Denr Ricjard, . 10/13/95
Somehow, I uuppose Troi veariness, I've mislzid a couple of the copies L've been
sending you of wha! L.quote thai I would have had with this chapter. I have the originals.
I've be n making ond sending you copies ceo Hirman Graf would have no questions, If required

L can dig the originals out but I'm not up to it now. Huch of it was used earlier and I
tien sent copies. Lilke the CliTri and and Newsday® stories that I recall. Ditio for Holt
from the SP Uhrénicle. Dut I think there wers a coupls ESB retrieval systens.

I've had a check made but do nét have it in writing.41l those who provided those
glowing pufi's for Random House's dust Jacket on Posner's atrbeity are published by R H,
L1111 be surprised if they did not accept the bock on faith and if in the end they do
not raise hell about it.2UI got them to shit on themselves in public!

I hope you are finding this as scandalous as I think it is)

Best,

/
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What made me think that there was so /.—.Zthin.g familiar about vhat Pesner presented

as s own worl with all that pmodern nuperscience did come to mind when some time after
Case Closed d/j
its September 5, 1995 public: tion dute I was #oont a copy of the lead/book review in
the San Yrmncisco Chromicle o It was by Patricia Holt, the Chrinicle's bo k editor
3 e
and it did ot go inte p negyrics of praise. At the end of her & length apd perceptive
TR pdwm ALl
reviow she quoteS/Ponner as quoting William Manchester, father of the7"Camelot" non—
dense as saying "tfﬂere iz no evidence whatever that’ there was one," referring to a con—
spiracy. She—ee ller concluding paragrpah is ,
"You can't say that by Posner's Jeeount, glk'oly. In fact, the only reason
| e I, -
*Cage “losed" wozlgle  works as a tjtl;tle is that ¥egad readers may be so sick of JFK
assascination books they cou}.rlmét poscibly stomach another one."
This, however, is not what triggeeed mal recollection.

4 ey
n her "Between the [ines" column on thé eee—sc second pagep she says what she did

not say in her review. It is not lengthy and ?1; deserves guotation in full:



Assassination Enigma Endures

‘ hat was quite an ad from Random Houseina ~ "gaveup some awfully good shots to take some aw-
T recent issue of the New York Times for Ger- fully bad shots” to “{drive) the quarry into a second
ald Posner's “Case Closed” (see review on cov- - shooting” by other assassins.

er). Above mug shots and selected quotations (Jim Banmiller then remarked, “Few sharpshooters,
Garrison; “The JFK assassination wasa homosexual  much less Oswald, could hitamoving target taking
thrill-killing") by five authors and a film maker (Oli-  shots asrapidly as Oswald supposedly did.” He ask-
ver Stone), the headline announced, "GUILTY /0f  ed McCarthy, “Can itbe done?” McCarthy respond-
Misleading the American Public.” Thead smacksof  ed,"] can't. 'm the best shot I know. Jcan't dothat.”

playing dirty and sounds a little lame. 1f Posner's Banmiller concluded “Thirty years later, no
book should be judged on its own merit?s. whystoop  gne, noteven Failure Analysis, Is ready to say con-
1o the “Most-Wanted” poster approach’ clusively who killed President Kennedy.” Case

0Of course, using selective information to prove open.
one's case is common practice among JFK assassi-
pation authors. But Posner wants to distance him-
self from all others; he wants his book to be regard-
ed as so fair and complete that after reading it, we'll
all say, OK, that's {he end of it — "case closed.”

But take the case of Failure Analysis Associates,
the Menlo Park firm that used computer enhance-
ments to reconstruct the JFK assassination for a
1992 study. Posner refers to that study repeatedly
but does not explain that Failure Analysis was com-
missioned by the American Bar Association to cre-
ate its reconstruction for the ABA's mock trial of

| Lee Harvey Oswald inSan Francisco last year. The
trial ended with a hung jury.

According to Angela Meyer of Failure Analysis,
“Our job for the ABA was to provide evidence and
expert witnesses for both the defense and the prose-
cution.” Posner appears to draw from testimony for
the prosecution's case, not the defense's case.

Although Failure Analysis was not asked to pro-
vide its own opinion of Oswald’s guilt or innocence,
the company's CEO, Roger McCarthy (who testified
for the defense at the mock trial), offered what host -
Brian Banmiller called “a startling conclusion” dur-
ing the TV program “On the Money” on July 31.

Failure Analysis, announced Banmiller, “made
a compelling argument {hat Lee Harvey Oswald did
not act alone.” According to McCarthy, the gunman

Lnen I T .IIlLIle(‘I‘ 3 -
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I did not hear from him I would have to report that when
asked him for v : iy i
or whatever information he could provide he did not r d T—hve—dey
| _ esponde Then ;
afber—she-wrobedit,( T did get an i b B
T e :
fi,( id get an informative letter from Dr. Angela Heyer ’I‘a:x.l
y Failure

Analyais' liar ]
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I probaLIY forgot all abdut that ABA mocK trianl of Oswald beciuse at that time
” b5

wM/Ld;! ) )
I was working intessely on 1LVE:. AGATH!



American Yar Association. Decause her l-iter is neutral, really impartial and much

calmer than under the same circurictances I would have written I wrote immediately and

asked for her permission to sa use ite Bicept for the last paragraph, in ulich she
e —

wishes me well with this book and mxtxx looks for to réanding it, herg letter, in

f411f and unchanged follows:



Fﬂ | | Ure Fallure Anolysls Assoclates, Inc.

Analysls

Assocldtes Menlo Park, Cofifaria 94025
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Engineering and Sclentific Services
149 Commonwealth Diive, P.O. Box 3015

415) 3 216 Fox(415) 326-8072

October 7, 1993

e
T

Re: Your Requestl’wylm on ‘M,

Mr. Harold Weisberg

7627 Old Receiver Rd.

F redt_ar_ick, MD 21702 P

/ 4

s

Thank you very much for your letters dated September |17th and September 29th. As we
received both letters within the last two days, any delay in our response has been a
function of the Post Office.

