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The last words in Pocner's bo k are like {those of a prosecutor closing: his case:

Lee Harvey Oswald, driven by his own
twisted and impenetrable furies, was the only assassin at Dealey
Plaza on November 22, 1963. To say otherwise, in light of the
overwhelming evidence, is to absolve a man with blood on his
hands, and to mock the President he killed.p, .o 472)
Il
God thiz been 1n a court ol law rather than of public opinion, 'Zdf Osvald ever had

a defense counsel Prepared to give him a vigorous defense ,what Posner says in closing

e ———————

,-/‘ ﬂﬁ
: to a

and wh 1t he saye throuw hout would have becn subjected E
much more rigorous examination than is possible for an unwell and partly handicapped
(Pctogensrian who hos to depend on iz nemory and lacks meaningful access to his own
naterials.
But with no more than ¢ memory retrieved ,Posner's prosecution-type case would

not have survived before a r=al jury. llone ol it stacks, not a singlzoi'blitary bit

of evidence of the crime itself, iz Hartooglan shrinl:ery,me:--_n:‘i:.lg what Posner said

it meant vhen it mesns ne such thing, might have had no basis at all before the court

been
because Hartogs would have had to deliver it. Posner and he then would MVMomed
- Hartogs
by *he dilemma: present ldm .nd risk hoving his sex—with-pridomtz therapy for women

pationts before the jury which would have had to .ev.alua‘te -hiu testimony as coring from
him, with hic record, or not run that risk, not fpraw ient him at all.

Without Hartogsmrosecufor Posner has none of those ﬁ"i‘uries" he imagined
to impute to U&;‘.‘I.'.tli-

Without that he has no notive to at 1ibute to Oswald. The prosecuto:%n has
a trime without any motive amall rother than a frial with a motive he made up with
Mo more basis than his ioterpretation of what Hartohs mesnt in what he said about Oswald
ag a troubled boy. A

) oy frand

Poguer did not even deny it .hen face-to-face withDr. Cyril Wecht, who is both a

lauyer and a forensic patholag,ist'x_-;;.‘t—m on &YGNSeptember 3, 1493, Wecht s:id to him, .that



e

In his dishonest version fhere is no other defense and only what he says is factual*ﬂ

and relevant when it is neither.



S

his book was only “"a prosecutor's brief."
Hot only does Posner give no other side, he prctends there is none s .ve with what

he picks and choses, not always faithfully, from the trash of the theorized conspiracies.
38"& — g m!ﬂ
ig& Wihthout a defense 1awyer !u kkenp hir: honest Posner was not honest.

. In ¢ eourt of law he would lLave be:n a lmpoﬁlampooned from beginning to end for
his ignorance of what he tallis about and for hio not EEEE uncommon outright lies. /
Ve can say as‘a deicnse CUUI].SI:’:l woulf have said, "Counsellor, you h.va p}?‘éeo-*
dorant on the same old garbage and:gtill stinks."

That is all that Posner did and with two e.-cepno 183 11: is no udpe than, thati some
peasd |1 /VL Whal VT @ ~ abimd 2 qhirk
old garbage and nothing els: since nmy {irst b0f| appesred. Yrara ape.

JLM 0‘1
Ay we hove seen, and what L™ sed is not by any means all fhite illustrations

. =
of it, even those 200 intervieves Posner brags s¢ about v@gre not intended to yield

any new ovi dcnce; they yielded, none, =ither-and what is lel't is Posner's inaccurate

Ak
and undependble pref%cnsea the deodorsnt makes 'thﬂu old garbage smell fresh wheMit

L a ,rwv&"‘m"“’
is in fact ofily garbage

Thore newx intervisus were no wore than a shyster's trick o be able to pretend

they hold uhat is new and relevant when they do not at all. They were his moons of

CrUAT B oudd iy frer dld i (0 1o
N »i' vm\! ding the t:.uth a&#—s@ﬂ fﬁ cherished ur,mc.es,%rha:hhnr-&#d.s wha,iz__.can_bn-aaadr
N“‘ T T, thy K O
"bmtt-éhem, abe&t Alexrauder, DBringuier and Dadeausx, oLﬂ.thb—hnh are—used,
g hio v pneodrtl, Culvoens of fhevn arg
is already public f*‘&hﬂh&!ﬂj—eﬂlﬂ#ﬁ#ﬂ llopuenkeo and Tague.

