Fithian,
‘have all disappeared. Guinn said he
carefully we!ghed the bits' and pieces
of metal brought out to him by offi-’
cials' of the 'National ' Archives ‘last'
year and not one of them matched the
fragments recorded in the FBI data.
“The pieces brought out by Arch-
Ives did not include any of the spe-
cific pieces the FBI analyzed,” he tes-
tifled. “Where they are, I have no
idea.” .

Elaborating ' to reporters later,
Guinn sald, for example, that he was
presented a small container ostensibly
carrying all the bullet fragments from
OKte;p::il.rs brain. It eont&inea two bits

e one welghin .9 milligram,
and the- other 5.4"1:311lllgram. Yét:‘
!Guinnt:ald, the FBI records showed '
our other samples from Kennedy's

\ brain, all with different weights, i
" In the same fashion, the FBI 'data
indicated that it had tested thres. bits
of metal from Connally’s wrist at Oak
Ridge National Laboratories’ in 1064,
two welghing nmilllmm each and |
p-container. Guinn fgotaiﬂehrrhﬁwd;
" came with® assurances’ fron  #Aichives §
" that this was all the metal fromCon-
‘nally's wrist in 1&,&0&' : I‘BTJ'twn
- other' pleces, one iweighing©16.4* milli-
\grame and the other 13 millgraiue. . |
LT R

L

A
#}Hﬁﬁk/a-.s I new was inevitable, Guinn, knowing that the specimens he #ested he

did not gnd could not validate, TmoBreéfeds proceded with his test for all the world as

though he Mqur&thmﬁmﬁa.gijmg that what he tested is

ot what the officail description of the official records states!

A1l hic testiowy does, contrary to Posner's exhaltation of it, is describe that

roes i e e i 2 e

_~
Sy Lo
' i 1o cho, Blakery Blakey /(gs there any Wonrgar he?gpeaks of me E
ALY wil vt -

Pysner relished?) went through a charade, a knowin: fraud, and the expert did as g experts

do for pay, testif'ied to what he lmew wis wonteds, As we shall see again, Guinn did 4@

bt who, 4
other favors for those who he thought were his friends and iz:}éecret dislike him and froze




Pl

A
of the official investigation.

If Posner had had any interest at all in lmowing the meaning, this truth, about
Guinn's testimony when he spent those three days here, he would not have found it
difficult to locate, if he could spell Guinn's neme. I have aFYGuiun, Vinecent P," file
and behind it is a seg@rate file on his committee testomony, in which, among other
things, he would have found lardner's story.

Yet hou diligent Posnemuld be when he wanted what he wanted to quote, as we
say with ten-ycar-ofd Harilyn Willis, One of h:ia/citations for what he atiiibutes to
that little girl is her "interview with Moreia Smith-Durk" (page 553) Hy  vas caveful

M:ot to say wheremthat 1975?/ intervicew was published. Or a word about Smith-
Durk that from the werd goin: sround, he had good reason, as he relcutantly admitted
in a t%ﬁl’ shc;;r" Egn[‘rowf%t Wa.ll‘tli:I« her roputation for cefdibility locked into.

But The K‘Ig.shingtom— Post, major paper vhere all this was going on? oo much
trouble-he coula{)'bt bether to consult ite

A8 the épﬁ record we established in C.A.T5-0226 g is explicit on, the AEUYS
then head of that kind of developuent, Pantir late Paul Aebersold (right), wrote the
head of the Justice Department Criminal Division soon after the msassinatiion to urgé

that newtron ac'ivation be done on the ballistics evdience and for this he refbmmended
Gyinn. The YLI was careful to avpid inVUlving Guinn at alle Gellagher took the lead in
“hhis, reflected in several unilattoring 1e'l:1;rs a’:out Guinn %A;WP;ﬂd not beldeve it &
when I told him, he had that opinion of Gallagher as his we friend. Wheﬁg@-/asked
Gallagher about this when we deposed him, hi§ his ;planation was that Guinn was too much
of a publicity seekeHBuMﬁ%’iously, ifr that test as made, by Cuinn, and all the
information was not turned over to the eommit Commission, they could not depend on Guinn
to be silent. The FB; never dbd give the Commission what I got T rom ERDA code j

1l O, T Laman odgp wosdd fage hod
in that lawsuitz. =it i e concluded that ( Oswald Was tIm assaBEin

if it had those test results.,gYes, this, too, is in Post Lpretmliorten,
Keeping Liu:i_::m out kept the FBI in control and it uas so tight a control the Com—

mission never got a ket blessed thing from the FBI about ite

One thing those tests did prove is that the paraffin test of Osweld's ¥ cheek to



In my FOIA lawswit for £ he results of all the FBI's Testing there was nothing the
FBI did or said that bothered it in any vay. BEven when I proved that this was %ockamanie
an unfruth as the FBI could have uttered. ffcould be alleged that s a professional in
the field and as any expert L;a.llagher knew better that A% that, because it was material,
it could be perjury. (That was the judge who threntened Lesar anff me when I proved

A o
muy earlier perjuxy that a different FBI Lab agent had sworn perjuriously) So,



determine whather there were the deposits made by ﬁgnnfa rifle proved that his
cheelt had no such despoits. The records I got from the ERDA even include photogaphs of
thé_??asts on rathe - thick and expensiva, reinforced photographi€ paper, There were
comparison tests, that riflef' fired by others of whose cheelf§ paraffin casts vere also
made. n all thowe tests deposits were left and id;;::i.fiaé in the NAAs,

Paraffin test arc not conclusive in incriminating, the word "incrimina'l:ina"
carefulf omitied by F¥ Gallagher whel he was cal% as the Commission's last witness,
when its a‘Report\%t in type and it wgs oﬂ; nine daye before the presses rolled.

