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Posner's own deseription of his penultimate chapter, "Black Is White, and White

Is Blacl, ':g.r, that it is on "The Jim Garrison Fiasco." He could hardly have had a larger
or a mors inviting target. Dut with even so so fine and so very vylnerable a subject
foi his writing, vhether in ridicule or in condemnation, his work remains seriously

g

flawed and Tor some incredible a rcason, with so muéh material, his 3s still dishonest[a.nd
Lmsch.ﬁlarly ~nd he even continues his lying vhen thex/-te 'NI;?( no good z;oason for any of the
many things wrong with this cluipter, tooe.

Among the reasons for this not be;:ing either a good or a dependable chapter are:

/Iﬁdulg;ing his own predispositions, particularly political;

his dependencefipon u;;e who despite their unreliability and other liabilities as
sources he is more comfortoble with because [\ﬁitically they are his kind and he emixs
fe.ls more comfortable with them, pliles the Pringuicrs and the Badeauxes;

hio oun prejudices, reflected in what he does and does not do and s:y;

Lt
his usge of dubicus unnamed and unidentified sources; Ié W >

hiz gross ignorance that by this neor the end of his writing I-a’gz:m—eh&maf ﬂd’/{‘

and the error coming from all of the lfove.
lle falls far short of what the legitimate criticsm that is possible, and withal
he manages his uwsual uwnfairness for his own specinl purposes, not the least of which is

indulging his insatiable ego. So large an ego for so sitall a man!



" 4hich is indulgi_ngkhi:: insjlﬁionable egou, 00 Jlarge an ego for so small a man.

Posner's own description of his ponult:.mate chéptor;-- 'tﬂlack ig White Thite Is

d_'l.;t have a larger

!il. - 'Una,

. Yy, -

[ _“\..h_‘
paptpicoiardypeliiical and #a reau s-dependance upon those who déspifc Their un—
- s
reliability he—ferls DOTTor Witll, /Jﬂ_f’:f' the~dyinguiers and the “Yadeauxes; hus own prEgiEfes
» g . '

.'i,;thaj.ﬂ nanages his ggual’ﬁlfaimess for his own special purposes, not the leaSt.of hwi

e

-

. ~ ¥

At this point there is no heed to be as exhaustive as at all poi;'ﬁs in all his
chapters rosner invites, & few illustratiouns sufiice.

in 1963 ‘

After geanty .uentio. of 'he fact thafféa.rrison arrested David herr:-Le, that offbeat
Nei: Orl ons honese:tual, without mentioning that Ferrie \gs first brought to public
attontion in Whiteuash IY in 1966, » and without mentj;oﬂ n ol the faect that the d:cﬁéils
of that arvest and of FEIL mco‘# the Varren Gommission had on that were first published

L&_‘ ; s
in Oswald in Hew COrle ns Sge year, Pliner writes that Yarricon ahd 1érvfrr:&lsons for
his 1967 case?é;_ainst Shaw, with the){ then dead Ferrie and Oswald also charged., Posner's
firat reason, lilo /j:l.., econd, having no source indicated and thwmo is more of his
M o4 $ian Pranian
a‘!:*seg*an mind-reading,"involved" Ferrie, Bés seconif reason "was a story teld by Bean
ond 3

Anflrews, a three -hundred-nad forty-pound, forty—four year old jiw:%al}clng attorney with
a reputation for exaggeration and showmenship," (f’ages 428-9)

If Posner had had any lmowledge of or interest in Andﬂws dr had even paid any
attention to a picturc of him, he would n@:ar have failed to include how ex traord:.nar@y

Short Andrews was for a man of thnt weisht and how srcmewkable Glose to if not greater #

than hic height his girth wase

In—his Posner does not roport what %errison said publicly and often got him off ™
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and rwming again in Llate 1966, to bocome pu‘a_lic in eail 1967,

ﬂonspicuoyslyf? or this”mo:}ol[joi;in. storical scholurshlpf the words of that eminent
lew Orleans histor uee.f, Ambrose, ;glm no sou_ce for that Andrews "story." #e could,
from his grat and deta__lj study aud incexzing of the Warren Commission's puﬁh'q_/hed

G tuna ot
record, have cited his tes tmon_,r d&e-re, the origin of that story. ZAr he could have done
ihat it would huve pained him to B do, have citod Widimmsn Uh:.'l:ew h ( pag»,‘e?24—5, 1501,

Here I do confess to the Posndrian) Ifr;‘lr'(“%%g—‘-reading in my r-ading of his mind,.