nﬁuﬂing*m'.susecl,_ﬁ: hide wh;;t
Posner lacls even a onca-s:p:_ided chyster case such as might be rnk.j.skerl in aome
Jjerkuater fastness. )
Brandnation of it with less sldll and resources than a defense counsel would have
had shows it to be #otallymlawed . -_J:f'!: distortﬂsrepresents,ﬁ.:a often based
on :i:,'_-:no.-anco"g"ai'ﬁ'.twi:actmlly d@incorrect and it is dishonest in many waysy ef—wheih lwiac
is-a—majer--iitusization.
in uc;zrt that would be ruinous, as before th. court of public ppinion it should be.

There are those two possible dxceptions. (Une is that snazzy Zapruder "enhancement"

thot is really no more than cribbing from the wnjustified but nationally-puhlished belief



of that fifteon-yo: r—old David Lui. '\"I‘Sat Posner lied in saying he spotted &k in ® that
J‘I}:."f' I"fﬂ, 'J I
supposed "e ‘hancement” he r-ally took from thearticle lyi wroteecw < 777

So, that is not new, NoEAExeH.ResHBAARRLENTABORAAENL,

e
pd Ther}m—ﬂd—t}m-l,—mﬂmwd‘; Tized versDom 0L Crinme.
S~

How- let-us—take-a—look-at-ih
\—_.

" What ic new is his saying ﬁhat mtil that so-called enpancement he represents was made
for him mthnizxmmﬁnﬁpx_mnml gg”/not possiblc until the advances in «cience
and technology made it posuibleg '\;l:hat he attributes to that source an: that source alone
uas spese spotied it that unenhanced film wit!. the unaided eye of that fifteen-year-old
boy und het c;v'en befors then th same iuformation i-;as in the Commission's testimony th.t
wag browzht to 15.13& in Whitewach - almost thirty years ago.

S0, onzc of his two amazinmclaimed "discoveries" is not any "dis-
coery" at all and it is not his/except by thsgvery and misrepresenf'_a‘:tion.

The only other claim he makes to what is new, and again he makes this claim in the
Same :wy, as (c}'one for him and possible only because of thesé mHEnm pe previously-unavail—
able ;{MC and techonological advances, ic his computerized reconstruction of the
c:rime: Let us nou examine that and his presenta'!;ion of it in his Appendix A, his ten-

%é!%/mp;:sen‘cation of it. (Pages 473-32) As he presentes it, with text on its first page
only, he had thic credit line in small type at the bottom of that page."Graphics by
John Grimvade (right) Bdited by Clive Irving Research by Joyce Pendola"(Raphaela—
there is no punctuation in that line)He has no further identifications of his artist,
ed&.tor or researcher,

Frou time to time in his text he has made passing reference to soue of his ulira—
modern wizardry riopresented graphiially in his Appendix A.
Posner-boasts of his "analytical mind; 21" '.-:h::vjreh there is not the &lightest indi-

-

cation in his six hundved pages. I was a) professional analyst in intelligence twenty



There was scuething familiar about it but it did not come to mind as I continued to

read and to write.



tuenty yeears before he wis born. Yrom that experience, and our experiences do linger in
our minds, I began to have questions about his reprecentation that all this ulira-mod-
ern and obviow:ly Clll‘l“i:e costly work was done for him. 3'?7/’- M
_ ;.;ﬁ) ief ove I had a copy of the book and began rsading it major newspapers attribated fM
pors 'q.,-{url: to him and praised him for it, li_k'z represented ot as having been done for him

in publ:i,. c uppearances, including on TV, =nd several people who had and had feed mivamze
‘liis book before I did told me about this work for him they found impressive.