I am familar with your work having read your books last year during our trial preparation
for the American Bar Association (ABA) Section ol Litigation's Mock Trial, " U.S. vs.
Oswald".  In fact, your work resides in our in-house library. With your permission, |
would like to spend the next portion of this letter describing to you the background of our
work for the ABA Mock Trial so that you are more familiar with why we created these
animations and why they are being utilized so much now, in the 30th anniversary year of
the JFK assassination.

Background to the Investigation

Failure Analysis Associales, Inc. (FaAA) is the nation's leading consulting firm dedicated
to the investigation, analysis, and prevention of failures of an engineering or scientific
nature. Our work is well-known throughout the litigation field and we pride ourselves in
utilizing the most state-of-the-art techniques in engineering analysis and demonstrative
evidence preparation. This is why we were contacted by the ABA.

In March, 1992, members of the Litigation Section of the ABA approached FaAA to
assist with a Mock Trial Presentation for their 1992 Annual Meeting in San Francisco later
that year. The ABA asked FaAA to provide expert witness testimony for both sides of the
litigation - a first for our organization. We were also asked to provide all demonstrative
evidence (courtboards, video, graphics, and computer animation) Afer much discussion,
the decision was made to put Lee Harvey Oswald on "trial" at the event. Please be advised
that this was a Mock Trial designed to educate attorneys on proper trial techniques as
well as the use of technology to display demonstralive evidence. This trial was not used
as a forum to prove or disprove that Oswald killed President Kennedy.

Foilurs Analysis Associales and the background with crock are registered fradernarks of The Fallure Group. Inc.
Failure Analysis Associates. Inc. is o member of The Failure Group. Inc.. which has offices and subsidianes in: UNITED STAIES EURCPE
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Trial Preparation

It was determined that the Prosecution would consider the following issues: The Magic or
Tumbling Bullet Theory, Injury Analysis, and Path Trajectory of the Bullets, The Defense
team, of which | was a member, concerned itself with Ballistics, Other Potential Firing
Positions/Assassins, as well as "shooting holes" in the Prosecution’s case. Both sides
utilized the following background information: Warren Commission Report, House Select
Committee Report, "Crossfire" as well as a copy of the Zapruder Film. In addition,
either side could acquire additional materials if necessary, if approved by the other side.
That is how we acquired your books. Latimer's medical work was also used extensively
and we had many discussions with Larry Howard in Dallas as well.

The Prosecution

The work that the Prosecution team presented you have seen in Posner's book. The lead
member of the team was Dr. Robert Piziali, a V.P. and Manager of our Biomechanics
Group. Inury analysis was performed using information provided in the record as well as
photographs that have appeared in numerous books and articles. The Zapruder film was
enhanced-and each frame captured as a still to analyze the movements of the vehicle's
occupants. During this analysis, the Prosecution was able to detect movement in the lapel
flap on Governor Connelly's jacket which prompted them to associate this with the timing
of the first/second shot. Frame by frame analysis was also used to determine timing
sequences for the firings of the three bullets.

FaAA obtained aerial photographs of Dealey Plaza as well as photographs of each building
in the Plaza to assist in the creation of the computer animation of the area. The data was
precise, most likely within an accuracy of approximately two inches. Using this
information, the potential entry point of the President's head wound, photogrammetric
positioning of the Governor and the President as well as reverse projection techniques, the

" Prosecution located the positions of the two men in the vehicle and then related the injury

positions in the bodies. In this way, the trajectory of the bullet, i.e., the cone that you see
in Posner's book, could be estimated. As you can see, there is not a straight line
trajectory, but a cone, to incorporate the + accuracy of the analysis. As the cone happens
to take in all of the 6th floor window, the prosecution used this to build a strong case.

The Defense

We were able to obtain a Mannlicher Carcano rifle and bullets from the same lot that
Oswald was alleged to have fired. We concentrated on his ability as a marksman to make
that shot; the quality of the weapon utilized, the "better shot" available as the vehicle
moved toward the 6th floor on Houston Street; and the timing sequence of shots.
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To do this analysis, we instrumented the weapon in.all directions so that we could monitor
the gunman's head movement as well as the rifle movement when the shots were taken.
Dr. McCarthy, our CEQ and a expert shot, performed the experiments as well as provided
testimony during the trial. We were able to produce timing sequences that corresponded
to the sequences found by the House Select Committee investigation as well as the Warren
Report. In addition, we obtained skulls and attempted to reproduce the "pristine bullet”.
In one or two instances, a slightly damaged bullet was obtained, in others, it was heavily
damaged. Dr. McCarthy also looked at using other weapons, as well as other ammunition,
which might have used to make the shots. We also located positions on the grassy knoll
where witnesses alleged to have located the sounds of gunfire. In this way, we developed
a "killing zone" - i.e. the first shot was taken [rom the 6th floor, then the vehicle moves
into the "killing zone" location and the other gunmen have better shots. Remember, all we
needed to do was put "doubt” in the jury's mind with regard to the facts of the case. The
Prosecution had the burden of proof.

The Trial

We produced all demonstrative evidence for the trial - graphics of the scene, aerial
photographs of Dealey Plaza, video of our tests, and three-dimensional animations of the
Tumbling Bullet, Fly-Around of Dealey Plaza, Timing Sequence of Shots, Killing Zones,
etc. The enclosed tape has a review of the trial. We hope that, as you requested, the tape
will be housed in the Hood College library so that students many look at it and gain
understanding on how technology can be utilzed in the courtrooms of today (and the
future).