I% pains P sper to refer to any! higg I ever did in all those books and in all those
laguits and in all in which I was f©irut. It is I who brought that Andrews "story" to
lisht. Bub I did more than judt Q’ﬂq nis "Ulay Berf rand" stpry}n-—lig%'?"the part that
'E-_arrison did latch ontoe. For all his being fat, fu.mm’g Teisty and inder ineredibly
of fbeal Tor a lawyer, dndrews gove thr Commission itf;)est, really its only clear and
accurate discussion oé and comuentary on the basic requirements of ;;00d shootingl

Ot the DI, not one of the m ny other Goemmis! ion pxperts, &:&L gundertook so
basic ma an informational chore as my sometime friend, the late Dean Adams Andrevis.

Mhe—tawitation to o jam session with a "het-eat-coming down from Ciney'I-—wegret

to this—da net-havinz accopieds «A-:ﬁme—uas_alsa_a_music:.m.

Garrison's initial explanation to the P& media of what got him steted started, aff
oA by dfiled
w—piarm%n—frm-wi-n;eh e novei opazded, ic that when by accident he was next to Liuisiana

uncle
Senator Russell Long, whose faiker Huey had benn assassinated, Long told WmxX Garrison

that he believdd there was a consniracy in the JFK assassination.

ileshington Post reportor George ﬂu‘dner asked Long about that. Lcug: told him that
the first lmowludge he hod of 1t was when he read it in the papersa Qr;"ﬂ_ﬂ did not
happen.

What did hapyen, andias apparent to Lardne: and to Ian HeDgnald, then a Washington
correspondent of m&i;:_zqes of 'L'QM‘ n,each reported. Did Po ner know thiET?; He did. I used
parts cf both stories dn the back cover of _fi_hii:_qg;gp_hj,_q Whitewash, which Posner had.

This is what Yclonald reported ond was publishes 'u.nder the hendline, 'ﬁystery _

0;5 Kennedy Inquiry cleared up:

=
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(who blows a hot horn)
lj
(Andrews also invited me to a Jjam session that night with "a hcmconﬁ.ng( down

foom Cinney" that night. I've been sorry ever sinee that instead of aiccepting his in-

vitation I worlked that nisht.)
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!gzng‘u?é&%% ¢ ‘; raih.er‘ ;

mystifying - lnvestignhon of ‘the
ﬁxﬂ:d“adzd anmb hidnnli;)‘rrl“ ngw being
conducf y: Mr;i, arrison, | i His bo 4
“the - Attorney”: General ~ of ;New | by ~(he: gm‘::i ;
Orleans, has been cleared up, The privately’ “'d afted i
isourcc of much of his inforrnltiun jected, bra numb:'gof pu !ghgu
{'is Mr. Harold Weisberg, the author’ E ew « York and Londomt It is
E of  Whitewash ; Report on rhc mbcr shrill in tone, but np one has
Wurrm Comm.‘s.ﬂon. v !.-- MR guestloned his ho T
+15 Mr. Weisberg, who was one “of | He has subseque Wﬂllﬁa‘ two

,a = mnrt books,  Whitewash 2:. F.B..
“"’ first to question the conclue, Secref Service Ca\m:wp." and CJl.Ad

\smns of the Warren commission,” .
vrcturned to his home:in Maryland "W?:’;'::“fmgwédb‘:‘nf’ww?g'ﬁm
“loday after assisting Mr. Garrison | % P

nd hi t aﬁ Il. hls sldocl.u-lmm. which were made

‘h' § giaft, It was. pot, ﬂm ilable to Mr, Garrison, < - hos:.

Lardner's story i on:

. ad fu-“m'-f*‘

Sﬂ: Aarlof guiding New timony + of Louisiana Jawyer]
;0!']@'! umetmuomey Jim Dean Adams Andrews Jr., whoy
‘his ! invéstigation u‘:';{ the é’{““; ‘f°'“§““,:°"&

b a:" ertrand” . had
Q#ﬁl”sl‘dﬂngﬁe'}ﬂedl’! A8S35 | askod . him. n{n _represant: 0':-
smg}ipn,wgn be ll"mPv-‘d; Jn wald gflor the- ‘asspssination, §, |
any’ bonl:storo"*t gnl L ! 3| The FBI found the s ‘leads
LiThe’: lnvutlgauon, ‘is Gar— supplicd . by ; Andrews" yand
rison's, but the seript appar: ::lh"';‘:;‘;&:"“]h c.nnl?n '*'“",fll;‘d'
enur‘,qtmed swith Harold trand,” (hat ‘he had gm p::t
\Yelsberg, furmer Senate inves-{in the' auasslnmnn; s
bgat;:;: apd_author of “White. Businessman’ 'Hel he
wash, n“ aperback”att k i

PAperback” sitnc Rl * Garrison ' has* eﬁ};rge *th

#he wWen report. . .
) +|“Clay Bertrapad was, actuau
Y i'u" following m |Clay Shaw,-

'hook," Wellberg said et .
iy Vesterdag=olthe orc- o %_ s

e‘mdreis, too, wa® rquite specific in his sccount of"

..

'é‘.

