Richard-
After writing what I have on th: last page of this chapter, 758, it occured to me
thot at some point Herman @raf might find some use for it. WD 363

H
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Porner's text ends with @ more supposedly JFK assassination chapters. The first
t\go are his interrelated criticisms of all who have written other than he now does
avout the ssassinatio. and its investigations. Vhat his subtitles, "THe Warren Com-
mision and the Conspiracy Buffs" has as its titlef the quotation, "'4 Religious Eventt;."

mm

"Black id Mhite, and White Is Black'ﬁa his chapter on, its subtitle, "'.lﬁe Jim Garrison
Fiasco'," (Garrison was fond of referring to Alice in ¥ i@ rland, ﬁa& final cﬁter,
agaln a quotation, as he is predisposed to do with his chapber titles, is "What Happened
to ths “ruth'?" The subitlte is "'I';j)QHZ:use @belect Committee and the latest Developments"
are Posner's substitution for a chapter of conclusicns., But there is an immediate and
by now what should be an obv::LouS ansver to hiS gaw questions, '"What happened to the
Truth?" It is that Posner and those lilke him happened to thevi'uth. as they did from
the outset and as he does in his book and in all the considerable attention to ite.
- ‘Auicle from to Posner's dishonesty to which in varying degrees all his cba{ers' are
monuments, and to his ignorance of the establiched facts of the ssassination and its
investizations, these chapters are excellent illustrations of his ignorvance of these

‘é MAJM }LM 5,,“,@_, -
well-cknown facts and his venom. lacks the(poison Son it could hcwv held his ig-
norance and becaus:, inherently, one cannof elevate m@g]‘.ﬂfvb’y ‘Peéﬂﬂé otherse Posner,
:mtlmti;;mmgm with an unjustifie?éelf-concept, does not succeed in making more of him—
self than the worm he is except to those who lack knowledge and who accept his ig-
norance, stupidities and lies at Eil:e valuefit M en e,

Ho watter how much of how often a worm may_;t-i_ream of wings, a worm remains a worme.

o watter how much Posner may believe he lowers others with his criticisms of them,
his bovk remains for ' Af no more “IhE history's record m is a callous commercializer
and exploiter of the tragecdy of the assassination. It his mﬁnument to his own dishonesties,
greoater by far than those of any others writing on any side in this field.
that he is so indifferent to his own ignorance while riticizing other for it and

for other offenses, many real. many imag:l.ned\fis his own description of the kind of

person and the ldnd of writer he is.
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There is nothing that +Posner can%ite/ﬁ about Garrisons mora.ls,ethicg, honestyn

or decency that can make his own superior to them in .ny way. In fact they are not and
P btr-‘rWIa
beuouse o'fmms lofty pretesse of his k= higher role, forgetting the
biblical widom, judge not let lest ye be judged, he invites judgement of himself.
Insensititive to this and to the certainty that he would be inviting it, he was

indifferent to what could and would be recorded about himself and his g ignorance, é:out

1%-%1 a small man with h%:ﬂs enormous ego might wel-l well ecm himseli‘, hi's compul—
- et for am uj—
si¥s need to make litile of others 3y a,need for uhieh be-had- %heq&:é]z_df normal morals,
~ Fouo pleclivyit 1
cthics and principlé:‘caa-—eaﬂllj ive’ himself, Ye probasdy came to believe that what

—— w »
in his own wt twisted mind he gfnted to be real actually was real. At the same time, there

wvz]
also is no doubt that when he makes staten?‘h&d/i‘ or which he has no sources he knew he vas
e b Lol g -wu.f prnt o

mwﬁﬁz is not true, a8 ié also knew it was what he wanted to be true, whether or

not it wase Usuakly it was note
POne does not have to be a Hartogs to understand Posner, the assassin of truthe.
He began with that intent and he did not once abandon it. lis book is the everlasting

prouf of ite
/ »
There 'vsf :antably ample legitimate criticisms that can be made of all those
_____ Wevne W uhwinziiy do nit agnee
sho, knowin:; better,amd knowing that it is a lie, lusod together as 'consp:.r‘ 1ey critics"
o e WJL& ng
or as "buffs," for all the world as though we all agpe, &kl have the same appdoacﬁ,\ﬁ

think, work and write alike. Where he criticizes those who deserve cfificism, often he
UM

is unavare of the more serious\riticisms that are justifie makes unfair or dishonest
','1347” b

criicisms. These are not alvways from his ignorance}\frdxdﬁ‘—his dependance upen his mm

sources rather than his own work, his oun pretended scholarshipe

Jis eriticiism of me,’ for\z/:ample, are ;nmmxmxdﬁldish;ﬁ_pe‘bty and without

factusl bagis. This does not mean that there are nok . Justified and legitinate criticisma
Thine. at YA

of me.)\ t doo)émean that he was too ignor:nt to malke them. It

zation that 'hi‘:f\rit'icism* P a— mEr R what-Ll.aroie, hor sfadetion ot wietI-did-write,

to be indecent and dishinest with anirrelovancy Whon T lmer
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His nagging need tc do that however, when he lacked both the knowledge and any factual
basis for i%, enticed him into an idecent and dishonest irrelev%ey he pErTredETm
shex contorted into on intended insult he lmew to be a deliberate misrepresentation
when he contrived it. 4t no point does he reflect any knowuledge or understanding of my
oloed _
verk and at o point\dE& he even pretend to make the reader avare of mrkyh anything
at all 'ﬂ»mg HAo
/about it other than ﬁé his}?épresentationn of it. Lacking the lnowledge for real o v ]

St/ /4

criticism, he gave free rein to his lack of
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It is the mark of the man made by the man himself.



_and
nosmisy=ethies, principlef Comuon decency.