But what immediately attractcd my attention as I read his several reprecentations
of this amazing work done for him iy that he nover came right out and said that. He
chuld not have writiten invocations of it to tell the reader that this work was for him
any more clearly than he did but on earef ulTaxanﬁmtion of lis precise words he fell just
ghort of spellin it out as work done for him, He implied it, strongly, forecfully and
umequivocally n his uriting. le is more than halffvay thorugh his book, two-thirds of
the way thrm@%’efore he males any mention of the scientific wizards who did this
anmzin_'g work. o then makes lic first mention of Feilure Analysis Associates in a note
that begins on Page 317 and farvies over onto the next pages He there mentions it after

two subject-

fisget crediting i-uo subhdee-matter isnoramuses,zex"Dr. Michael West, a medical exami-
ner in llississippi, together with ‘jolﬁn Rush, the journalist wh:_?: filmed Oswald during
his Fefir Play for Cuba dendnstration at the Hew Orleans T:-L‘ade hart." This sublimates
Posner's citing Failure 4nalysis as his—i"fsouxice. It is also t, pical of Posner's over—
writing, his practi e throughout the book. ¢

As we h vo seen, Rush is not in any sense a real ;‘ljog rnalist." In New Urleans he
was no more than a WDSU-TV pho'tcgsapher who did not last there very long. He was so little
a real journalist that day, when he was sent to filmm Osuald's demonstratiunﬁt
that instead of rush:i.ngﬁback to fﬁr_jz'".;}’s udio with his film of such special value he instead
took a clerical worker in that buildin :, Yelores Yeeley, toflunch. Rush was so little
aware of any value in hic film,he had-mm=Fnso litile interest in it, that he allowed

d a4
most of it 4o bLe discared with the "outtales" not aired 5 anth a'b the outtakes that Aeld

what eould h:ve been import}.nt, Oswald's never identified associates, those same assceo



and if I had not forgotten what made this seem somewhat familiar,



S0

losner pretends did not emigt- il he ever lmcw there were any. What remained of "Journa-
list" Rllsh'd Ti lgl wag less suited for the Commission' s use than that of his competitor
/ IV station, ‘EJIT , and it ajsa stills from the WL footage that the Commission used for its
Truitless identification purposese I;Ik-e Pgsner, Rush began with the preconcﬁticms that
Oswald alone vas the assassin and that he wg was a Co.muniste lothing else has ever made
any difference to him muEx¥m and he has never needed any proofs. They de not exist, in
any event, and th- @ contrary is the fact. Politically he stands with Posner.As Posner
referred to tliose who did not azree with the Commission's “eport as "leftists" so dimsx
did Rush, wﬁ.lv seeldng all the §1P he co;éld from we in his vain efforts to find some
JUﬂtlflcatl(Jn for his um.ni‘omed pedcom.cpts.on./sz_mul‘sanpously tedd othe%/that Iama
"Communiste" But this does not influcnce Posne':* 5 judgement of him as a depeddable
source, Pr 6’ mer being the wr:u.{.n who identified the lobel Laureate;_-fme Reverend Dr.
e

Hartin . uther ] ’(ﬁ a2 "Commmist," too.

Suhlimategd%o these two Pocner then identiiies his second source in his chapter on

film, "primarily on the latest computer enhancements o*‘"/éhe}‘ Zapruder film , as

"Wailure #nalysis Associates, a prominent firm speciali=ing in computer reconsifuctions
for laun il i to." He then mive: zJ'br:.el description of its work on the JFK assassination,
the work he thereafter useu as his wpne He does not even siy where they are located.

The more I noticed Posner's {Eég'i mentions of Failure Analysis the more I wondered
hout hoe[i‘J he phrased his mentions of it. He lopt telling the reader that it did his work
for him bui he kept falling just short of a@ty articulating é‘a-:'ﬂ“’J r

Wonting to liarn more about Fodlure dnalysis and wanting to be in touch with that
Tirm I wan frustrated by the not accidental care with which Posner saw to it that he did
not help make that possible, an abnormality in such writinge, If we had cable TU which

388
we‘do n0t, esd if for medical reasons I did not live the convoluted hours E_J;?';XI m:uld
hove knou what it tool: me too long to learn about Yailure Analysis. But the more I read
of Posnex's wrifting the more a syspicion formed that %lure &nalysis was somehow con-—
nected with a 1992 event of which I had little lnovledge and had only heard of ite

by susﬁicionm were confirmed when cﬁggg.artcr it was published I wat sent a clipjing

from a San Francisco nevspaper. Lelorce going into that, hwoever, first we should



exaine cvery vord that Posucr cays mbiikx about Failure Analysis. He mentions it seven
times in hio book, unindexed oue of iha #those times. In ench instance I gie the full e
’mﬁt, nothing amitted for full context. The one wrindexed mentionof Failure Abhalysis in