The trial lasted 16 hours (2 days). It was attended by well over 500 people. We had a
real jury, picked from San Francisco residents. The jury, and a shadow jury, were
monitored real-time for their responses by jury consulting experts from DecisionQuest.
’These juries were not able lo see their reactions, but the audience was. The trial was
presided over by some of the most senior judges in the country, including two Federal
Court Judges. Other participants besides Dr; Piziali and Dr. McCarthy were Dr. Cyril
Wecht and Dr. Martin Fackler. In additions actors and members of the FaAA staff acted
as witnesses. The trial resulted in 7/5 split by thé jury. 7 to convict and 5 to acquit. 1
have enclosed a copy of the program from the event for your review of the participants.

Aflter the Mock Trial

We were very pleased with the success of the Mock Trial and the materials that we
produced. At present, a continuing legal education (CLE) video tape is being produced by
our organization for the ABA and its members. Everyone here has their own view of
whether or not Oswald was responsible for the death of the President, but FaAA takes no
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position on this matter. It is my understanding-that Mr. Posner contacted Dr. Piziali after
he saw the COURT TV show. [ am not aware of what was discussed, but Mr. Posner
apparently thought the prosecution's case was worth discussing and informed Dr. Piziali of
such. Thus, Dr. Piziali gave approval for him to utilize their work for his investigation.
We were unaware of Mr. Posner's investigation results until we saw the US News and
World Report article last month (enclosed for your review). | have read the chapter in
"Case Closed" which acknowledges the work of Dr. Piziali and his team. It is, however, a
bit confusing as to the understanding that the work was done for the ABA and not Mr.

Posner.
: |

Since FaAA has not proved, or disproved anything with regard to the person (or persons)
behind the assassination, we have therefore decided to make no public statements with
regard to Mr. Posner's book. We leave it up to researchers, like yourself, to analyze all
the facts, and myths, and draw conclusions that the rest of us can learn from.

We have received many inquiries from the national media and have been fortunate to have
much of our work shown on the national networks because of Mr.Posner's reference to
FaAA. If there is confusion on the part of the media when they request information from
us, we correct their confusion with regard to who we performed the work for.

| hoﬁé_}"bu—fréiﬁi“lhis‘informatiomuseful and” 17 wishi - youi~iiuch shdce's's.‘Wit:hzya:lr
manuscript. When it is published, please let me know so that I can obtain a_copy. With
regar l}your colleague who's request was apparently ignored, I can gnlf tell you that I
am angw ding each inquiry personally. Our work product is wnﬁdenﬁal and not normally
distributed to the general public. It is highly unlikely that-we would have deliberately
ignored his rquest Please have him contact me cllrecuy'to discuss his request.

e
v

Il you have any qiestions, please feel free lg,-c(mmcl me directly at 415-688-6951.

Thank you again for your inquiry .~

Sincerely,

Angega A~Meyer, PLD[ P.E.
Man/ ér of Client Services

_cncrosure: JFK Materials

.cc: Dr. Roger McCarthy (w/o attachments)
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What I m\/aidressixlgj » the question I raise here and throughout, is not whether
Jithin the lav and its varicus interprotations and court decision wﬁ' what Posner did
is literally, legally theft. That is a matier fpr cdrt decision that does not appear
to be in prospeet. Although he is ecareful not to say so or even indicate it in his book,
according to lieyer Podner Jid IRrxPiziatiret %pruval for him to utilize their work for
his investigation" frou Pizialis This in iteelf is ambiguous and confusing. Vhile it
does indicate that Pocner get "apuroval" it#ems that all he sought was some form of

L] « u
permission to malee some ldnd of' use of what the prosecution only presented to and for

the dBA. As Posner both used and misused the “pr;'ecutior;, only R@ -sentation, there is no
indication at all that he sought or was given permiscion to take Failure Analysis's
/

tiork and present it as his oum or as done for hime As I-Ieye%rote me, €& is 'ybit con-—
fusing as to undertgtandin_.s'; *thé’c the work was done for the ABA and not Mr. Posber."

Ve return’ to this.

Hovever, thepe is no doubt at all that in his bock Posner represents this work as
his and ag done J;'or him, He alco did that quite literally after the bock wa: published;
ab e Avmpl dren / )
irzigxinsihicxemnseyrnekrasxamatientol tanzeErguititvefrazerinpeihatxExineludersnnmsne
thexpment i

LQ/ Lawyers address guilt in teras of havikng ?I}e‘memls » motive and opportunity. In that
sense therc is no roal question of Posx;é%%g%iﬁ;_ JBut we do not here add¥bss whether
or not he is, as a matter of law, guilty of a.‘ crime propibited by any law. Here and
throushout this J‘_;,f;é addressed within his own pubiissher's definition of plagiarism,
thadt—is » lirgterarx; theft, not what the law says ié a criminal offense. In this sense
I believe there is no quesji'.on aboyt it, Posner is a thief, He did'f;aa:’gpy.-ropriate“ ik
and he did "vepresent" as hJ::a?:original work" the "language," the"ideas" and the
"thoughts" of "another author," done for an entircly /ifferent purpose and EmExamxmwse
ivebyratffmyemiy not for him as his own "original work,"

And, as we h ve secn, this iz not the only time he did thds in his booke
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This presentation, wiile referred to as a "mock trial," was not that at all. Lt was
much too limited to bereferred to properly as a "mock triale." 41l that ADA asked Fail-
ure Analysis to do Wa.'}*(to provide all demonstrative evidence {courtboards, video, graphics,
and comuter animation}' using "the most stateeof-the-art techniques" torfﬁducate
attorneys" and lieyer emphasized "educate" in her ‘.tetterz in which there was & mz definite
livdtation on vhat would be addressed and i’j/rbi'initily was not "a forum to prove or dis-—
prove that Oswald killed President Kennedy."

The definite limitation was to the three la/?cl only the three of the many elemq‘ﬁ
of faect in thuFime itoelf, as lleyer also sadeted. One was to the missed shot, one to
Path 'jfjrujectory of Bullets" and #e third was to "Injury &nalysis."