He is a man who accepted and describe the welcome he got at my home and his unlimited
access to what withowh—chorge he got free from what he wanted of what by 5@ measure is
a great and a costly labor, to that third of a million pages of ofiicial records I got

'\../:? ‘e "V{— W}”‘ @&
through all that difficult and cosily f Tiore than a decades he had unsppervised

acceas to out copier so he could copy all of thuse reco [) t

fo0g l :(})

he wanted(@ oven hundred and twenty four pages By by his wife's own accounting, and
he then contorted an event in my life of about the time his parents were born to fabricate
a slur of it, in the course of it lying to make the slur appear to be more credible?
What kind of man is this?
Can aqyonodescribe Wi in weem words that condemn him and hiis purposes more®
than in 4his he condemns and describes himself?
U A7 :
This is the real Posner , who is also a thief in ite

4s I noted enrlicr, he used those records he got from me, my work that I let him have,

as his sema work in his book by aimply pretending that it was his own. Ags I did before

and do agoin, I invoke the definition of his own publisher ﬁq&m unabridged

dictionery,
fo/ “Plag'.arf am- 1) The appropriation of or immitatiion of the language, ideas and
l/’& thoughbs of another author, and representation of them as oneds original work; 2)

sometling tEkx appropriated and presented in this manper.”

Under "plagiarize" in that same Random House dicthonery it says, "something approp-
r;ated and presented in tiis manner from (a work) by plagiariam,"

Ix}*trucj_ng the word to its Latin root, this dictionery says it i¢ the equiwvalent
of lddnapping.

Such a man - this little man—- sits in judgement on others, on any others?

Bgeg Po:ner does Jand 'bimouglu; t thic book I have done as he invited, to the degree

here at this point
toEary—rowards—oi—vhewdag, \it is not necessary to expose them all. In what follows I do

not. But I do seek toj/illustrate their varisty and their character along with the ig-



norance = his ingorence ~ basic to thom.

—_ W ) P
_]_;n s, firsiflentence in his "Religious Egveni" chapter he says that at the scene

N it
of the crime %he physical evidence seemed .overwhelming." This iS5 %2 false, It represents

55 o ekt 6’()/
the thinking pand the 2 writing & s ced investigator, not 70110 familiar with

actual eviionce and proofs of a crime and of guilt in it. There wer#, to any competent

aboyT R

and even avsai—any chooting £82 from that si¥th— floor Mindow W@Hﬂ""ﬁp—ef‘ﬂ."

G f '
The actualities of that “py "physical evidence" arz overwhelmingly that it was left

J
to be found, to give the actdnl assassins "leadf time" for their escape. Lt is only the
nigrepresentations of that evidence,—ﬁ_rst by officialdom and then by officialdom's
gycophants, of whom Posner is the most recent, that make it seem to be "overwhelming."
Of the available official preofs of this truth, one need only examined the complete bank-
rupteh of the FBI in its five—volume report ordered by the President before he appointed
his commis:ion, to see that rather than proof its depglends upon and is,mmiExin its first
or t::::t_ volume, ne more than an uninhibited di;tmibe against Osuald. & is apparent S_aé“em
A M&W GWM{ J(:,” f[bé o ‘;z-f gy_}_c;_/
frou the-mere two scanty "(re:‘f—réﬁéés‘to Ne shooting aloney’/reprinted in facsimile in
(Eﬂgﬁ' 195 ]
Vhitewagh, %10 evodence, the actugl ebidence,%s such that the I'BI did not and could not
account for all the shooting! It does not even account for all the wounds?
Posner has no sgurce for what 1 quite from his first sentencee. Thisg is because there
is meme Thone possible, It simply is not true.
He has no source on his next page (405) for his statement that in coercing Warren
to head his Coumis:ion ffohn':aon "tu’d him how many millions of peop'!e would be killed in
Apbu That | e
an a'l.—%uic 'v:a:.\'i_flm did notd That comes from my 1974 book, Whitewash IV, from the facsimile
reproduction on page 24 of a staff meno e "for the TaBE record" of Warren telling
e e ~
this to his staff at his fewet first meeting with it. Posne;qvoided dir@fct quotation to
\,a,ob\ﬂ(‘z/ Py
hide hie 591-;',59, that He 4s fappripriating the vork of another and representing it as
" Via
his work. “e;aides, herc and elseewhere he without sourcing to it he uses my work, ks
—_—
would not make fis picayune criticisms of it look very good ig he # had been honest

Ve
and had rzaj.-’eeé his source, uweudd—3+?
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Posner says (on Pugej 406) that besides the Commission's fourteen lawyers "Tr_ﬁere
were also tuelve investigabors." # Falsel Uith the grossest ignomance thc:e_; the
Commission \% relations with the FBI, startlingly false! W

On the verfg Tirst page of printed matiter in the i‘er}_nort;, hes—aTe lictef as what they
were, "stafl members." They were junior lawyers, as POSD.E].?]J‘.I&SQE was as least that
Jum.o? if not IIB}? 80, in hig very briel carcer as a "Wall Street layer"/l?ﬂtand his pub—
l:.sl}er bc;?st aiou tywithout indicating its brovity of its nature,\w tmale@ls

{ 1111:1::1L u;en fi:u.rms and their clients were confronted with massive discovery materials too
voluminous for the lawyers on the case to begin to be able to handle or master.

em——
There was a time early in the Commisi ion's life, as this self-ezaltefing kmmmramma

subjceb-mebber immorarus could not have helped knowins if he had done any real, original
= A

worle on Gl FeBges Subject-matter. himslEF, some consideration of hav:i_n?its

Fer e ' rovén fin
-.-:oa/@x tigators, D Jﬂ lesked that top the "BI Mw-bmm

(’!pf’ﬂj[{ Lirmigla ot Ao _on {j
Wthﬂt -

Pogner writen that the ﬁcommisuion's legal staff is unjustly criticzed Ly those

I
who allege‘ that the Commisuiob /#?favored witnesses and_;documents thatisupported its
early conclusion that Oswald alonmdlled the Preefident." (Page 407)
Of this he says, "thiv view wderestimates the independence of the legal staff." This
ig fiction. ’L“Jey had no iMdependence at all of any kind! They were under Rankin's al-
ways extracriinarily tight control. Thet could not call or interview a witness "B on
thoir own, for ziample, and they could not and did no?:&wé.:ta_ any qu.esTriona about the
Commission's conslusions when they,0s they actually did, wrote that H-epo::-i:.

How much :.ndependence did 1lLiebeler have vhen he t&- tha#F‘EI report on what Loran
Eﬁk:a Hall told it Emm to Ranlkin, an we saw earlier.