in Posner': "Aclmowledgements," It is the last of +the mentions that follow:



ines. This/is what he says

at each ny

rons Fai i ciates seven }im
Posner mentitns Failure emalyszsts::z{ -,J.' € -
ion: ance I uo 1l tesctft - /

|
I ?‘ﬁ
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*At Dealey Plaza, more than 510 photographs that directly relate to the
assassination were taken by some seventy-five photographers, but the Za-
pruder film is by far the most useful in determining what happened, since it
records the entire period of the shooting. This chapter is based primarily on
the latest computer enhancements of that film. They include one done by Dr.
Michael West, a medical examiner in Mississippi, together with Johann
Rush, the journalist who filmed Oswald during his Fair Play for Cuba
demonstration at the New Orleans Trade Mart; and another completed by
Failure Analysis Associates, a prominent firm specializing in computer

reconstructions for lawsuits. The Failure Analysis work is an extensive un-
dertaking involving 3-D scale generations of Dealey Plaza, physical mock-
ups of the presidential car, and stand-in meodels for the President and
Governar, all to determine trajectory angles and the feasibility of one bullet
causing both sets of wounds. Failure Analysis also re-created experiments
with the 6.6mm ammunition, using more updated information than was
available to the Warren Commission, to further test the “single-bullet the-

ory” and the condition of the missile. 7 ( wels ; ﬂﬂ/f”ﬁ)‘r-/tf)
; 4

" The enhanced film shows aeverdﬁ:éhysical reactions that reveal l
exactly when the Governor was hit, and it is within a half gecond

of when he and his wife originally thought the shot struck. At
224, the right front of the Governor’s suit lapel flips up from his
chest. Discovered in a 1992 computer enhancement by Jeff Lotz

of Failure Analysis Associates, this jacket movement may be one

of the most important timing confirmations in the case, as it es-
tablished the moment the bullet hit him. The movement of the w72
jacket took place at the exact area where the Governor's suit a::!d
shirt have a bullet hole, as the missile passed through his right .
shoulder blade and out under his right nipple.” ( ,(jg ﬁ/\’f‘ﬂ 320/

AV
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Failure Analysis Associates applied the latest computer
and film-enhancement technology to answer the question of
whether one bullet could have caused the wounds and, if so,
where the sniper would have to shoot from for the bullet to do the
damage. “The most important factor was to have the President
and the Governor in the exact locations they were at the time
they were shot,” said Dr. Robert Piziali, who oversaw the Failure
Analysis tests.” Failure Analysis used a technique called “re-
verse projection” to answer the questions. First it created a full-
sized model of the presidential limousine. Then a camera was
placed in relation to where Zapruder was standing, and the lens
was set to the same focal length, so the view of the car was identi-
cal to that afforded in the film. Using the Zapruder film, the im-
ages of Kennedy and Connally were sketched into the car, and
then people who were the exact height and weight of the two men
were placed into the seats in the positions shown on the film.
Failure Analysis achieved precision on the placement because it
used a sonic digitizer, able to make measurements of the bodies
from the two-dimensional Zapruder film, and convert them into
three-dimensional space. Once the car was filmed, it was placed
into animation, and located at the exact spot on Elm Street that it

"~ was when the second shot was fired, at frame 224, Then the

wounds on the President and Governor were measured and ex-
tended into the animation.

At that point the computer was ready to answer two questions.
The first was whether one bullet could cause all the wounds, and
the answer was yes.” The bullet punctured Kennedy’s back,
exited his throat, and on a straight-line trajectory entered Con-
nally’s right shoulder, It struck Connally’s rib, and at a down-
ward angle exited under his right nipple. Because he had turned

* in his seat, the Governor was slightly to the right. His right fore-
_ arm was held near the lower portion of his chest. The bullet con-

tinued through his right wrist and then into his left thigh., —
- : il \\ E \

The remaining question about the condition of the bullet was
whether a bullet at a reduced velocity could strike the radius
bone in the wrist and emerge in good condition. In 1992 Dr.
Piziali, of Failure Analysis, and Dr. Fackler experimented with
powder charges. They lowered the velocity on a 6.5mm bullet to
1,100 feet per second and shot it through a cadaver’s wrist. “The
bullet actually made a slightly greater hole than the one in Gov-
ernor Connally’s wrist,” said Dr. Fackler. “That’s because the ex-
periment bullet was actually going a little faster than the 900 feet
that CE 399 was traveling. The test bullet was non-deformed. lt.