Thug it was not the need of the "defense" presentation for the purpose of educatin?
lawyers about the new technology to meke any use of it at all and it cﬁ:d not. The very

\Wwho was part of that team,
limited presentation of the "defense" also was ‘stated by Heyer, / "all we needed to do was

put 'doubt' in the jury's mind."

B - Dw gﬁ g us/
in this Pysner, deliberately, exe e of the Failure A.rm].}rs:.s

presentation for and to the bar associations of the fact that the prepaption was for-dieq

! f:?x U LL( bld/b
that purpese jand withese groat limitations built into it éaaé-"t hat there was a\ei‘en

o
against l,;#( and that there was a "jury" decision iv which the worlk he uses as the only

A

vork, ;s definitive and beyond question, and(his or done for him was evaluated, judged.
Whey pudged, ss Posner's readers, naturally, have no wny of knowing, it tas found wanting.
It £ u:l.led"f‘_lu ig the exact opposite of what Pocner says. When the "defuinse" ag abnst what
Posner used was limited to only raising "doubt" in ’chéd—i-‘"jury's" mind, even with that
great lindtation on diasputing what PosnerYlses as without ably dwp dispute even poszible,
five of the wem® twelve jurors agreed with the "defense." And that with 4 all the

razzle—dazzle of all* that gee whiz! use of the most modern chmputer technologye
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What che does not say i3 ap arent: Pouner did not ask Foilure Analyses' permission
to use itn work Lha+ it ded for fhe bgr association, which commissioned and paid for it, W ¢
Livsd ag Hao rum tﬁtwdﬂ(_,f A ~-yhovever
I refer back to a :.:_n?.l.. sentence in her lotter: "It iS(ﬁ‘E'if confusing chnfusing
as to the uaderstanding that the vork was done for the ABA and not for Ilir. @sPosner,”
"Contusing," I believe, is the very least that can be said about it.
She also is probably follouing a Fajlure Analysis policy decision to make no pub-
liec complaint about what Posner did in taldng their york not for him and presenting it
as dene for him and thus hise
From Poindr's own publisher's unabridged dictionery thi§ seems to be within its

Yol A

Vhat is remarkable, especially because of the great i 1992 attention to that

ovn oefinition of plegiardsme

mock trial throu hou' most oi‘ the major media is that with -'uhf.—?’é'ﬁr?éinglg xception of
perceptive Patricia lolt's colwmn I lmow of not a single major-media comment on or
veporting of Posner's taldng Pailure Analysis' work for the 4B4 end presenting it
as done for him, his. Uolt fell short of full reporting and comment, She said only that
/po.sner 7] relenlgd to that otudy &epeatedly buf does not%(pla:m that Failure Analysis
vWas commissioned by the American Bar Association"to do that work. She does not say that
Pormer presents it as done for him, as his. 4[ 9 bE

So, and this is a further measure of Posner, in addition to presenting as ‘his what

Failure Analysis did for the bar association, he‘is as deliberately and dishondstly &ee

not convictfter-pgetting-the-fult:- 'tmﬁmen#jéeneHeJm—em—eﬂlst.pm_oﬁ.

411 those papere and magzines that went ape for Pogner and his book, all those

9@ ecstatic reviewers and their lauditory reviews, all the electronic media virtually

b oy
falling all over th%e&.—wq to air him and seil hl s fraudulent book — not a—peep—ef

0, Mfuxlem %u’f//

whieh T ‘akias, as lieyer says, they hegrd from so many of "the national media."



about our my?ﬁy
This, too, speaks for itself elessly and shamefullye

fobert Kennedy misquoted Dante apyropriately for this total abdication by the
ckerl najor media. It was soicthing like this: "In time of moral arisis a spoecial corné r
of hell ispreeerved for those who presevve their troanquility." Or, are silent when they

should not be silente.

Of all I have seen, heard o} been told about, of all the copies of what the

.sentirely uncritically, o

major media said and did when/it made ituelf th oﬁh . propagandists for the monumental
froud perpet ated on u§ and on the world, this Orwellian rewriting of so crucial an
event in our lmstor;ll ::1!“;;:'/’:3(:11 tervible consequen<es, this most effective and most mmmx
successful of &11 the efforts to protcct the of icial miscreants, to hide what truth can
wechkdamn continue to be hidden from th- people so they cannot understand what did and
did not h puened when their Precident vas Ml assassinatég only Patricia Holt had any
aquestion at 2ll, i‘ﬁe record of the rest is that of a Sieg Heil! major media.

3ti1l again, as at the time of the:s. assination, throughoul the efficial in-
veutigations, when the Warren I.“epor’l:. wau issued and thougnout all the subsequent
sontroversies, when records that had been suppressed were forced to light and in all
the many court procedinge vhen the official g"solution" was proven to be false, it
failed to meet its responsibilities in a society like ours — in any gociety that is

supposed to be free aud\ants to continue to be remx free.

—yrote bitterly p 257)
Az I ﬁl)n the epliogue to mf second book, W in the late summerof
1u6G, reporting on the pafsy’and not realizéng that I was falso forecasting the future,

if the assassinated Pre:-ident had been " boll-weevil," or "a pig in interstate commerce,"
".cotton -
or "but a piece of iran, a fabric or an immitation gePanium" the government ould
have mobilized all its great power and the majpr media would have asked all the neceas
dary questions if there were anything questionab le at all.
As it does with a crocked petty flunly.
[ it powiblﬁ be that siMe for Holt nol a single reporter, reviecwer or editor did
g ded @3 Ao

not recognize that Posner I d cribied-Emen that so very well reported ABA educational

"mock" trial of Oswald? That nct one thought of pushing the right button to mmitwwe
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ot s B
retrieve by the mavevlow: modern retrieval systems all haym hav;“;:ERhﬂiﬂibout—that while
praising Posmer and his book to the heavens?
-~ 2

What mascive reporting ther: wat to be retrieved, too. The small propor?f?on of thse

printouts given o me are mor: than a compressed half-inch in my file.
79 I
Ali/ignorevby all the major media and by all the innumerable but great number of

roporters, cditors and reviewers, save by Hol¥, when they made an internationalkg‘—

sation of the most dejiberatly dishonest bool I can remember, when they madc themselv:es
i
into an adjunct of Big Brother.