?
% uar;ison 4started

TR LM
"Eﬂlﬁ," he told me thal atrﬁda}' afternoon in his smaller wvooul of his two-room
S _ Magm 3/ 4kt
office in the mads—ewmigirmipoand then main Bosdais ldewet-Tuilding on Canal Street, L

vt oyt
"ihe  'Glant'walked in here, tossed your boolt on my deslk, and told me, ¥tDoonp, ¥8 )éa%e
1 <
read +his. Thooe wer~ his fipt word, how it all began"

'3’62/{’

A.ndr eus nickdndmd Garru\son "The Jolly Green Giant and soon was referring to the
1y oot-six~inch Uar.r@ison as the 'Giant only,

That book, Whitewarh, had _just been reprinted as a Yo11 paparbaclc. What Garrison
told Andr us %o read is what L wrote about hime
When there is so uniquely a single cource it is a unique "model of historical

regearch" that prefers givin: Iyo source to that undgue sln._,lc 0UTCEe

(11: is well and oftel said that war is too important to %- generalse
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I
: ristors A #;
ghould we no% now realize that out is too pmecious {o entrusi( to the professiongl )
A
historians what state WHeH IOy Ore OUL 1A-& position ’c'm pub-—

—

lichers - ask-—+hem=%$5-8ay?)
o
(historians who do not and eannot know what they spzak about but say what publishers

¥
uaét them to say to sell bocks, p_ublgﬁlers who publish the books historians Write?)

S
Altllomjx it was not nececoary for Pooner's purposes, cleazplsr to tell his readers that
e A {LEu-lb y MUR
( andrevs was eedabi ther a dependable source o a successful lawper,on his part Poener

is his usual excessive/:eli‘ in, withgut auy source, s s writing/ that
dndrius "had a rauschacle office near the New Orleans port."(Page 430).

"eur the lew Orleans port" covers anextensive part of liew Urleans, Some of its

Thie__
finest Lu;v.ld:.n J/arc(’and rolatively recently vere ﬁau;ﬁ‘(negr the Hew Orleans port."”
dr e .
of ‘ice vas ndt in a &lum arca, not a pmdgeonholc in some abandoned w It

/h 1%
Was an o main street Canal, witlin an easy wall: of the federal court hE?sé‘“.\ H \\a.s $laeTr

where it as when I knme. him, ac.';pr;i.l.mg to his testimony that Posner does not once cite
(110325£¢), in "627 Haison Blanche Building." Tnere vas nothtng "tumbledovn" or
"rickety" about it or about that builﬁ_t#{ﬁo'%; of one of Wew Orleans better departliant
ntores. One of Clay Shaw's lawyers, the only one at whose office I was, was m}ch closer
to both the river and the dock and warehouse area oi‘l the port,When the new Trade Mart
building was decided upon, that was bu:th r*lo e to the heart of that "port arealand

hH va itpinaieg, v‘f wie vmxvn—'f'ﬁﬂvcy ’“543

“almost on + 'thP r:n.ver;, WMMMW

While this is a minor point, it is not minor with regard to Posner or his writinge

é’e decidez he wants to depre@ﬁte or speak i1l of someonc then he needs no =zmmme
suurce, has no inhibition and just says whatever héwan‘bs to say

dndrevs! tﬁoroom office for his so‘e prac‘l:ise\?as simple, unpretentious and imwiiga
it was anything but elegant. But for the ldnd of practise he had it was all he needed.
His secretary in the outer room had much more upace than he had por needed - in his mxudws
smaller inner ofiice,.

For the ldnd of prictise Andrews had he also had no need for an e;itensive*law
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1ibrory and there was none in his office. The Turniture was quite plain. But again, for
his kind of of pr ctisse he needed no more and, with some of the clients he had, fancy,
overstufled furniture would always have been at riske.

But none of this addresses his competence as a lawyer. The best testimonial to it
ia that when Carriso. had him dead to rights on a perjury rap Andrevs never served a
minute of time on it

The

JaLidg top van for the area, Carlos liavcello, could afford the best legal talent.
But when he wanted what Andrewvs could do he had Andrews for a lawyer.

Posner's baseless/and factually incorrent description of Andrew;& office repres%nts
Posner in +his book: hiz word can be 4taken for nothing at alle.

In going £fom this to Garrison, Pyemer writes that "In late November 1966 Gar - tison
shocked the rest (sic) of h:s staff when he annoucned that _he had decided that Clay
Bertrand was actually Clay Shaw," whose accomp]ishmenTs Posner then procedes to
exaggerate, with no source on any of this.

Gar ison made no "amouncment" of any kind. Ue tried to and for #ewr months he
succceded in keeping it ecret. But "late November'vas the ﬁ beginning of what Garrison
vas up to and iﬁ Pooner had given vwhat he vas doing much thougﬁr he could mof:%fi‘ecti‘.rely
have put it in terms of Garrison +telling some of those he had working on it with him
that at the very outset he believed that Cla.ur Bertrand and Claw Shaw were one and the
Same pel'son.