It is gross ignorance, gross diEhZIlESW of both to say that the lawyers had any

real independence at alla



Of all that Posner, hed he= agjhonest thouchts at any time, could hav%jiid about
what actually transpired at the Commission's executive session onf January 21, 1964,
he could hardl’g,havo ;.elected a less impﬁ'tant one thal the opinion that the sssassina-
tion ought not be discussed during the coming political campaign. Why neither he nor
anyone else ever stated in any meaningful way.

That tiumscript I and I alone got through FUIA znd of all the books, my Phst

doto T LAY
Liortem alone prints it in facsimileﬁy(%?gew 4750f) As Drksxexmrtxt: Posner FOwss
He does not ruporT'hog?fgg;membcrs confessed their fear of the FBIL, of the FBEI having
Awred

alr~ady limitediwwvhat they dagfézd do before theg_held their firsy heuring,” that it
had alréjady concluded, as the Commsission therefore would have to concluded and did,
that there had been no conspiracy when, obviouzly, the FBI had not yet run those
leads oat. They finally decided to destroy thal trenscript and to suspend having the
court r porter take auy more verbatim down. They even confessed their determination to
say thal there had not been any conspiracy - before they held their first hearing. And
they summed up the FBI's attitude toward it by saying they told use# we should fold our
tents and go lme, they hive & already done the jaﬁ and there is nothing for us to do.

Hone of this is wprth Posner'd troublig his refders - of the possibility of his
having a book at ali(;ith.
| But this tine he does have a source. What is it? "Commission meeting of January 21,
1964." Lt was not even a "meeting.”" 1t was a forma}:%xecutive session.

And, kmowing the only sourfe, he pretendégﬁﬁg; citing it, that it comes from his own
vorke

Ever ignorant and ever omniscient, as usual, without any_ﬁrﬁourﬁe, at the bottom #
of this page Posner writes, "J. Edpar ﬂ%over was convinced within days of the
assassination that Oswald alonc T had killed Kennidy." If Posner hee made any real use
of what I gave him unrestricted access to rather than lookin for what he could misues
for his own preconceptions,ﬁe if he had looked through that folder I showed him on my

desk, of records L keep there to be able to give straggers to the subject, as Posner as

assuredly remaing alter all his woric on his book, to ziive them a feel for the realities,



he would have known that in Yoover's intervieu by William Hanchester for his book

sgppogedd® supposedly on the assassitation, beginnin:s at"10:1(fA.1~I., 6~4-64," such being

ths precision with hich lioc.wer's every breath wos recorded, Hoover bgasted that he

lmew imAmediat ly that the assassination was the ork of one man only. He also boasted,

in th word: of his note-ta.ke}f; Cartha Yeloach, "that the FBI imuediately entered the

ced, despite non-jurisdiction, \The copy I cite is ot Recorded, of not the record and

indexed copy. *t is from the &I main FBI headquarters JFK assassinmgile‘,
%&t{"

Section (or volume) 73.) So it was not "within doys" but witinin md 5 on the first day.
His igmo »nee, X the total lack of even hish-school debater's scholarship in his

worlc imlnn@ed with 4 his politica) anti-Kennerdyism in hic attack on those who do
¥, .

not agree with him: o
to use the autopsy photos and X rays as the best evidence of how
the President was shot, but the Kennedy family refused to re-
lease them. Warren feared that if the Commission had the
photos, they might be leaked to the press, and as a result he was
hesitant to pressure Robert Kennedy on the matter. But Howard
Willens, a staff attorney, had worked for Robert Kennedy and

persisted to obtain them. In June 1964, RFK allowed only War-
ren and Rankin to review them (
s o (P l{aﬁ-/@)

Jot a gord of thiz is TE¥e true, and wait until we get to his f oint/n’oiglgj

thaznwtz@it foliows this @ Tt ks emniing, Waeeans witoke,
“Il'iney were so horrible that I could rot sleep well for nights.”
None of the other commissioners or staff ever saw the autopsy
photographs or X rays, nor did the panel utilize independent fo-
rensics experts.® Reproduced in the final report are schematic
drawings of the President’s neck and head wounds, but both were
made by an artist who was unfamiliar with the autopsy and
never saw the photographs. The artist's sketches were based
upon Drs. Hume and Boswell's original measurements of the
wounds.” Those drawings were mistaken in the placement of
both entry wounds, and that later /ieveloped into a significant
issue for the conspiracy press.'*** | P"i’ id 417, }

Arlen Specter, who was in charge of this arem area of the Commission's work and of
“hom Posner has be but a single mention in all his six hundred pages, was worried about
the Commission not having made or had made any reasl wamination of what normall% but not

o the Com[rission)is #se best evidence of homicide, the autepsy's film of both kinds.
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POosner's single reference to this_mmmission layer who was in charge of the
taldng of the medical o.idence and the relevant ballistics and other evidence and in
charge of that part of th' Heport is when he refers to larguerite Oswald, lee's mother,
being unhappy ab out the way gﬁtSmed nor! (Page 254) That is the real Posner
"scholarship." Hot a word about Specter's handling of the evidence to which that
part of his bock is supposedly dedicated!kgi% But then their political views are not that
unalike, if they are at all, and Fgoner is nothing if not politically fair énd impartig.)
Specter lmew he had his own ass to cover. He did not even suggest that in a
series of memos the Commission did nol publish. IH them he campaigned for the Com-
mission te use the pictures and “-—rays. He even told Rankin in one of bha—imtes—nf those
‘Lﬂf;‘“/‘%/ L ) =~ 5
GME that Robert Kennedy hud told them through th: ,3ecret Service, Whéir then had them,
that the Commisscion could havejand use whatever it believed it needed. a5 concerned
about any improper uses of them. But the Commission's use of them did not require
that they be public or published. All parts of the governmment and both Houses of the Con-
grecs have and use and keep secret a simply enormous volumz of records of all kinds. So
also do the co urts. It is a fiction that if the Commiscionfi:ade any use of that film
Lorten
they would get to be public. he r.al reason, as my'gggjﬁﬂgiﬂﬂm/gn particular makes
£f=de clear bu{:_&- vas appurent in ¥ my very first book, is because the Commis:sion's
cenclusions cannot survive caref ul.\p?/:z‘tmination and reporting on this autopsy film.