There it also the guestion of when Posner loarned about it and what that then moansd
and to hic boolk,
to hind Hewsxisziowm

4s noted cmrlier in +this book, Posner'iu work on the book that emerged began, from
LizkaV'EL)

what the book itrelf says, about a yearsand a half before it appeareds But in his sub-

sequent apgearuﬁces Pouner said thint he was looking the fi&?d over with a book in mind

gomo timqearlicr, perhaps, from his representations a year or a year and a half before

that.

Hexra-dg but +hn7tfniest-samplwﬂMF-ﬁﬂmﬁrthc—majsrhmgdiﬁ_could have ffff}gyéd about
that mock trial and Failure Anayl a Analysis @nd the minutest— ~6f what Posner
/
conld and sheuld h ea have learned about befor: that mock teial if he had reell: been
These arc.a small but representative sample Bf
wing what can legitimately e called "researc%::/kiiiax! from that liuited tetrieval
for me relating to thaf“iQ?f}event:

It goes without saying, o ougseg that all of the major media that reportedm this

4BA/Failurs Analysi s event, e small percentage of that reportiéng retrieved

for me or the smaller ows, kmew it it and had at the least to

pling of it that T
wonder beforc absfidinning all responsibilities in“cpmepting toertol this monumental
fraud, the,;ﬁgznx on pinnacle of dishonesty of a booke

#
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As he %old the Chiegzo gb_gg_'v Yaul Galloway Rmexkxa in the lntemew?f that

was publish October 5, to begin wdith "Pooner's m’tegl.tlon was to write a primer of
sorts about the assassination Z\fter eramining the weaith of conspiracy theories to see
was
what &redible and vhat wosn'ta"
While this does not ﬂem to be the kJ.nd of book. Posner would find worthwhcle or
'a«{ et V) iy ) V'u»uf fid Fomt au ,fwmb{ . m_ ‘_.‘_'i__@_q?t y [/vﬂ‘j
that would in dny way excite landom Housey it certalnl*r is not the book that appeared.

Barlier, in his Jack Sirica interview published by lewaday on Sep‘}gmber 16 Posner
begﬁ.t_'q//"th:inld_ng that Umwald might have been part of @ c;%spiracy involving organized
frime or even a small group of fiends." Sirica then quotes Posner as telling him, "I

] 5 i . 3 » H
believed, anyway, that Uswald had done the shooting, \to me that.
—

He could not have been any nore specific in ropresnting) the purpose of his book to
be nothing at all like this. He could not have been any mors specifiec in telling me,
and this was in February, 1992, over that threc—day period, that he was deing a book to
(¥ ! |
expose the conmercialism and exploitation of thoe assassinations

Th_sﬁ, from Posner hkmself, we have threi?/d.ifferent books as the one upon uhich he

Tl
was vorking, That Posner is a liar is not the point I am making and i41s a fact that
T <
at this point in this book needs no repetitiems The r:al point is Jéeu he lie about
something an gimple as the kind of bool he is writing? Why to two different xmwiew
' d
interveewers after the book it out and why fto one from whom he seeks help f (4' the
bock he has not yet written? A—bdk—&——*eﬁ—ieeetﬂ'ruu is qui‘te abnormal. The one thing #
o hovg = Cpnfa
that is rertgin, ;%zist;chigg ever .Lsflrom what Posner says, -ﬂi thot without question he
) | R o L" L
was - noir—wor}ﬂng::m the book that finally emerged. In the absence of what neither he nor
Handom House is now likely to reveal, g the book that was contracted, there is\{?way of
ome knowing.
However, Posner limselfy made it clear that the bool he produced is not the book that
- [yl‘g
he conttacted to 40e
) &

About three wecks after being closer to thruth with Sirica for Hewsday Posner chaqed

his approach with Galloway for the Chicago Lribune.That very big ego is ym’b small man

VV\-*—"‘" fu
had him not even indicate to Galloway that what emerged was not his Ga‘c all and that e



the book as it ape X
it apeared resulted from his own investigation and researchfs The guotation

1 £ 1 4 o . - . - - - ]
that follows continues, with nothing omitted, was is quoted from Yalloway above onk

Posner's ori;_:tyml intention, to evaldate #"the welter of conspiracy theories":

Poking in the garbage

“When you read all the conspir-
acy books, it's apparent they can’t
all be right because they flatly
contradict each other,” he said. “1
knew there was garbage on the
record. I didn’t know how much.”

After he debunked as many
inaccuracies and false leads as he
could, he assumed there would be

. ber, these aré some of the
brightest, best-informed, best-edu-
cated people in New York City,
and no one raised a hand except
.Bob Loomis.”

Posner was not dismayed.
“When people cite polls showing
TOOrBt)orevenSOpercentofme
public as believing the assassina-
tion was: the result of a conspira-
cy, I say I'm surprised it’s not 100
percent when you consider that
people have essentially heard only
one side for three decades.”

some issues that would require,

further investigation, perhaps
questions about acoustics or bal-
listics or possible Mafia involve-
ment.

Yet toward the end of his re-
search, Posner notified Bob
Loomis, his editor at Random
House, that he had taken an unex-
pected turn. ] '

«] was convinced the Warren
Commission had gotten it right.
The evidence was overwhelming,”
he said. '

Posner also was aware, of )

course, that a large majority of

the populace thinks the Warren’

Commission had gotten, it,;wrong,

maybe on purpose. VAl
He got a feel for such skeptic

when Loomis, vice president and

executive editor of Random
House, took his own poll at the
next meeting of the publishing
house's top editors, who periodie-
ally gather to report on works in
progress.