was not flattened in the least and had nowhere near the damage '

of CE 399.""  pih=2rmesbtriutl

_72_(_ X
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. The bullet (also shown in gide and rear views) from a 1992 reconstruction
done by Failure Analysis Associates. In that test, the bullet's charge was

reduced so it would strike a cadaver's wrist at 1100 feet per second, é
approximating the speed of CE 399 when it struck Governor Connally's wrist. Lt_VI nAm /"—l f(

Emerging in even better condition than 399, it p ovid%dut&ebgpgl physical &
evidence necessary to prove the single-bullet I.henry[ 'ZP,& f V 23.)
(National Archives and Failure Analvsis Associates) | ' ':’l

",".J / e p-’-—>-/
i wls: & E f__' At ya

/Zr. Robert Piziali, of Failure Analysis Associates, and Dr.

¥ Michael West have done some of the most sophisticated com-
/ puter-enhancement work on the Zapruder film. They not only
gave me access to their enhancements and underlying tests, but

also patiently guided me through the intricacies of the b|a1]istics

issues. 0 " '[,qaww LEDiEMEATS | Page Sp3)

Oswald’s second shot, the first to strike, is the most contentious.
It is variously called the “magic” or “pristine” bullet by
conspiracy theorists, who contend that no single bullet could
have so seriously wounded both men. The bullet needed no
magic and was not pristine. Its trajectory, based on the Failure
Analysis computations S

‘and the Zapruder film, o
is reconstructed he’re. (H h H“mﬁg"q"/ﬂ L/‘? gj

. fope




acattered
It is only in one begins with a suspicion in reading thece few/references to

Failure Snalysis will these seem suspicious. When they are all together, as here, there
can be fore basis for beins suspicious about Posner's writing. If, together, they are
read with e re, as mos‘:;;‘r readers do ;.-1o'tj and none had any reason to read them all at one
time, there can seem tu v mf.(re basis for having some suspicions about Paner's formulation.
Without suspicion Posner gives tho reader to understend that this scientific work was

done for him. The effectivenes: of Posner's trickery'?l—&:zs that of all the many people
who vhoned an' wrote me, from all the many newspapers and mazazines I saw — even more

any reporter or book

su;n;p{:.s:.ngl_,r f 01/110 reviewer did snghiasz 1ile the opallingTruth

energe. Clozest to being this perceptiv:. was fhr the San Prancisco Chronicle's Patricia
Holt.

If Posner had intended s:unplﬂ honesty, if he had not intended to deceiver the reader

\,v\ hM ‘—-—a_.L____-—jQ“'s’“*M

and our blutory, T emtof- the first e Failuve Analysis mentron—a-betrb; #he aould ¥
He nevip dtan le rorutd

having described all the “work Fa:.g'luro Analysis r]_'l]@nr-:;‘a-, have referredTrﬁa ApyaRix

e i I
Appendix A, ‘where it appear: as Poaas Posner's own work, in the sense that it was done

for him, because tliere is not a single reievence to Failure Analysis in it.

In the second of these feu references to Failure Analysismredlt for the alleged
significant discovery frou the "enhanced" Lapruder film o-{ given to Jeff Lotzgw{fe is
said ®nl; to be Yof Failure Analygis." There is not even a hint of what Lotz was doing
githeneing the film or for whemihere in not even a hint /t a larger project than his

hadite i dnd vtsed on
a.llieged enhancenent tha’c.f{'s we have seen, Posnér tom?_'—*wha“tﬁi_ﬂmferpreted iz
as what the ten-ysar-old Willis girl was an&gc not doin; as his own major da.scovery e
hish ﬂa in fact erivbed from the Luis boye So, there is nothing in this second mention
of Failure Analysis that suggests this work was done for anyone other than Posner and
as, he phroses it he continues to give thr.'v_g_:— impression that the work waE‘g’/J‘ or hinm and
his book.