Blaming thic on the also-pgsassinated Robert Kennedy, who cannot meke any response,
represents more than Posner's indulgence of his own political prejudices; more than his
simplf*ﬁihstounﬁ?%ﬁhorance,riishonesty of both. ¥rom what he had in hig#&oseessioﬁrfrom

i
me-he lmew this to a vicious, ghLigﬂéz:z: the most indecent of lies. It follows,

The first of Posmer's scholarly Emmimmtes scurce notes (Page 571) is to the least
schiolarly, least impurtial mosz_ ser:‘.ous]a}flawed of recent writing abput the medical
evilence. It was in several\qrticleu in the Journal of the American Medical Association,
beginning with the issued # dated May 27, 1972, the one he Posner cites. That and sub-

AMA Mad R
gequent T JA,A stories akd-the simple, wases unscholarly, unprofessional approach: that

because the autopsy pruﬁéctors\swid in 19641they were right, come hell or high water



/‘1”-’/
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they ar: righs :I._"'ltﬁr 1992 and ‘t}],‘-v are right forever. Hy rzmbenbook (being prepared

as | wwhe Thae,
daa pubhz‘? tion, iz a lenbﬂ'tME’Flnlthe Tomparison be#wan those JAMA articles and

the. actual evid :nce.ﬁﬁfzﬂmt does it mean when Posner cites tWM'S version
of the autopsy prosectors' Warren Comiission testimony rather than to the original
source, that tesTimony vihich we can never rec:ll too often he rm#x says he studied so
very carefully and even indexed?
I is source note reads,"Dennis L. Breo, 'JFK's Death:The Plain Truth from the iDs
Wjo Did the Sutopsy, Journal of the American Medical Association, May 27. 1992, Vol 267,
Hp, 20, pe 2800'% A1l this impressive but essentially meaningless and really deception
citation instead of a citation to their testimony? ?_I_x_ii is ;"scholarship?
Compare this with his very next source note, to those drawings substitutéd for the
best evidence of that film, drawings made }'Lu’from any records of k:f.nd but from the

9 il Then Vi npolicad et} e
recollections of what one of th prosecfors believe hc remembered ii6aks 1at6T, Adwmx the

same point on th ;kp_me page, the next line, Posner has this," See, Celes CE 385, W.C %l mf/
XVI. The date of issue of that JAUA was not enough for him, he had %all mw
appear to be so car ful, zo definitive, when he was in fact directing readers to an
unoriginal and at best dubious source, l_?ut in eciting one of those volumes he studiend
>

and indexed, he cannot even give a page number? Lot even frow his fabled index? If not
from # Uhitewash, where they were first published{%thout reference to :ﬁ;&/ page numbér?

wlth that remarkable index he does not even learn that CE385 was not the only

il < o
? That with it on the very same page of that Volume, is also another of the three, not
Aavd Mhiy w) Thre Wk a second,)

@ drawingy : ind, CA380. And how with that simply unprecedented
~A0
1/
index and his unequalled scholirship di/’hu manage not to Imow about third of that

series of three, CE 388, on page 9847

et
low he managed this, indeed that he managed it tell swe-smere about that suppesed index

and his vv.unted scholarhsipe
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C#" Let us now 3% return to that footnote I mentioned earlier (on page 310). This is how it

reads, in f@ll fulls:

**In 1967, former commissioner John McCloy told CBS News, “I think
that if there's one thing that 1 would do over again, I would insist on those
photographs and the X rays having been produced before us. In the one re-
spect, and only one respect there, I think we were perhapa a little oversensi-
tive to what we understood as the sensitivities of the Kennedy family
against the production of colored photographa of the body” (“The Warren
Report,” CBS News, Part IV, June 28, 1967).

What Posnr does not ‘%.‘ce and what he hac-he got it from m&iﬂ?’ I oW —zend—hat
e e went Thineqh | i
ho-ent—throush-weat—fer-others=wouldbe najor contortions fot to mention)io avoid

anyr mention m\/_ le even quotes my 1cger instead of me on 1t@

efzBoxiittashtniy: amt.m:ta le‘c\arwmnr—kpuﬁm—for—hme?ﬁ:m
TLMJM wele Thwe g an 6l sy ﬁ,f{qjd V;‘;,;,;LM{

no_jn_use_ay—-suc >3 wrote it, again -earrying for %
“i) had maele F— 4,
t.xe.»t-—lrna:"'n*r S DOr_suppressive M@n@é&g it impossible for the Com~

mission to have those Pictures and #-rays. v says, tor-, that MeCloy in particular

regretted that, attributing it +to the imagined excuse )’ oductien—ofTolor—photo=

grapha of LLilu_ho#y“*never—ham“vbeen a- ma.dera‘:nomaf. any kind-oi what weuld—follow

—the—bemmEnEI N 5 euast : y (that the "Cormission was perhaps a little over-
., <
consitive to what we understood as the sensitivitics of the Kennedy family."
The reader can make an indepedent judgemwent on whether what follows acouounts

for Pouner's roferences to the Commis ion January 2'7, 1954 executive session tmanscript
without once telling lis rraders 1.1 @Ef/m aid get it and th%mblxahed it,

I published the entire thing, and it is quite long, in facsimile in WhatRAWhitewash IV,

It 4
whiek has the subtitle, "TOP SECRET JFK Aasassinstion Tz'ancﬁpt'bhecame;z it I also

nublished in facsimile other pages of 1\.,61191- such formerly "TOP SECRET" transeripts?
7}7«# a
_ Bemember, Posner hac already refrrred to that of January 21 (wiﬁout telling his reders
Lerhet Gfﬂ,tn,u*k doargo L _

(H6W 1% came to be that it is no longer clossified (g}—%bat—ﬁre—g—m&ﬂson—im

m:gh-*t;ﬁ-eiass:.fr-arry‘thing)f 'o; where they could read it, inPost liortem, where he got
Ty et edd SV /mnf e

et
: ﬁl page 193 I 3a%e poge 35 of immkxkrs the typescript of that

transeript. On it, a#—%hﬂnd‘ﬁ'a_émﬁy—runger—mm PIcCloy asks:




lir. licCloy. Lot mo ask you about th'is raw material buginess
¢lLat iz haovae. ¥hai doos it consist of? Doos it cousist of the yaw
ratariol of cic auwcopsy? They talk about the colorad photogrzphs

of o Erasideont's body -- do wo hava thosa!