S,
. “RBob' told them about what I'd

found and asked how many be-
lieved the Warren Commission
was right,” Posner said. “Remem-




Anyone who knows aything at all about publishing, purticularly on the subj ct of

the JFK assassination, knows that it simply is not possible that Random House would

_NoiH/NE

have considered publishing a\j}:’oak in wiich all the money it had contracted and advanced
would be one in which the author s:id, "I was convinced the Warren Commis:sion had gotten
it righte" There had to have been some specizl twidt , / spmothing more than.mere
reintitiun of the officisl mythologye Posner does indicate that he told l"oo%fcz.nd

that Loomis repeated it to other at ‘andom Housc:"Bob then told them xmhat about what

' n
I'd found." Tf $RSES/had- tol. others where he vorked merely that Posner had "foundd that
Vg T Mg |
the Warren Eepor"‘? Mas_caea%wy'd have laughed .J'Tn hig face, Neusday's
24 L « Heusday

Vhat Posner "fpund" and where he found it is(his aberrational half@truth to/Sirica

of three weeks earliur:

«iv- Syrely, the conspiracists argue, the seven entrance
+and pxit wounds that the bullet allegedly produced had
Yo be.evidence of more than one shooter. To.some
reviewers, Posner’s account of the path of the bullet is
' among the most persuasive material in “Case Closed.!
.+ In gxamining the bullet's trajectory, Posner leaned .
“on modern, technology that was unavailable to the.
-commiggion, Although his personal research already
was leading him to conclude that the bullet did indeed -
- pasg through both Kennedy and Connally, he becamea
true believer after stumbling across the work of Fail- -
ura;Analysis Associates,;a Menlo Park, Calif,, engi- '
.neering firm that specializes in computer recreations
f ol‘g@_\;j ents for use in negligence cases. The firm had. .
:dong gomputer imaging of the Kennedy assassination:
‘for/a Cou 'rl;ygmock trial of Lee Harvey Ogwald last
yes ‘. ] ;lg'&; Cap W TR S i '_."".-. .t.':f'_&_‘ i ll
y ing the show, Posner contacted the comn."
pany, which allowed him to use its computer modeling
in the book; ’ g

Y




In the next sentence the 2company" referred @ is Failure Analysis. a.s/l-leyer
wrote me, Posner did not ask the "comp;fay" to allow him to moe its work. He asked
Piziali. And as was reperted :_:ublicliv )Pizi:.ﬂ_i was not even an employee of Failure

Analyside He .:onked for"Spectus Technologies Inc,, a subsidiary of The Failure émaisz

oa
ysix Croup," #= a copyrighted & "rit Newsire" account of July 24, prior to theatx
P JVES

presentation to the 4BA convention. £ @4

suA? . e
Iogner says he "stumbled" 2% th Failure Analysis work smd its tclecasting on

f ¢ '«{,‘r't/
Goipt TV, IF that is hou he blundered into it then it is to wender what he was
]

o1 attefiton)
really investigmating and researching; with all the major ngtio atte_jiﬁ.on/the fact
th + the ABA convention would include a _.‘n“%ck trial” of Lee arvey “sweld did not
get his @ attention in any .ay,

Leyer's letter does confirm that it waw was was alter Pﬁmer“saﬂ the TV COoURT

_ B~ R Lold
shou" of the peese "mocl tiial" at the ABA cof¥vention that he“-zs)iéd Pigiali that
his "prosecution case wag worth discussing."
. Loy s — .
1t is apoarent thgt what P sner excited “ovmis with is what # he could misrep-

b |
rescnt(as the truth yiclded by modern techonologye. The lawyer in Pésn.er, c,ear on

th: dishonest y he indended thatg ig basic to his formula, got Piziali's verbal agree-
to uze F‘—a,bf Wy &W-My n»g,’r,/ " fa:F/
By : ocksx! #ux What Yeyer refers to as "discussion/.," in his bo ke
hpod Pt
Uhatever thet verbal agrecment was, anti"fhv louver lmew that Feilure analysis would

not wont toFitigate vhen there was any kind of agreement mosner not onlis
prisented the Failure Analysis work as his owlgghe was carefulynot to include in his book
that he had permission ty use ite If he had to have permission to use it, obviously he

could not have représdnted thet it as T'i;, done for him,

d.-ncr's cnd notes® do not ever refer tﬁmersonal contact with Piziali.
(Pages 554-5) They hold a single mi‘erenc#tomiziali's appearance at the mock trial
D.I;d nothing else at alls

Keeping it verbal, ‘eeing to is that he did not have what lawyers nrd:]_rmrily prefer

to hay e, written approval, is consistent with the f{aud that Posner parpe‘t:rated a{

m‘b"fon/ all along.
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ﬂ'»f/t“y W

The catalogue of Posner's syh;ltered dishonesties, all car-fully plotted‘,”‘{s
not completes Iff it can ever bu complete.
In his six hundred pages he had no space to refer to any mock trial at any

ABA conventioi. S! his readers Were not onl given the false impression that Faij-

ar ure Analysid' gm work was fof hil}r, iy reason even to cusgeact

that it cculd have been for any other ﬁurpose.-gw I,m Kt.-ﬂrt/j[ﬂ!e,m-.

Thus, ton, the added Posner dishonesty in not reporting that there was any defense
against what he selected to use of what Failure Anal:ysis presented at that "trial" and

(Aand to co'rupte history'd record .

thils he was able to deceive his renderg/om XEm both the imphrt of what he used, how
eed—ge credible it was found to be when tested before a jury, as well as on the fact
that it was and was intended to be only extremely limited in application and above all,
not as even - ddressing Oswald's guilt or innocence by Failure dnalysis. #Atop all these
and cther ra‘e;.ted dishonesties Posner, naturallyy, with ¥XE the basic dishones’dd ,of his
approach and of hic misues of the “gilure Analysis work, had no reason to include,
after all, he had only siz hundred pages, the Tact that it all failed in the terms dm
in which he misues ite

I4 did not convince the jury, ;Kfs the Jv’oi_mi} ol the bar association hezdlined £k
its account, "Jury Deadlocks in Oswald liock ‘rial."