Cormected with it is more of Posner's trickery. In the sentence in whieh he fuils

1
to say :bha.z Lotz did that enchaneing

Pocner says that what Lotz saw in it is that "the right front of the Governor's suit



i

If vhat h Jfays is true he could have published, sibde by side, that ffame enhancement and
photod sho<ing where thoie bullet holes are in Comnally's clothing. In ancillary uses he
did include hat he represented is the enhuncerent of that frame and what he says in it

simple is not visible. That he did not do the obvious s indicates he knew it is not true.



(gic )This,
lapel flips up frow: his chest." .m,/ﬁomer says, "may be one of th: most importent
timing confirmationsm ,as it establihes the moment the bullet hit him, The movement of
the dacket (sic) took place at the exact area (sic) where the governmr's sé\pit and shirt
have a bullct hole,,as the misel missile passed through his right shoulder blade and
out under his right nipple. "

The lapel could hardly have flipped other than away from the body, of course.

And in the absence of any other possible cause, like the wind gli’sts of twenty
miles an hour Posner says there was that day, this observation proves nothing at all.
bearing on the fact tha Pomner was well aware of this, kmew that "this jacket move-
ment" provide nothing., at all is the evasiveness alon:: with tho deliberate misrepresen—
taion involved in hiu s:ying that the "hit" w.as?"at the exact wkms area" where
there are bullets hqiéies in the clothinge

There is no such »ing;as he uses the wordlS ag an" exact area." The word required
for this tu be able to hrve the mouning Posner gives it is something like the "exest
PiIeas—and tl "exact po:.nt." The "area Af % the lapel is relatively large and if it
were +to have been moved by a bullet going through it, v!i)hsl&r th;\,;é.let hit it would
have to be well iito the upper part of that lape. Lapels taper down to noﬁingness,
an’ the bullet hole is "y under the right nipple‘.' That is not possibly even fthe sxztzR
"exact area" for any bullet to hav: been the couse of both Cbnnally's wounds or the

_fr

movement of that lapel. Indicative of Pésner 'y awareness of this is the absence any
of=the avetimbic photog nphic proof o’i it, He cquld hive had Failure Analysis ex@ge{
’chai‘ enh nced f¥ame and all thoce people whc\)‘\uére so wonderful to him at the Archives
could hav: sent h:, m pictures of Connally's clothing, if he hed wanted it Those pictures

have never been :ree.'i:J:'ic’t:cad..3 &f‘f /4 M-@

SHad tp.thout this cocakanmanie “"confirmation" Posner has no case at all for his
’ —.all
o g
thoory that its was the second bullet that causef"che non-fatal injuries after the

6!4’?'27 '}Wd‘

_;Eze next of these excerpts, the longest, most ol a page :imlle (Page 334), begins.

fhrot of the three bullets he and officialdom acknowkkedge, [he o4 «'!"‘ ndae

: Y
"Failure Analyois Associates ap lied rhw latest compyter and film-enhyncement tech—

o
noloQJ # to answer the questiong of whether one bullet could have caused all the



wounds and, if so, ‘here thc ¥ sniper would have to shoot from for the bullet to do
th s
-:;he}{mage." This begins on the provious pige, with th:{ question, "Was it possible g for
one bullet to have inf]j_%;"lsed +he neck wound on President Kennedy and all the wounds
ori Governor Ceo:nally?" Posner nc..t quotes Dr, Rohert%?ﬁziali (l'ight);’who over-
sax-; the Foilure Analysis tests."
e

Still agmin Posner avoids any wention at all-even the tiniest hint smthat Failure
hnalysis did not do tha work for p:him or of cven the most indirect sussestion that the
worls as done for anyone else.

Cariiess still another time, P.;:sner gets a little lost in his fabrication of both
a justification for his own comztion and his covering up for the oflicial mythology.

it the beginning of this rather lons paragraph on Page 534 he located the Presi-
dent's wound in thc'necl:,' relferring 4o "the neck wound," and on Page 334, in the very
next _a.ra'_'-raph. he is closer to the truth, not a common Pésner practise, vhen he\“;:'i'hes,
"ye bullet punctured Kennedy's back and exited hic throat eo"

The back is a pretty large pal't'of any body but large as it is, it cefttainly yz
does not include the neck!