T used the unequivocal response i Jul’, u:l| past where in his ansver Ranldn
turned to other matters, as I do here, to the bottom of that page. I also include the
footnote at the bottom of that paae*becauae i4miers to the anti-Kennedy propaganda
that came later, blaming the innocent victims for the fa;ul't:s of the official investi-

M
ga'ore who never intgided to investigate the crime itself and did noti

1r. Ronkin., Yes, it is part of it, a small part of it.

1r. licCloy. Ara thoy hero?

@r. Ranikin. Yas. But we don’t hove the minutes of the
autopuy, ond wo aghked for ¢hat because we wantod to 280 what doctor A
4did obout seucthing while ha was saying it, to sea whethex it is
sapnorted by the conclusions in the autopoy and so forth, and then
v have volures of wataericl in which poople have purported to have

sodd, or ooy Lo various agoncs cortain chings, they are not sworn,

i ter contrary pre—
is ¢ the Brecutive Sesaion of 1/21/64. Despito 1n _
':munan. Pmﬂ" 351‘; hare oxplicit in saying the Comrriasion did have nthe colored
photographs of the Prospident's tody", tha autopsy plotures. This nesns thers Vs
nevor any noed for tho fake skotches umed as "ovidence" (sce . 136), There is

Hp ifs, no buts, No concerns for the fam‘[ C#'s sensibilities, no caveats of any
kind, MeCloy was told when he asked that +he 82m Commission did have wEa% in 1967 he
%m\;ﬁ‘% sorry they did not get! And they had that film before they had even the
autopsy proctocol, what Rankin refers to as what did not_ez:ist, it4s "minutes." )

Can there be any finer scholership tham this? Nﬁa%lm prestigious historian ShepHn
Stephen Embroseﬂf "y model of historical research"?

When it comes to other models of this ‘;!‘%1del rogsewreh" it does not take Posner very

i Tl il

long to offer ones iy fact ot 1s in the second sentence of the very next paragraph

I
(page - 410):



"In replicoting the firing of the Carcanno, and figuwring trajectory angles, the
Commission uscd FBI tests g:i:had a platform at the incorrect height when compared to
the sixth floor of the Book Vepository."

His index preprar<d with all that i:cat effort and the knowledge acquired in per-—

wr aqam /
fniled Posner

P
he condemned as political would not have failed him, Th;Q%gst/;f Bosner's failures here

, fuiled nim where the Sytvia Meagher index

is not having any source for what he says. “e is also once again either ignorant, dis-—
I&East or both because those tests were EEE by the ¥BI, were EEP for " Fems [iguring
trajectories" and they were for timinge That shooting was at the Army's Aberdeen Proving
Grounds, aboufh65-3b miles n{ﬁ%h of Paltimore muocthm oﬁfthe road to “ew York City.igﬁey
were to determine whether the best shots in the country, all rated as "master" by the
A!atiGJal Rifle Ass ociutlon could duplicate the shooting atirubuted to Oswald.
. _ Mtfavf , s

Hot one of these best shots i. the country: -

bisbed—to—the—man RROYBASIABE ENONAY EEshaYe: BRI Ao i anated as-sssassin, and

qﬁ'q*”eﬂes less coufort to Posner in his new formula, not one missed on the first shot, the

—ur
one he says misse%?nnp_n:kﬁﬁe_ﬂmmmj, says Oswald did—that—eheoting.

dl_faT 4;2
And fhese were (professionals v prgctised religiously (not the "religious event”

d%;ner refers to), a necessity with gocd shooting as it ie for the very best of pamimks
musicians to practise regularlye. 5 is a mechanical skill and it is lost easisly
if not practises regularly. Oswnld never had any real experince with rifle and he is not
known %o have fired one cince he lef’ the larines, HE then is know to have fired a ExEf
different weapon a to%l of only two times,

I go into this at greater length, with all sources, in NEVIER AGATN! Tre need for
regular praclise to preserve west firing sldll was set for for Pouner and others in my
first bool,

" Before those very best of #experts began to shoot the rifle had been overhauled.

Tgyélatform from which those best eiperts fired was only half the height of that
gixth floot window to malce the shooting easier.

And with all of tlis best vory best shots in the country could not come close to
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duplicating the shooeting attrubuted to Us!-:ald.ﬁd W:'Lth this in the same published rgse
vecords £ from whgﬁ1 Posner dle(%ed up he good ol' boy Zahm, Posner preferred Ze.hm, who
said that this was"‘thiﬁeﬁsy shootinge H H‘E—MW Acstnicalfhicey 0‘

@i Or was it to finds the Zahms that Posner did his own work in thos@ volumes;ﬁn

he Tails to cite so often and often camntg cite correctly?

' psnerzisxais AT to rComrsdssd i . ' t
d
judgimgrimssz;ou be not judged- yeurself, —e-saye _thmmiemg:a@-@@m
Not missing a page for our convenience is es tabllﬁh the regularity of his

departures fro / the straight and narrow path of trutha ,ﬁe ves us more op,ortunities

than I use on the ¥ey very mesyy ne:t page agnin. (Page 411)

He is correct in saying at the top of the page that three lmembers did not ageee

SINFLE
with th. sis-le-bullet theory that is indispensible in th:- Re In citing Epstein's
W adte fo ctm“]in ,ﬁff Tded [ M»u?“
Inquest as the source = citing my work, which would have

-of mey i arids-letting -hie-reader. know-whas-he Jmev\from Whitewash IV ,that Rankin,
P
with or without VWarren's help or knowledge, contrix@ad wet to have \Hleaé court reportet
ol
Present for ¥h &pri‘l/ﬂ)},/1 964 executive session at which this was to have been discussed

and at which at /feast Russell and Ct;%per wanted to make and leave thelr record of the

basa.c d disagreement for history. It as when I put the proof of this in Ruseelléds hands

avid

that he broke a 1if e\ﬁong‘fmmtsﬁﬁ'a?‘ m&p with Lyndon q_o-lmson}mt/nem apoke to

0
him again, sl encouraged my worlk to disprove the Report for the rest of his lifes

&
L
IVER AGATH! carrien this forward ith later records of tl'ﬂ'.r basic disagreement by
both Russell and Cooper, with the statement Ruseell,, had prepared that hewas deéﬁed the
opportuity to have, as was hﬂs right, in the Commisgion' W last of those TOP SECRET
Faam | anehwt v :
é¥ecutive sessionsy and—w:‘:-hh—ﬁtrseeﬂﬁ:rendommnt‘mf my work.l;s[(as not an everyday
s¥ent for a memberfiol’ a pPresidential Yomrdission to endorse the work of one who dis—
agrees with it, but thef] Russell was nof a Posner. Posmerls-jdudgement is better, he
believess”

If Posndr we:e to be ju.dgat‘ as he next judges the Commiszion (Page 411) he vould



(Russell also told me, "I fooled ol' Lyndon, I led the fight against the civil
rights bill and atterfed fewcr Commission hearings.”