Uomparsd with the kind of lawyer Posner pretends Dean Andrews was he is not nearly
that @ood hiiwlf in s ying € what a sSwdn law student should know is false, tnat for
wh%mfer Yarrison fseid publicly, not in the sewtr courtroom, EEomsthe "courtroom pro-
tected hiw frou 1ibgl for anything he said."(page 432)

Knowing better, lmowing the truth, and even \-13113:‘.11@; to hurt BEdward Jay Epstein, Zho

adl.
position on the assassination s close to his oun, Po:ner has thix foot note on what I
Anvase Lasran
nover heard from or about hifl, calling "himself ' the wagon boss of the buffs¥r " Ha
thenadds that it was not until after "Garrison's investigation ended igndfhiniously"
L . L
that he lost suprort and that MERNEFUEREESINRRNX "Harold Weisberg and E;%rard Epstein

even condemned him."(Fage 433)



e

(Garrison being Garrison, his own kinda cat, as Uean Andrews would have said, picked
Johnson
the first day of the new/administration for the first day of his trial. He saw poli-

tocal significance in it and said S0.)
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1 N\ W
Pooner kneir that jith regard to both Epstein and ms he lied when he. rote v&his. Why
he felt it necessary to like is not clear. Except that Bosner is Posner and this istPosner,
Ii hiz own min. he has to be F=ng=% nasty in putting everybody down, regardless of his
position inf;thu controvirsye
The Clay Shaw trisl did not begin until the end of January, 1469, when the sel-ction
2454 I andy =
of the judy began.ﬁ Eputein's amti *ison book ap_eared first as a lengthy qrticle in
th ley Yorker.That was in the sumner of § 1968. The hardback book based on that article,
1 f Q. l(
Counterplot (}-{ew Yorl, \}{ild.ng ess) was published and on sale also in 1968, Thjé, both
thegrtile and the boo.. itself were cortainly not until Garrisocn ended "ignominiously."
Fosner is no less the liar and he is mmskx sneakier with me. After first quoting
those who were tallking about the ouwbecomz of the Shaw trial as "solvin:" the JFK assassi-
nation {o.se he quoges a letter I weote after my first trdip to Ng‘r: Orleans yf which the
. e o A piran &JMI"
last words of that smal]/ atcerpt g he UDBEaTE) . what Garrison a Mas, "I am
convinced from my oull work, rig;l:f/;t." 45 Posner knew, I had no interest in Sha+ when I

vwas in New Orlesns and was not referring to him, I was referring to Whethpr ot notH

. v
there had been aéconspirucy. by first book proved that there had bemm—eaiy the
_ladpe ‘
official evidenced Contrary to Posneir's concoction most of which he ribbed in any event,

the official evidence ituelf proves the crime was beyond the capability of any one man
and on this bagis alone was the end produce of a conspiracy.
But this hay nothing to do with my "condemning" Garrison, the subject of this foot—
note, Here iyener, kuoMing the facts and the truth in some deitnil, says nothing about them G
hexg, I'or what he mangled that into, without any indication that it was what he des-—
cribes as my "econderming" Garrison, it is necessary to jump ahead to his footnote about

"the budfs" encouraging Gerrison to be even wilder in the changes he mades

*Although the buffs usually encouraged Garrison's proclivity to widen his*
conspiracy charges, sometimes they prevented him from making major mis-
takes. At one point in the investigation, he had a warrant drafted for the
arrest of Robert Perrin, who supposedly could testify about Ruby's gun-
smuggling activities to Cuba. The night before he made the notice
public, Weisberg proved to him that Perrin had died in 1962, \Page 448)
P guner has 1o zow'ce on any of this. T he second part is)unrecbg;\liza'ablgjfmn

‘
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I wrote h_ﬁ%t characterizins; what he wrote, andssked him for his sources for
p——
what I had been told his book4 says sboui me. (He had pmemiztr volunteered that he would
M
send me one of the first books to come from the bimdery but he mever sent me any copy
of the book.Je also prowised me copies of the promotional material for the hist;{'oical

record and never sent me a page of that, eitheer. ) A-ﬂ )
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from me, I8 there is any source on the Tirst part I do not kmow of ite I was never
with l"a:r.-r:'..s'c:n very much and I do not remember being with him when those ‘%ﬁrﬁ% to whom
Posner may be referring, if 'ﬂjey existed, were also prosent.