Posner Imeu this at the outset because ha had hisg first knowledge of aby of this not
from his oun resesrch or investigation becaufe as he indicated to Sirica affd as lieyer told

wny's

that airing a number of 'I;ime»s/ The (decision was also 1'eported.t nationwide by the mediaa

- {. e A
m(l,éﬂ thc/ ceounts highlizht Posner's gec calculated dishonety, a dishonesty that

he TelLe
me, &30441 saw "the "COURT TV showe ft eror‘bed the entire proceding and it repeated

appears to b the only means by which he could get Loomis and 4& Random House to accept
"

his ,\;ﬁternation pf the contract for that bouke What follows is typical of the reporting
)
Posner docs not use in his book and pre‘l;lnds does not exist, knyoing better, knyfoing the
alyt
brithe Armd Eﬁ.s shpuld be consiclere%ulth the int 1“eni:::.on,f of the vefy limit d and care=

fully deiined purpose of the entire thing, as lieyer reported it officially for Failure

analysis.
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4 in its "final edition" of Augiot 12, 1992, the day after the mock trial US4
z
TDAT reparimi headlined its account, "Hung jé‘y in Ozuald trial." T[je third sentence in
Bhan '
tho/ac--cunt is that "the results vere inconclusive: The Jury deadlocked after 2 1/2 hoursf:

seven jurors votingﬁlty, five to acquit.”
his is not Posner's account so effectively distributed and prom?i;;d throughout

B
the ontire world.é}la, [Zun-dgvn / é’ﬁiﬂ. ([f 440 !/w’\'? [he A ued ;/ ,F-Aﬁ‘df(..
The f‘q-,::we "ballted befause: "The Aheory that Oswold fired a single, magical bullet
S
was unbelievable; his motive for killlmg Kennedy waa umj'{)aéﬁ‘; many doubts remain,"

This is an entire disproof of Posner's entire book, that whole phony concoction
vp

<

he fabricated beginning \-:ith‘Hatz:og vwhat he exaggerated and distorted Hartog's
opinion of the boy to forecasd and winding up with his misrepresentafion of #ooth the
M gne gk Uard g VTV,
purpose and meaning of (The—pavt o! the Failure Analysis presentation he did—noi-—suppress,
The jury itself refused to:ccept what Posner hinmself repre;gnts as beyond any question at
all, as abeblutely ughuestionable.
The veay conservative Washington Times of the seme day concluded its story, "The
y —_—
trial's purpose wasn;t o reach a defintive mmwdwsdsm verdict, b?t to demonstrate
advances in the age-old art of lawyering,"
Eliz Blifabeth Rigberg!s stﬁy of that day for the Associagted Prcss, which blankets
E
the cpuntry and the world, begins, "Bven hi-toch computer animation could'ndt help
Jurorz at a mock trial decide whether Lee Harvey Oswald assassinated bJ ohn ¥, Kennedy."
é She amons the many ofhers who reported that prescntation and the jury'd e
L. Ao om M e J
"not A guilty" verdict in,? hanging, y’ﬁ:’lm/rt that the "defense" was by Wall Street ,
g ] m p
it
lawyerf\Pofner's old firm, and by those at the top of it, :'\A;s/very best hwyersw /d,a
(UAIAIAD aF
Carati q;ravath, Swaine and Moore} i
e /d‘f“J ——
One of them David V Bets Boies (right) that=$kmt after that entire presentation
- ,:!IT‘ A,
Posner used and misused,€he prosecution "han_ﬁ: t met its bygden of proof."
Boies was not alone of the very best lawyers in the firm that kept Posner working
for it so short a periodg of time and E‘om his own:ccount, where he boasted of his

mind being # perfect for analysis, in the most menial ehorse chore of going over

discovery evidence, a chore assiimed by some of the major corporations to thoze who do



mot even have a law degreg, as L k:ao}-' frpm having fricnds vhe had no law training d oing
LA ﬁ'

that for ycarsy. \Thomq Lm“", quotéd in The s@mmer San Iff.i‘ancz.sco ®hrinicle's August

11 story, soid, "There should not be the slightest deubt of any kind as to what the facts

are. ind yet overy s:'ng-;le fact of any significance ir open to serious GFBEe doubt.”

a *: .4 i ' B T A -4/1/‘{'5‘/ #ﬂl an}
ill another of thc top pertners in the firm that did not need ier continue Fesaex's

hos b foblC T onely el promd
Sﬂrvices/, (\L‘v\.n Chesler, joined his ascociatcs at the firm and in the ABA's presentation
of the delense at the mock 4rail i n saying that "no one can be sure about how n@,év shots
N
were Tired or vhere they came froms ™Dlespite all the evidence, the governmment only has
cizetmataint circumstantial cvidence to strimg; together . . . The doubts are such that
in thio mee case (the govermmni) camot carry its burden,'said Barp',"
Wt
Thisc is the meuit—oe -exacy oppoulté’. ol P’sner's representation of that La:.lur
Analysis work he used as his and ‘H&/ opinion could not have come from better, mcre
2Iré
respected, mor: establ._uhmentarlan lavyers thad{ those at the top of the Lu*m\jqe"lmqf such
wrhan Miwarentad 4
& short asgociatio: wilﬁ thet ho infiate d)into his bc.n.ng a cover=vworthy and publicity -
angle " a:u. Street lawyer."
,;l HtM-/
he;‘ us now return to Iolt's "¥etween the Lines" column & in the Sep-
tember 5, 1993 Fhronicle:
When Court TV asked Failure An=lysif's clief ezecutive oflice/%i-:ho was part of the
"defense" term and testified at the "trial" this question, "Few sharpshooters, iuch
g Oswald, could hit a mo}ﬁ.ng target as rapidly as COs: vald Tme sup oscdly did- can it
q g J
be done, (licCarthy replied "I can't. I'm the best shot L know, I@n't do that."
. \:"_:/
lic have seen that Poocner preferred wistl opinion of that good ol! boy xmemzak
ZLapm
sergeant (tn the officidl opinion of the llarine Corp Commandont, tiat Oswald mas a (hve
LM
"rather puor shot_‘)’ u,hdﬁhat to paln this of" he sup, ressed the published off{icial repobt
f ,'f-
from his booi;,.Th:i}s Posner could also q;i.f;te Zabn 's opinion that the shooting atfributed