Ru@en also told me that in tellung Warren he would not sign the Report with the
ingle-bullet theory in it, Warren could still publish it on times "I told him to just
put a little ol' -&ootnote in it saying ""Senator Russell dissents:" B;lt Warren wanted

unanyuity.™)



Sl

have had no bock. e ays wr;rtes, P oef the witnesses who contradicted the cfficial
version of the events testificd belore the Commission." This is, as we have seen, the
practise frg’/ Whiﬁl Posner himself due:jnﬁ’(%e:viate.

1y hioc next observation, oi the poor atiendance of Commission members when testii~

L u\!/T PWW
mony was taken, his one attributes” many stateménts@ again to Epsteins In his
version, with all #we indicotions it is from ignorance of thosa'_ﬁolumes he labored
oger so long and then indexed, Hgsner fa%s that, the one elegent of his discussion that
he does atiribute, "Only thres of the seven comuissioners heurd more than half of the
testimony." (Page 48 422.)

This is false.

ot a single membex heard ‘1@/1:135.:13 Like half of the testimony, MNost by far was in
depositions at vhich no I-lcmber was present. The half of the testimony Epstein referred
to was the smaller fraction of the testimony, that in Washington asd at which as little

o hean The Ve ™Y o Ay
as a pingle nf'ember was presem”(parhc:.pate g W am wfq

Tn fairness to Russell, who did have the poorest atiend:nce record, his reason for
it should have been stated. Lt was no segret. Russell told me and 4 published it.

He believed that Johnson's resson for appointing him to the Commission over hix;
strng strong objections had nothing to do h-ug—h‘i%gar that th.v.s alleged non-
conspiracy assassination could come a war in which forty million co;fld be incinderated,
as I brought to light and Posner at ributes to another source. 1t is because he believed

that Johnson wented to keep him from lad:LnL, the fight in the Senate against the ¥ civil
rigf s bill in that session. 3524 M

iAs he resumes uith his previously-cited, biased and un,%sﬂfied&iticism of 8ylvia
Fioagher and her index, which mas not slanted the way Posner wanted it to be slanted and
very obviously slanted his own -if any - Posner states a basic misunderstand/% the

purpose of criticism and the obligations of those who criticize: " None of these early
eritics created a cogent alternative to compare to the one set forth on @swald acting
y 4 alone."(Page 413f)
As Posner should have ICaw.rg(’nd in law school, whichever of those he said he went to



is correct - and as of the time IY¥rite tiis he has a public record of Emimgxdmxiwm:
gradunting from {two -he should have learned that for one to prove innocence it is not
negessary Gt solve a crime but to prove that guilt was not proven beyond reasonable
doubt.

]
wand thoge wéth whom I do not agree,)
Those Posner eriticizes, including me) practised traditional American belief

in our eritieism of the offiecial findings.

w)
it ia P pSner who abandons thisftraditional Americanism, this t¥adition of +he

ae-
criticism /f.ssential to a viable democratic society.

In this forthrigh' and succint statement of his own belief Posner puts himself
squarely and solidly as believing in whqt is anathema to all American concepts, as
a believer in authoritarianism,

Is it not to wonder how carefully that eminent historian Ambrose and those
others who provided Pomner with those glowing pre-publication, dust-cover endrosement,
read his book when they eondorsed this belief :so strongly in what they said of the book,

How many accursed would even b -g‘ee i % . j 11 could free themselves only by
doing what the government had failed to do, solve thc\;ﬁme of which they are\ décused:

This is Wall Stret fawyer Peser Posner's here-stated belief,

Trmorant and resplendent still is his “o Source "model of historical research"
Posner begins and ends page Poge 420 with his demonstrations of it, particularly the
a value of having no sources at all for what one writes and for which one is so glowingly
g;;t;:séd. Ho 44 ignovent even of the history of the Freedom of informatidn Act =mE at
the bop of the page, fand at the bodtom of that page, wnwilling, as usual, to cite me
when I am the source, he misstates still aga:.n?i’ At the top,

"On Jul¥ 4, 1967, Lyndén Johnson signed into law the Freedom of Information and
Privacy Act (FOIA)."

This justifies uondeg"%‘:oug whether Posné.r vent to either law schoola

WBen Posner was in, law schoc]:D

In 1967}’ there was no peei prlvacy act, E&t came years latter. Ana July 4, 1967,

was not the day Johnson signed the 1aw®aﬂi§orﬁ§sed by the Cuﬂgress’months earlier, Z(/M

N
it was enfacted and™fe signed it. J uly é}(fis the day specified in the legidlation for the

"



#AT

/
Freedon of Information Act only to become @:ﬁ of th: lande It and the Privacy
Act are two separate pieces of 1egi.slat:'|_%1 and tvo separate laws,
Su Simple errord,Simple demzlstra.tﬂon of ignorance of the laws, the supposed

expertise of lauyemb 2 wlriol s Poaner; nﬁ.s“ﬂ the
ot rda
ofiginal FOIA8ffective July 4,1967, by writing that it opened to FOIA access all

&ebe government files, "even iMcllding those maintained by the FBI, CIA and other
sensitive organizations."
amending

Lt was not untdl the 1974\1.-1!111:;1.1.:-7{ of FOIA that the records of those agencies were

as a matter of law within FOIA requests. Tha need for the gﬁ-ticular amendment that
P o
oper}'d those records to FOIA access was i: the Wmﬁemd to as the legislative
v/
Iistren history, abtibuted to one of uy earl:fest FOIA lawsuits, my first for the results
/-"'-"'_—-'—"—'-—-—.

of the FBI's scientific testings It was Senator Ddward I{ermedy( who saw to it @aﬂy
t-hc/hﬂ leg:.fslat:.w- history would be clear on thi.: anddc* ited my lawsuit in doing that.
(Congressz_ona Record, Page 59336, liay 30, 1974).