Becaua; ﬁ__Piziali used " a]teclmoque called 'reverse projection' to answer the
questions," werldng backuard from the presumed positions of bi?bh victims in the car when
ttrch::, vhere projecting backward could have gotten fo .here the sho‘; came from, pro—
jecting it baclward several hundred feet, the g.act location of the President's wound
is ebraordinarily critical. Tﬁc"p’é‘rulgti#ely sl1brt’j&%£%ehleen a neck and a back
wound, projc ted baclorard that disiince, can result in a simple enormous difference
bohreet‘f conjéetured points of origin,.

Onee again, vhen-ver Posner is, atypically, even\ﬂﬁiden‘tally honest, he has i=m
trouble. This is ineviiable from the established facts that he either misrepresents or
igmores. lere he does not say hou Pizmiali determined the precise point for his "

"poverse vrojection" while nover indicating why Piziali went to all this cost and trouble,

the inference that i"ffg was for Posner's book remaining. P



Three pages later Posner egain rofers fo Piviali's experiments, this time with
Dr.Jiagtin Fackler, identilied on Pages 337-8 as president of the Wound Hellistics
Association, in firing bulletz .ith reduced charges to equate the damage, if auy, done

— ~rbaeh dgeo
tu reduced—charge bullcts with thesse *eltaé-m:::lst on that magical}:lxhibit 588 bullete.

Sti11 aiain, Ppsner Lloc:;)hot say wi¥ Tor vhom this was done, again by the omission

pointin:c to himself and h's bock as th. reacon for all that additional and costly worke.

, \Ihey are captions for the illustrations.)
The next two excerpts avie {rom unnunbered poges in Pg:ner's appendixz./EBach has

differ-nt typography and both are\%ii‘ferunt typography than any in Posner's boake Both
are in the sart of the ap endéx relating to the bullet tests. Bach mez‘::la credits the
worls eited. That thds appeﬁﬁi::\%ot ;.r-;;grud by Poiner and his publisher is reflected
also by th: fact thet they have no pages numbers on them. Theware pages 478 and 432,
Sespecti.vel);_‘.,_/) - )
.Bsr;or':a final and unindexed reference to Failure Analysis Associatesjﬁ}gj.s joint
f/élﬂi“kﬂ to Pe2 Pigiali and to Weut ond for "acceas)to their computer-enhancements and
/
/ underlying tests." Piziali is identified as "of Faijyre Analysis Associates," the
only mention oi ite
‘ T~ fThe ersdit for the pictures used on page 472 is f different than any in Posner's
bool, being in italies and i is jointly with h  Archives,'Hational Archives and
\.‘;Fﬂgg',lg’ o Analysis Associates)”.

With these all the mentions of Failurs alnahr.sis &asoc.iates id the boolk, it is witl?ut
any vestion at all that 1) Ijlgner is careful noé even to indicate why or for whom
failure Analysis did all that castiy work and 2) ses every means possible to lead the
reader to bedisve, in the abéfnce of the norm, credit to the sourceT’irt was for him and
for his book.

*  And that i: the way it was talen in veF every public uge made of it of which I am
agxm avare by having seen &t or by bLeing told of itjﬁﬁ'ﬁé‘nt coﬁs of it.

Te pft- and justifiably-honored Philadelpgia Inguirer said on September 7, "Poems
"Posner coruissioned a I‘lﬁrm that specinlizes in computerized peconstructions for use in

litigntion to conduct elaborate tests."
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~ llews
}n his August 50 CHIT7 Zppearsnce uith that newwork's Leon ua:fr:l.::», aaked hou he

tlliulcsﬁm closed the case, after several other plugo for himself Ppsnor spoke this
sentence, "I found the lodh files from attorney .in G.rrison's invei{éigutiun in lew
Orleans and L've used the lotest couputer and scientific enhancements and animation
to gtudy the assassination film - the Zapruder fi?/and ansver the guestions vhat

T —~——
phepyened in “realey Pln—se Plasza in terms of tho timing of the shots and resolve the

issue of the single bullet = .ea"
As we saw earlier, Posner "found" no lost garrison filec and used not a single
piece of paper from them in his bovke He is not Truthful in that part of this sentence

and :ufé;v:utu . 1o source for what he says he aﬁed of the gimerackery he implies that work

is his.
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Ae with the other iblust sions that follow, if Posner or Random House corrected

thia I am not aware of it.
PR . L

Wien introduced on G8=. CHIl Septouber 3, "Crossfire® host Hike Kinsley sald, "Pos:;r's
most important new evidence p is a computerized enhandement of the damous Zapruder film."
Posner did not correect him asnd say that analysis was not Mrige"

3T A hyy

In a three-page treatient of the book aMd of Posner, including an interview with
1"11, Ucwd%y's Jaclt Sirica said in his interview, iSsue of September 16, "Posner alsc
employed computer technold km not available to the Cormiszion in 1964."