2 tostified September 15, 1964, It vas s¢c much of an afterthought that his tcsti)fony
15H746-52) in t}ui_;n'e vplune fodl';rs the affidavots t at also were afterhtoughts,

He was not ar.sskec.é1 about 1Ads, was not asled if any tests were made to determingd /4

12

the dependability of poraffin j:ests made of Oswald's cheek, and he did not testify

, A ad
that the NAAs confirned that the gg‘j{left deposits, it did not 4n Oswald's face and
1 tto af aM used i Theze 4/ 4 f&dﬁ.

it did on = The 3 3 ight of them,

N .
This, too, exculpat d Oswald and the FEL kew it very early on., And kept it secret,
Gollegly
On deposition we asked Qm‘_nn'ﬁur he did Mot renove the slight a sample needed for
comparison purpese from the unfired bullet found in that rifle,.
Thad and that aloneuiof all the bullets(the FEI held to be "historical and thus §-
tock no speciams fzg}{t. How ludircous that explanation was!

/25 71‘5-_1‘113'!:‘@;5 nothing made-any 3 MHMMW

STIonEG—eEperty L went to my friendly local

gunshop mithWhhere I had bought a sup.ly of tho§ e identica] bullots ?ﬁ( had themef "oulI["
severals This means no more than that with care & Afot to damages the bullet , they sep—
arated it from the shall, discared the powder in the shell, and gave me both partse
Th@}?’f&dergl court clerks in my FOIA litigation thought the:%e used to just about
anything but Jim leear told me that when he filed that specimen of a "pulled" bullet, the

5 L.
bullct and th> shell taped with ¢ anscparent \tp-ﬁ:ei{to a sheet ol » tie reaction was

of consideraple surpirses That was q new one to them.

1"?'"r
Ir ,ja-ﬁi'riendly local gurshop ﬂoulef do this)-a not abnormal and rather simple thing,

TOH THAT CUOLY f@lb Uil ek rmee



/‘ﬁe vaunted FBI w not?

When the National Archives delivered that unfir€ d bullet and the & Lleged speciment

to “winn at his B Univercity of California at Daviff lab, it made no "historical impor
Newlling / Ldect ont

q , .
oy -tance" c]zu’.m to Prevent Guinn's that~ang today, anyone looking that that bullet,
il 1 e e i
sees a ‘pristiﬂe(bullet with the two partsmtogetheg again and-with—t looking

ol
as it did the day it as manufactured.
fﬂiot even Oliver Stone could cast .nd direct anyone Gallagher's equal in projecting
n
the most soul-&ha‘[:te;_ng o agon;% teatified to all that he suffered so from not
being able to remember,Which was always what could have embarrassed the FBI.
' — L.
As ®anford Ungar wrote in his FBI-assiseted boa(FBI(B@ston, Atlantic=Idittle Brown
X
Books, 1975 ) those lab agents are traired to frnf.strate and intimidate cross—examiners.
They/do not all employeé the same techniques. azier and Shaneyfe’lt, foy example,
| T I p— b,
wvere openly antagonistic and demdndedifees over and abe#e=a-above thoue ~Courts,
1\ ey prtre moT defoscd ng 'Y
whglh,4s re uired, were paid in advacne, a Witnesses."
Shanefelt actually eme sent me a Bee=s bill for "expert witgBess" fees over and abobe
Lr Adwoiv g~ _
those I had paid Fil‘in accrpd with the court's requirements, which means all thet—the
coart says te—pay-dn-full in advance,
It was Frazier who testified to the weights before the Commission so we asked him
about them vhen we deposed him, Pela‘ting to what was missing from the base of that bullet,
- ¢
from its core, #which he had not testéfied to befors the Commisisior%oaml. visible as it
’ =
is that some was cut out, B%er%ilggent 0 Arlen'Sg{;cter asked him not g qu s}i.on about, 7.
' {d N jucedTef F,
Frazier testifed under 96'1:}1 that he had weigh®& That magicai bollst only ohe ’f:ime)yand that
2
is'ii'ue/ of all the fragmentds. After that weighing he never recorded and w;l.ghf: of any
speciment removed for testing - not of a single piece of evidence.
Why? He said it as not necessary.
So, as of today, whalseems probakle is that this bullet had Tbe% not been used in