This afeo

Wiito—2t is not exaetly an Ner:ﬂ)day event that a privatc citizen, by what Judge
C—e'f_‘h:.gd ("esell:in the federal district court for the District of Columbia wgs later to
refer to gg'.’IDJJLLB"l ~-“pez-sistence" even when Taced with-great-handicaps—andldabilities
Kﬁas}mlgton Past, January 17, 1978), proves, in Andy YJackson's words, that one

‘Posner's ignorance
determined man cen become a majority , I do not att:ibutz thie 4o TR Tailings of ik

whichever of those law schoﬁs. separated as they are by the width of the con‘l:inejﬁ’
{
Pesmer—#Yont to. Nor do I believe it fair to atiiibute this to Yall Street practise of

the law. It is merely the real Qﬂ:; being the real P sner,
- m

[ 2
g cen,t get out of that single paragrg& before again flaunting his lawyer's ignognce
of that law. He says its only exemptions were "under privacy and :ecurity exemptions.”

Security, what is preffered to a8 "national security," is the first of the wApts seven

ey h A
exempt:.ons. Privacy with vt the second czemption and is one of the seven differcnt

CMW
dxemptions ol exemgg There are those other six of this last of those

e
“seven e,ceﬁlptz.onsj and there are the other five exemptions, ©aCH assigned a number that



Vm/rmo
ex:u.st deapite theWall Séwect—daw interpretation that they du not exist.

ﬂﬂot averse to covering up tfor the FEI and “averse to gav:mg m/ credit for anything
{-‘) o'ﬂ'!\j/\

¥ o8 Iﬁ.ﬂi g3 ';'

Bre—a-—ya

has no difficulty g:{mg my lawyer

exclusive credit for what\y/did in FOIA lawsuits againet the FBIDaael In selecting from
fhat

what Jim Lesar told him"w{a"& as Posner uses At does cover the FBI's ass @an& has me only

a hys-ha%der in these lawsuits in vhich I accomplished what I did by the unusual means of

/s

stat:l.bt everything under oath rather then in layers' pead.l:.ngs thus deiying

cg{hllenging prosecution of myelef myself-in litigation against that prosecutor- if I

misstated anything. Thus Posner manages to say what is not in any sense true, that it was

E2)

A

ofiy that "the FBI hated" POIA that cause/it to keep so much mcret. The FBI %ﬁte i
W bif o 7

FOIA but it was the reason for, that hatfred,exposing the FEI's Selws, e:t'rqé and mismims-

Sy An Al [MJ:ZWU 4 E — _ThaR Causit {Upwf W v ! auf"
T iisconduct i Was the T 's intense deuire to suppress what could enbarrass it | » that

led to 1€/vigm ous a.nu determ:i_ned pos::.tionsx to m,r lawsuits.

(\‘P’f I d‘il!( VL

¢ attributes the coming to light and the accé’ss to o special FBI JFK ssassination index
\J‘co "researchers" in his footndbe. It vas TEIGE These unnamed ,!{esearchers“ who "discovered

tho existonce of" that index. Theyffiewed according tjﬂ”l’?/sner, wAt I, "discovered" it
in my suit )"for the Dallas f:.eld of-:.ce Iiliesj?/l(‘rhat isuit wes not for all those
Vi11as oftice files, It was limited to those relating to the JFK assassinatione)

Pog@er, so glib in bhis not infreguently unjustified or just plainwrroneous

criticem of others, spent theee days with me, mith his wife who is slso his resarch
asetant,. lever once did he discuss this matter or anything relating to it with me.
Vhile it is impir'l:ant only as o measure of Posner and of his wriiing, the fact iz that
I alone made that "discovery" and it was not in the lawsuit Posner says it was. It was
from the knowledge I obtained of how the FBL W(%SB through all those lawsuits and it
®as not only in an entirely different and entirely unrelated lawsuit, if was 4 not even
from the files of the Dallas offic&im That alwesult was C.4. 78-0322, Ik was not
filed until 1978. In a “King assassination lawsuit, C.4.75-199, 'hdih was filed in

1975, that I was able to determine, through g records originating in the iFBI's



what later enabled me to E;":?ﬁ that the Dallas FBI had that special index the existence
of which it had alrcady denied under oathe

Posner, model of hiutorical research Ambrose says he is, nisuses what he says
Lesar @ said to make it appear that the FBI has nof retrieval system, that save for this
sngﬁé}al iddex il had to riad documents page& pzgz to determine whether they were
witl?%ny TOIA request, In fact the FBI ﬂﬁ;%:‘he most elaborate of indexes, over{lowing
with "see” or cros s-relerence c:.-lqs.

That ¢

et special Dallas index had no entry not already in the general idmmt index of
that office. This j special index had a special purpose the FBI did not want reflected
at iis headquarters. Because oi the FUI's burcaucratic structure, with cases having
“éffi es of origin" throush which recordc are funnelled t headwuarters, Dallas made
fhis special index for the very special purpose of permitting FBIHQ to kmow that it had
made available to the Commisuion. Control is the name ol the FBI's game and this index
was a means of that control in letting the FBI know what it had- ond had not —memsrgim
provided to the Commission.

411 the inf ormaj’-:l.on in it existed separately in the verg_ large ge%;{{‘nf( indexes to
all the Dallas FBL filee,. The I'BI needed only # existing and virtually all—:.ncjumive
m index to retricve all its JFK assassination records. This\fpecia-l index, which
did not inelwle "all," served only the one purpose stated above.

ﬁuespite whai:l J|model researchex"f/lawyer Posner sayse

As he continues te allocate all governmsnt oppositjon to any disclosure of informa-
tion only to obduracy and to dpposition to theAc*b itself, Posner is specific in saying
the the government had nothing "to hide" in my suit for the records relating to the Fil's
JI'K agsassination testing. l\tg:'.an. having spent three days here, vf{ch means with ample
opsortunity to aclk me, he again misﬁ:és what he says my l%ger Kesar said, (page 4210 In
this P{\fysneziwagain covers up for the FBI and for the Comméssion,.