For all the time I spent in New GexxOrleans, I dined with Garrison our times,
over a period of five years. Ti: last vas & thtee ye:rs after the Shaw trial, hxmex¥

Lo e Lptadat 4,

vhen I wos there as Jomes Harl Ray's inves_riga'l.,or, Gar-ison heard of : fﬁ"éﬁﬁ“i"n‘v_ited me
t;J lunch. The %hree esrlier times were scatiternd over a yer and a w. We always dined
alones e had no stafl with bim. Several times he asked me fo accompany him to the
airport. Only his de=t dotectives then were ever with us. So I cannot confirm that he
was ever "encournged" to "widen his conspircey charges" by those umnamed o whom, if they
e:ist, Posner refers/‘”’;m‘ et CMMJ Hyuhe,

They do not have to exist. éarrison needed no such @0 encouragement. He saw con-

spiracies on every moonbeam.Posner cannot have rcal what he refers to without knowing

thise. Bdcause L know there im was no need to prompt gGearrison sjg/ anything wilder, and
because Posner cites no source, I believe that like much else that he believed served
his end, he just made it up.

But to Posner's knovledge, bracleting this with his mox-:inmstorﬁ.on and
misrepresentation of what he then has in thic same paragraph was a lie and thus an intended
lip. There }!EZ no colihécti(im of any kind hetween umgﬁﬁ%ﬁ encouranged by those Posner
refers as "buffd, " of whim he here ang throughout he has me as one, and that deliberate
misrepresentarion of his about Robert Perrin. It is no mean acc:l%lplishmsnt for Posner

that he could be untruthful about everything he says in that part of this footnote except

that “errin did die in 1962,
Bince Dbaing toJ:_q abiut this and Pésner's o‘dl?e'ff‘ erenees to me before I saw the

bock for the firet tﬁ;ﬁl wondered abouT ke reasons for lying, garbling, distorting and

misrepresentati);g, particularla about me, and especially about what he lmew about what

he ia so vompletoly dishonest about in this footnotes The acfuality is that what garrison

was up to when I ch}ven@:ed it, some time before the Shaw trial, was in many ways even

more outrageous that the case he alleged against Clay Shaw. I learned about it B¥ only



{telephoned
beeause at Gariison' s/ms:.stence I had returned to New Orleans instead of returning

home from Dallas. If I were to take the time to repcat the whole story here it would be
iV

apparent that truthlful and factual acuounts of the real Zérrison vould have served Pos-—
n

ners ' purpeses better than what is so casily faulted that he prefers, along with his

most dubious sources for most of that.

&g I was about to lowe for 'Ehe plaae-heme on—tirtretere=+=3p early in November,

1968, I learned frow two of his staff who were closest to him that Garrison planned a
commenoration of the fifth assassination anmiversary in which he would chargey Robert
Lee Periin and Bdgard Bugene Bradley with being asssasins on tho Grassy “noll, He had
had mor: gandiouse plans but his staff had talked him out of all but these two new
allegationd he was going to make to mark tnat anniversary. These tvwo staff members, J‘ou:i.s
Ivon, his—fi;:-g‘ula.r-polim chiefl inveutipator and :ndrew "loo" Scimabra, then the juniom
of the the»> §
a@mstam, district attorneys and ithe onz vheo spent most time with arr:x.son.. at Garri-
agon's insistence, asked me to try to find soue wey to succeed where tho staff had tried
and failed, I said that I'd returm in sbout a week E%d asked Ivén .to give me tvo=ts of
what 4 lmew was the solo bagis of anvthing Garrison could alleged ageinst Bradley, those
Diﬁé%m%iw referred to as "the traup pictures." (:arrisou.qark Lane and many others
_idadif b igma g
had invented many ™ anciful and a2ll cle:rly impossiblel Gonspiv.cies based on nothing
but those pictures. And how many were "identified'as being in them! Some even'"confessed"
to being them in ke them and to being involved in the assassination when it was farcsd
ifeally untrve. T also got two enveleopes for mailing those pictures from Ivon. Awaiting
my plane at theairport I, sent each set with a ngte and ssiced that an investigation be made
of those pdetures for me. I Sent one set to ml. friend Menry W.de, then the district sttor-—
ney, ond the other to the former FBI agent Paul Rothermel II, then ]I.L@unt's chief of
securitly. Vithin a few days I heard from each.
VUdde has a staff investigator investigate. He reported that those pie‘fﬁres were
Laken ub?ut an hour and a half after the:.ssassination antl that the men in them had been

pi'é"l—:,ed up ina a general police sweeP of the area vhen they were f ound guzzlhbingwine in
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By and hour and a half after the assassinatiion news photogrzphers snapped pictures
of anything t}mfmoved in the Plaza. These men were photgraphed as they were walked
past tho depository building and as they were 1-aalked-t::‘-. i’.ce car parked not far
from th sheriffas ofiice into which they were taken.