)

What Posner told him, roported on the inside p:‘ge,\J(ha"t he "stumbled across"

failure Analysit's work ¥"for a Court TV mock trial." This does not say the work was done
i
for Posner. It docs say that Failurc dnalysis "zlloded him o use its computer modelling
in the book." This Failure #&nalysis does not confirme &nd indicating that at least some
— -

of that work was his oun, what Posner told Sirica led -Sirica to wesde write of what
Failure Analysis dicb\'PosneI' uses similar technigues,™ which is to say that some of that
Work is hig.

There were graphig€ Posner did not use in his book that were used in U.SIH "

: v
Horld J{e@mw. Along with an interview of Posmer in the Chicago

Tribune of Cc; éber 5 one of these graphics lns but a single citation of its source,"Trom

Case Closed: Lee Harvey Osw:ld and Ijh_ Assass:l.ua‘blun of JFK,% by Gerald Posner (Random
Thra dtsgp 10 Tk of Poonin, and duia futle

House Sept. 1, 1993)'[13 :Lt appears in the book in the upper right~hand corner oppears,
: Adppendix A = 477," It ae*lzyﬂ actually a;?ears half on Page 476, which has no number on
it, the legend of the orig.i.ne_l appearing where the page number ordinarily woulde

That seme one as published in what I believe is the Los angeles Daily Hews of August
19, the city not appeareng on the% sent me, does not include this page number and does
inelude "Graphies by John CGrimwade." This does not appear in the books

In the U.S.leus ﬁ ﬂ August 50/September issue that has the twentydpage treatment of
the Book, what the Chicago Bakiyx Tﬂbuaﬁ\\:éppearm_{‘wo pages after the teﬁr notice

Posner's copyright (pages 90-1) and without either of the prP usly reported
'ﬂm‘a l.v;v[%;l-(.fw'ﬂur”ul 1A 1o CﬁﬂMh . wnh La PF nar! § piots ""g
credito W ERIECEmAG. AL al%)urm”"r c$,editing and re.seariéh as before is \redited
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t Griswade, Lrving and #8 Pendola. Tnsf is also true on Pages 767, 75-9 and 4.
But vhat is on the first page of Appendix pd with the same three credited for their work
on it, beginning with an ac?u.al—siza side and "féd" view of Bullet 399 a;pears on
fhom, o, s o liam oo

Page 88 with only the Posner copyriy Et notice on that page. m 7 ,,:,W (A /}u

Hono of thése refevences to who did the grophics, editing o1 research bears any other
credit, source of copyrighi notice.

Une of Pgener's longest and most effusive "Ack.nowledgements";beg:i.ns, "I owe
a apecial thanke to Dawvid l’hrry; an isurance investigator," a professional that my
friend Dave is. Posner also refers to !:n_m as "scholarly" and "unstinting in his assistance."
(Pages 505-4)

A ter referring to
l?i‘hc actualily, the subject of the next chapter, in his j. letter tuv me of October 9,

my fri + ave, who iz a professional and 48ll warrvants what Posner wrote of him, said,
| Hovever, the way the. media is approaching “age Glosed' the casual reader of the book
or listener 4o the r-dio and tv(sic) appearances {referring to Pésner's), it looks
like Gerald and Random House Commiscioned the studyl"

As the Inguirer said in the first quotation abote and as Dave Perry suys in i:he_
last, the general perception is that th_u state-of=the-art work was done for P-ane‘.t' amd/n

Pyann ond bl flosse ko) ’

his bo:al—.:.\,'. rerything poscible wes—don=s to glve this impression. othing was done to
corregt it, &¥em cver, even when it vas to Posher's fuce, as on CHN,

And none of it iz true. '

Tet it is integral in what IIiutorianTgtephehﬁ'Ambrose told Hewsday's

Jack Sirica is "just a model of Riskss historical scholarship."