This is one of the pointn vhere Posnor amdss that the Dallas cgglg'k:ﬁggeof that
nissed shot was "c&hipped," as the curbstoné § dug up and in the Hational Srchives is

A
note e also says that the Cormission got from the FEI "the results" of its "spetrographic



e

What we saw earlier relating to the FUI's tes ing of the curbstone when it knew
it o uas testing a pateh and not the impact of the bullet that caused the ned mechani-
cal damzge to the curbstone makes credible ti e FBI's claim not to have put a comprehen—

Ahe Nrsalis of rgehn
sive report mnjall its testinggin comprefensible formg: it could not have done that and
still maintained that there had been no conspiracy, that there had been a lone agssassine.
and to see that this could not be done in th- futurg it consigned that thin[fﬂi?
filwed record of that test to history's memory hole with the most ridiculous of ex-
planations, that this as to "save space."
legitimate

Wigﬁbut secret hearings where there was no/need for them to be secret this kind of
horrible Faud could never have been perpetrated.

The point I have been maldng about Posner's attribution of my work to others is im
not that he treated me badly. That bothers me littles The real pbint is that in all he
does he covers up what he claimes to be exposin, and that this includes covering up
Tor thove whoﬁiafailed ug and th mselves, Why he does it is not central. That he @me

does it ise Heréwna we see how he does ite. Any personal roasons he has are irrelevant.

The foregoing shows what he did and how he did it.



S5TB

" ~ "l
By itself this tell # us whalkind of lawyer Posmer he stidied evidence in

law school. Lt tells us what ldind of non he is. and what kind of writer. It is another

of Posner's . self-descriptions.



P

(AL .= §
teoting." S4iLl again co vring up for the FBI, Posnezl%s that I sued only for "the
also "
underlying datae." I suif:e?d for thosenésults“ that the Commis ion never did Jt. In that
A
adﬁ'suit;&ine‘_‘e?‘incrediblc a8 it nay seem, impossible to believe as it is, thef FBI swore

that it had never put those "results" together or ﬁde any @ such report on them,

P
T What ﬁ~‘r$amm+m;mmmmble. The FBI could never have

put i@mt&_@n&muh&%m and have still insisted that there
Vasany—toncasrassing—Otuald or othern.
ad/
If Poober had not so often and so pointedly boast AOf his need to make that close
personal study of the Commission's evidence, includinz from the FBI, with that urgent
o ﬂ A -
need for him to nalke his own J_m!e x of it, something he bozsted”about ai‘te@ his book was
out M:it might seem to be an unfair question to ask whm‘?m kind
of lauyer dfis who cannot distinguich betwen incompetent, hearsay testimony’ and the
N J
&
carefully ‘cabu];\ted statement of 'E;hc‘{:;sults of scientitif’ testing, put on paper and
explained on paper, wtith da med iqut; > 578

If in that great studf and indey-_irg of his Posner did not find any such prepared
and on-paper statement ¢ resultes, as he would not have if he had sought it, hecertainly,
even if he had not talken a single cge to court when he®had what he dez€ribed to the
DMJ{(J,-) Trihune
Cpiage—-dibune (of Uctober ﬁ,i&_"i) as his ovn law firn for two years after his um

a o i (w
tHo years -=miy as something a little gless thah beins: a "Wall Street lawyer," 4he
ability te-nepeciwe that the Commiseion had only lhearsay testimony and had not a single
reference in all its tes-r imony to tho FBIl's preparatign of any stetement of f"r -sults"
of theecientific testing Pysner refers to.(0n poge 421.)

WVhije it is #rue, as Paoner states, that “"l:!ie FBI steadfastly refused t give
Weisb@erg the waderlying data," it is not true, as Posner represents, that this "under—
lying data io gll that it "refused to # give " me, It also is not true, as he says next,
that tld:s was from "ahstinﬂcy" only. WYhat I state above with regard to the curbstone

. aiid
testing alone males this apparent. The FBI was determined to withhold fac%vﬁance, and
it did precicely that-with the Commiss on and wltimately to a lesser degree with me. Here

"ultimately" means over more than the decade Posner refers to,from the time of my first

request for it in 1966 through the last coirt proceeding, in 1981.
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That a lauyer has 10 ru::.tmun alyot the FBI's failn nc\tﬁ@ & hese testing
" results" in any documentg thal includes all the testing and all the meaning dervived

£ fm that 4 sting is that lawyc.r 8 ovm gtatement of his competence, his honeat/ his

Jua. u entiag w oy
intelligence and his knowldge of the law #&nd %h/'.ror!fupon ha:weh}ig supposeély is en—

gazed d'crht-h&e—mr

PJZa.;er does not even k’nm.ﬁlthat in go important an investigation tho FBI pever
et T dwlg 7 T :

prepared any such thing ang swsete—dnth —ere federal courgj: that it had not.

This is its a8 reflection of wlit is a "model of historical research,”

. M,

This is, I think, too, e;ézu{:h time to devole to vhat Posher secks to denigrate and
ridicule as "A ?e]igj.ous Event" {o those who did not agree with the Warren ﬁseport and
Said 80

Pocner is a man, a scholar, a Iweyer, a researcher and : writer who cannot disting-

wish between what 8 is WDEH‘EY oL ridicuie and what is an expression of patriotism,
(YO W = Jf‘ A%, e ——— e

by even tho e who are uis 2 g citizen's

eflort to correct ge® governmental error or failings.

That, not matter hou wrdng they were in what they said, how they said it, what

the sought or used as the basis for faying it or in any of the many jaher things those
Posner
. km incorrdctly lwaps together as of one mind as "conspiracy mwkiw critices" did, said or

urote, i5 1twlhiat all tried to do, exereise the responsibilities of eitizenship in a

country like ours.

OI# Ll other hond, Poiner devotes his book tb his effort, regardless ofmact,

evidence, ;i)om @ or other consideration %o '?,vering up for and justifying the
ond Ao mis desds cnd :uf I-M-M,\

-r
L
government, {lbelt with a féw feathers oeléter near the government wriste

In his ¢ cmimmmmgudrements of thew he aske that he be judged.

ﬁt‘. i6e