From what Henry Wade told me and what for other roasons I had glways believed,
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Mo ol wehed
q parked and Lg.gi._chad—imi,_w tra:u:! erllpt*r n.:.lroa.d boyca;r:oThe rail yaz'ol;a in that area-
/
are enormous.:ﬁ%ht That “Bec boxcar vas 5 behind the Centmal Annex Post Oflice. *ts

address is 217 South Hain Street. Because the only wad to walk those men out without

sl et
/He:l.stznl, them the hc:.ghi. of the ‘Bost of "iést loading dock and ﬂ:? humuliating them by
,_1,“,( pu, W £ did T s AL h{ ,,,,,

walking +thou through the post ofTice(was to walk them north!almost -Lhree blocks and then

taking them east and off tho_».escmchs onto the Grssy bnoll west of the book-depositoby
,141—(.1 E"It‘{a Lt ’f.ld:r'ﬂbr s L‘vﬁy"
building,that is wimt “Wae wau donee They were then walkedjinto a pollce car and d.riven
Riec 44 !w(’
&T’iay. .

and it made no §énse thatl any assassins would stay where

renfam pALH
'rhey were eaﬂs&:ﬂ%fu be nabbed inttead %{ -)J’ =v or that they would endanger them-—

!ﬁ“"‘l Lot
selven firth s Ly b—mAmk. That they Were so iar south of the sense of the crime and

a block west @f it an hour snd a halfl after it and when even Garrison could not bring
o

himself to allege that the Cﬂ had invested sights to permit xi®Im:assassins to see
arr.und cetrners and rifles capable of shorgting that way, that took cee® care of
"Bradley," whg was clearly not the man in thoipietwre those pictures anyway, much as
Garrison, and others insisted he vau.

Rothermel's confirmation added a deteil that established his source as knowing
vhat he was talldng cbout.

"I>I/‘,( ol' Doy at th: Post Ofiice," Paul told me when he phoned,"tells me that there
wero three of thosn winod hs sav taken off a box u:.ard‘and you have only two of them

rm

in the pivtures you sent me." Paul wes comect.&e&/had one complete set and one in-
complete set of those pictures and I'd sent Paul the incomplete set.

(I aid not lmov it at the fiime but the resylis of an FBI investigation I had i:mggemd

nfdﬁ'licic o i ‘:'D wiiest | Wt 'fe’i‘:{

six months earlier caue ¢ IBL 50" confirmgthis~adso.fhen I saw a newspicture of a

sketeh of a man said to be a puspecy in the King assassin:tibn 1 rzac:cgn:l.aed it as a
one v e 4 n it —
" lileness of one of those men.}’l" ve the Baltimore FBI, thorugh its agent in Frederick,
a copy of the aketch anf}\/é\at pictures It aak,ed Dallag to investiiate those pictures,
The "f&%_";g;f_,_m%
Dallas rcport}/.ed tn the ffemphis of " :.ccb on Hay 21, and in the summer of 1977 I got those
“emphis, Dullsg and Baltimore recorfs in uy King assassination FOIA lawsuits, C.4.756

1996, The Dallas report winding the whole thing u# ig in the I-Ic-m[;his main King

agsassination file, 44-1987, in the Sub E file, uhere it is Serial 16811. The officers



who made that search and led tho:se tl% are Bi1l Base, in 1968 assi;mned to the
Uallas police jdentification #aivision, asd Ray Vaughn and larvin Wise. Except that
Bddd!
Basls estimate of the distence from the depository building places tha bozear i rthur f
south the what *Nf'{om'y's detcoteive and Paul perrionally learned, the FBI's rcport is
‘I
co"ylcte confirmation o' what the: learncd and told me.)
g2~
The Bradley half of Garrison's‘fantasy was easy to uake impossible for him to try
& .
to getfiay with but Perrin wduld be, L kneu, touchy and difficult because + knew msuet
. b mw, '
that Carrison lmew that Ferrin, £he formex m&md/ui‘ Warren Commission Witness Nancy ‘%
Perrin Qich, had ldlled hi elf in Now Orlcans il}ﬁlugust of 19624 So, I lmev thatl Garrison
/
planned tv identify as onc of the men who he would say\“ctuall}f shot JFK was dead and in
the g, hin Grav grave fiftemn months before JFL was shote
As he promised, when I returned after about a week lvan did send his inveg igators
andied . v Ay
to/obaéobtain what I wambede He also had what momos of liiz "investigation" the &n' the
CIA had fired for alcoholiom, William Woods, whose used the name "Bill Boxley," had
prepared Low Garrison. Garvison had h:_red Boxley over wazgo vigorous stall objections.
I+ turned out that all of this rabid insanity had been made up by Ga:rrison, not by
Boxley, wthoul any investigation at all! 7
For regular police investigations the detect:m‘s the police depurtment assigned to
arrison wes-at least competent. Iv:m was more than merely competent. He was very goode
I
Be then way taldng his degree in c::ILmith.og,:)r nights. What I rsked them to do they did
wedl and promptly. The #% problem wac not fthe evdience, it as Garrison. How did I do
entirely
:haq. had to be done uithout placing him in what he regarded as EVimpos::.iblo positione
Ho he/would not buddge.
r‘JVbWﬂ/
fnd wha't a Mack u:vennetT auperspectaculés ha-e"had made up! He had Perrin, part of
that m.desprea.d conspigey that was at work fiftenn months before they succeeded, alive
.;_‘dﬂ
:mu thrivin, - as a pulp fiction writer under the name Starr. aed he had an unknown
Venezuelan seaman lilled and buried in Lar Perrin's name&a#w(ﬂ&“{
“That
This ic neithrr tiwe nor the place for the entire Keystobe JKop s¢ scenario but