{
the shooting at all,cannot be pcfven'or disproved from the bullet itself. It does seem

um
probable * the pictures I have of it,talen at the ad::‘o:.'Irlj.vemJ that the only metal missing

from that core at the base was cut out for this testing by the ¥FBI, Which did not have



oty el
to % ﬁo;(ﬁ begin with! Enough of theYmetal need for the spectrographic analysis,
“saly -aadibbiomm-ayins£ime as little as only amEibiment millimeter M‘M’
could h:ve been flaked off with a fingernail. That actually happened spontaneuocsly
later,when the bullér was stoxed in thmrﬁrchives. Howard Roffman determined
that when it was in a plastic ontainer and not touched a much large piece than is
need for this test just fell off and is in that container,

And visible as the marks of the kg.fe are ma%‘%f;{;mm of the hole # left in
that core are, that most diligent of Com:ission counsel, #kg Arlen Spefter, neverponce
askod a quesiion about the removal of any specimen for testing from the baseJ\never
once referred to this in any way, never told any of the many doc'lCors about it even
when they testified tlat after the FBI removed that much metal they had s"till\f{en more
missing from that hullet than they could account for in examining it

I, the “omrtission's Repo;'t, in its tuenty-six publishey volumed of those ten million
words g&' in all its files I examined at the Brchives, there was no mention at all of the

forses of That cont
I'BI's cutting a 4 relatively large spees—en—ouwb—Ffof | Eégctrographit testing.

This means that there is no way anyone could now know whether, as fr%uinn's
statement at the HSCA seems to be the possibility dlf not the actuality, whether all
those specimens he tested came from that great eZcess cut fron the base of that bullet
in the FBI Lab virtually the moment it reache@ there the night of the assassination.

Lhen alfiy
is guirn caid, “The f¥agments the FBI tested in 1964" Babeld the Committes 8B Hembor
z .
who askod him,"have all disappeared" /? e also said that, as I was certain he would, that
of the present ‘:ﬂofficial specimens” delivered to him byfthe Archives, "not one of them
matched the ffPagmonts recorded in the FBI data. @yﬂ@g‘:‘i"they do not include any of the
specific peies pieces the FUI analyzed." He added, {"Where they are, I have no idea."

If as seems app: rent, he is reqlly saying those 'bg‘ ts of evidence have been replacdd
by other piecec of core material, iz there any possible soufce other than the great
excess removed by the FUI when it did not have to cit even the tiniect piece off?

Since then the FBL has notsen fit to attempt to eliminate this "mystery"

This is the actuality of the "#resulis" of I“uinn's test about which Posner revels

i r
in ignorance, in dishonesty or both. ! d;ﬂ M ’% «3 \7’L



Guinn referred to the I'BI's "1964" teats. Those were the HAAs, Bémner indicated
that this test consumes what is testeds That is%ggge of tha spectrographin tests, w=th
which do\ﬁgzji;é substance ttesif;ght it is not true if HAAs. In HAAs the decaxfate of
the radicactivit{jis vhat is measured. The gpecimen is Mot consumed. When all the added
radicactivity has decayed, the sp cimen is identicalﬂ:yms it was b'*F ore that te:r ing,

L&ﬁhat this mean§_§§§;£;_§é that those specimeﬂgé the FEI tested at Cak R;dge
in 1964 rere exactly the same after those tests as they were beﬁggh befo ing sub-
jected to radiation fo¥ those tests.

The %egyégd not and could not make any changes in thia/;eight or aprearmnce or in
any other wa:.

Guginn wae living by the FBI's first law for covering mses.

He was wovering himm. And only ita 7"1“4 {0, .

He bared the FBI's ,the Commission's, ,’ﬁmt comnittee's and especm“ Blakey's
an%zs Pysner wad anparently to & rossly ignorant abuﬁrall the actualities hewrites
nboujf_mo anything other than his beginiing formuls, his ass, tooe

Does it not also prove, uﬁ I velievey that this is still another destruction of
the integrity of all official inves ﬁ.gat\’:ﬁ.ons and those pretendedly made by the Faust-
lilce unofficial pretended inves.tigat;l: like Posnerfﬁ.ugj cpncludes as the Commission

did & with the Blakey-invented nonsense that although the Commission was wrong in what
it did it nonethless, lajor Blimp-like ,Wound up with the right answer?,

In sumuary of what we have seen as’Poaner mratseed-his killed chapter, it killed all
of icial investigations and his own bock when examined uith some kMowledge of what was
available to him and he shunned, even pretendin:: it does not/éxist when he had it, the

_ Al pre
irrefutable factt of offical orig{%;ﬁﬁiﬁf_ﬂhere not Trom the official records,rffﬁh the
official witnessesol};t: are unrecognizable in Posner's represent%on of them and what

f they said and did and believed and knew. I

(TH ere is cver so much more on this in NEVER AGAIN!)

et apree



r& A=t
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When "fuckin! up" the powerful, as «came to me with Mo Waldron's bear hugs in

Memphis, "there is no such thingg pes overkill,"

Always?