Jhat I ssked Tor and those detecTives ob&ained inlcuded the report of Peer Perzin'g- :



./}5\\) ey

State trogpew friend he had phoned to tell him goodbye after taldng arsenic) the
handwrittin mﬁ;me book, not looseleof and not easy te aller withaut any trace, the

i ‘ ;

arfbulance and hospital reports, the latter from\“gﬂﬂty Hospital, all with clear identi-

e It 7
fications of Perrin, a=d Garrison was boxed in n-éLr\ the lengthy and detailed investigative

report I gove hSciuabra on a Saturday night. He and mmmte Vincenl Salandraa,
a fhiladkphia lavyer I had involved lmoving his influence on Garrison)bearded Garrison
Sunda, morming at Garrison 5 favorite haunt, the Hew Orlesns Athletic Clyb. He had the
zany notldon that it uas more uecurc than himi‘i;e and cpent most of hi: time there.
I had had the paranoi;]; Sulandria accompany me becuuse he visualizedmy Trotsky-
Izi1ling like conspiracies in we we cverything rnd I'G told him that £ he CIA was prepanng
%o ruin Garrison. So, he re:dily assuned that Boxley wa hadd akd been snuck}bt(@arnn
gon's staff to ruin his "plone" and that id uhm garrison said ina a uress hx%.ease in
release in which he announced firin:: Doxley. Boxl:ay, Wwiiose major sin was unquestioning
devotion to h.a.t'J:':i.e.tm.

( Shamelessly to
£ In his press reloase Cgrrison clung ome Tace-savers, like "a large part

of the prepnraticns for the sssassination WEREXXH n took place in New Orleans" and "tht

wesz yarfore appardtus of the federal government made a e scrious mistake Imoomemx
in using New Orleans for this !éf::l( project," T add wadm cAin :

T told Posner the full story, he wfdked where my clesrly labelled investigative
»wa report with the documents attached are, and with an incredible true and documented
story lilie this o mmomxx not only did not use it in his éarriﬁon e::pose’, he mEngEIRx
wag not even capable of mininal /Occ:uracy when he misued it as part of h:i.s"’nui‘fery“ line,

thaffall sive he are whetevfer he menns by "buffs."

Iis footnote is ketlie totally inaccurate. Garrison did not have "a warrant drafted
&%he arrest ol Perrin." Perrin was not "supposedly to testify about Ruby's gun-
running activities to Cuba." It was not I who "proved to him that Perrin had died in 1962".
Tt was Sciambra who used my report and its documents to #p make it clear to Garrison that

dioproved
i% he pulled such a stupid trick the documents Wemtwomtx that xpeved 1% not only

—_—

Tt was not "the night bef ore ke he made the arrest

I

g5 existed, they were in hand,



=

Can his judgement of what is ilmportant and meaningful and what &s not be trusted or
00 T feliwe Tdrte,

st each item he uses :nd how he uses it IXEIsE reise quos]ionsd about his
3
special purposes, special uses and spocial formulations to serve his special interests?

‘~-‘3,/ e

Does not Posner's of entir:ly inaccurate misuse’perhaps qmost insane of Garrison's many

insanities



netice publie" bocause there was no such arrest notice and it as never made public

wilZ,
apd because it e=2.6n a Sunday morning anyway,

é

Or, save for Perrin's name and that he waS ga dead Posner succeeded in being

one hundred percent wrong in everything he said when he knew the truth in detail.
une¥celled
When Posner is this totally inaccurate in a story that is mExeEessimicgk in

[V
maldng clear what Garrison reslly uas and was up to, can his account of anything be
3724 | it .
trusted?/ltm#éeee-‘&—i-& not male clear that » begen began with his Garrisonian

Tormula fixed and inflexible when he, kwroing that he was going to make a spectacle of
__ dw} by dorem sy furn s
“nrrison, had no interest in this fully-documented rual story, did not cogy and use them,

cleardt because he vould have had o credit me wit},) what I had done, nol by any means a
an easy task. ds he leaves my work entirely unrecognizeable in his book, save for some
of his literary light{ingers work with it - and to his readers that, too, canndt
o L n i P

e e i s, 280 ity

In fact Posner lacks the credentisl for work_in this fiz‘l.d that Epstein and I have
and he refers to ;: as “bui‘i‘s’l' in the first of the two his tuo footnotes examined above.
(page 433). The work in the £ field Epstein and I did bLoforve Posner was in high school
is eredentials Posnemms not yet earned. His cregfnti_a‘ls Eiél.ﬂ thils book are
a3 a frand, a faker and a 'H'ﬁ.e‘f who ecnt—smitdees cannot and does not get even gimple
things staighteBpstein's first book was his master's thesis. e later earned a FhD degree
in political science znd taught at ﬂar\lard. A1l before dount_:r had to sesv shave dailye.

Thus to Posner Epatein is Fﬁ "buf " %D buff, that isa

I was a ﬁSenate investiga‘torg thz; a Senate editor, with the full responsibility
for prﬁpurlnt,d e herrings and reperts for publi .atn.on;la.nd tk*u publishing then—az&"h;

ululfWrr I
aherizxiiextinazio rentgzesuld: Posner's, gprents were is-ithe—first—derate—of-thi

wutifed o ow y
thedadife had bBech-althorized to represent the Snate itself in a major lausuit of that

Lt

era.(l vas then an investigative reporter whose exposes of Nazi martels were followed
by ou¥ govormment taldng their American partners over aa alien property before Pealx

Pearl Wi.rbor, In intelligence in World War II, the 0SS ,oF Office of Strategic SQI"V‘.’LLES,



ajtlwutfﬂllwn:a oa analyst, I uas used as an investigative {rouble-chooter when other

cozponents, ineluding counterintellig: nce and and the lawyers, too, had failed.l published
all ¥belore Posner was in law school .
seven bocks on cur political :ssassimnat pally FOIA lawsuits led to

8 NES I B l.'l‘lnh‘-’:’ 1.‘"-.“4' By
precedental decisions, to the amonding of the Act ituelf and y@emed resulted in a third
sl
0. a willion pages cITwithheld records boding given to me without cost, the records the
Posnerg hed access to and in his bool: used as from his own work. I have been consulted
by bLoth louses of the Uon{.-;rcsu and by executive agencies on this work and what is reloted
to itgpand by all the media worfgd%ide.
This to that young fogie of a plagi: rize¥ makes me a "buff" and him a maveng

His bool and what to this point I have shown %o be true about it casts Posner in a

role inferior to Whatever he may mean Ly "buf!," @RKEX It is to makc a record of this,

not beciuse I care a whit about what he says about me that I have talen this time,

The ploin and simge truth ig that P;Gner is an authentic subject-matter ignoramus
for all his oand hio publisher's puffing him up. There is wvirtaully no place in his

e g&_y_-ﬁm
boak :pt Iig i morance iz not obvious. R ght at tids point (Page 434) for egample,
vhere he is writin; about the "garrimon fiasco." #:He knows zo 1litsle abolﬁ,a(}arrison, his
ot e - --lfh

stafl and wha’ he did, tala.ng';hthc Work of others as his own and wri ing Her 4he pine=
imacle of personal izmorunce, that he refers i Uarrison's chief investigator as
"another Garrison staff invectigator," having earlier identified a private investigator
as Garvison's chief inves igzatora

ind so, with this, with so much of it addressed easrlier in this book and with the
excess oﬁ it that L have no’nf Taken tine for, P sner answer’sé h{ himsﬁ the duestion that
is the title of his last chapter, "What Happener To the Truth?"

Poner huppened to ite

*The very d y I began writing this chapter a researcher in the fi}ﬁ?l visited me seeking
information about David R Ferrie. le told me that when he had sked Posher his source on
the Perrie records he uses and cites in his book, nc source indicated in even the end notes,

_ e afthouglh in his book
Posner told he he got them frou myxfilwsxmwmmctitongh  they are reprevented as his oun work.



While this is not the last of Posner's intended putdowns of me as a "buff,"
it is a point at uhich I have addressed his honesty or lack of it and his special
vurposes in his book-ancl the kkind of person and writer that he really is.

So that the reader can comparc it with what Posner did write about me in his book
that, along with its excoptional sale of ancillary rights, had remarkable distribution
around the world (he id in Burope prmu:?'/irin_g it #as I write this), with what he said in
private, when he hnd np specicl personzl interest to ggrve, here is his inscritpion

on the copy of his Mengele he pave me:



] 72
MENGELE
e COI‘HI;I-Gte Story

Do fhot =21

Pi-" o

‘//CD A (};m/y/é
7/{ Y dodr /& ,/y%n/,,,, @
o He Fred, gt 7
7 4.5 ﬁz( Ly or ST B St .

/ /ZM / / 9, /)”/
jﬁ; % %M < /m -