£ =
to Uswald Waﬂl(zlmy. As we also saw, Posner suppressed the fact that the best shots the

T

J04 could provide, all xxkker holding th e very highest rating, of "master," could not
y]

duplicate the ghooting attributed to Osuald— and that under g%g'oa'f'lj improved conditions.
ond et o ity gl y -
One of {hose:everal improvementSjvas net shoelins at t afmoving target,-as ;mthﬁ Court TV's



host Brian Banmiller and kcCartiy spoke the Bg;iﬁus;*%gzt“éZ;ééméhooting with such a
e uracyi&é&e difficult. And when MLcarthy, whose pgrfessional gqualificatiions greatly
ﬂﬁceLd Posner for a professional onin_on afd whose sdet shooting skill greatly exceedsh/
Usiiald's sayfhe could not de lu’ there/;a s8till ancther reason Posner had to suppresss
the fact that there was a defense and a jury “resid verdict.

From merelﬁ}the half-hour vidoo cassette lieyer gave me there are many other
reasons Posperg did not dare use all of that production. Of these I here c1te only a few:

{

It made no sense to use such piece of junk as ansssassination weocpon;

JFK was shot while hidden from,KZapruder's_Eﬁara“ﬁi the sign before Posner theorizé€d
he was undh%;e r action to it is not that fancy of the urologist, John “attimer but is
in reaction to that shot g (Lattimer's first at LenEp‘t to use "science" to p{ove his
preconception that Oswald %gd the lone assassin was to slicéhiiﬁﬂsample bulléts cross-
wise in lis 1d£oratory, with precisions equlpmentﬁix ultﬁ{fé;nclu51on he has not repeated
gince then to my knowledge);

The prosecution ackiowledge that there was vere onlyrzzzgg shots is mere conjecture;
scenario, is noi #ﬁnav's, it is the pérsecutloga .nd he pilfded that up frow the Faiture
Analysis presentation to the bar association convention;

The computer's projected path of thatqgéglc bullet th_ough both JFK and Governor
Connély in Tact shous its & deflected to the Pre.ldcnt' r:ﬁg/6/-leav1n" his neck;

And wi%ere it allegedly wont through hi. neck it was low E:u{ough to have a\&hL&'M‘Zo
go through the shirt and tie nedither of which was struck in the front by auy bullet,
from the official'g;égvevidence itself,

Why leCarthy did not vespond to myqai-letters_i—ﬁo not know. Heyer indicates that
all corT eupondenceiiﬁiTﬂas routed to her, thaéygsponse was her offlicial responsibility.

In any organization this is comprehensible, not really unusuale I wrote lcCarthy be-—

cause I wanted t be able to quote what he and Fajilure Analysis said with complete
accuracy. neither t2s the organization nor HeVarthy had a policy of not responding for

quotatimn. lle was quoted by the media and he did agree to be quoted when my friend



David *‘eck,\m’('h:m“ba‘ for direct quotaticn in a ksmk review of Posnerls Sl boclk,

Dave has becn studying the .vbjeet for some y ar:. ige teaches history at tée Dublin,
Uhio High Schoolpe He lives in Westerviblle, not fa;ffrom that s chools With permission
to quote what he vill say and with what he quotes directly within within quotations
marks he sent me a memorandum covering his interviews with HcCarthy and several others.

His conversation with “cCarthy was on Honday September 15. He also spoke aboul Posner's

__ o Septybber 18, lyril

book to Ciril)Berict Weelss, m, As we heve seend / s both a lawyer a.nd a forensic path-

tj’" 2yl e,

ologis’?.?a:f{g is the former head «f the Americen Academy of Fopensic Medicine. He was

ailfﬁ involved in fthe ABA mock trial as an xpert.

Dave}s memorad nemorandum quotes Wecht on his conversation with McCarthy in which
HeCarthy “confirmed thatl Posner never consulted with or met with them. Them s=nt him a
courtesy summary of the mocle-t dial inf orq;‘étion.” Hore, "Posner ncver commissioned them
or paid them a penny," %ch‘c said that MeCarthy 'was very angry with Eosner that clear
inference (was made, on int rviews that he commissioned them to do it." He further
quotes McCarthy as saying, "B "Thi§ was done as a project, (with )gno unanimity of
opinion amongst theM.s.ePosner is a write: and a lawyer - what he's done can't be
attributed to sloppiness.”

Dave's memo continues vith his own words in which he also quotes HcCarthy:

‘;“{e.r'c.rdn_n.g the allegatlona that Posner 1mpl19d that he commissioned Failure Analysis:
Posner has mexxdicckwt ’consc:.ou.:lg attempted to create that Image! % Then, "' Ve
are terribly amuséd &t this concept of"'easw closed,"'"

For the prosecution, ﬁ HeCarthy, of the defense teamd, told Da.ve,"Thére WEEEX
are bilger problems than the wounds."

As we have seen, those that Posner did not deal :ith gnfaithfully in various ways
and degrees, he just ignored to help hl_E_n-in’K—;ﬁE declare thmixhmx as he did, Ged—€ase &
"Case Cloded."

One problem with that rifle, ss | knew from my duplicate of it on the local range,
as licCarthy ovid, "It is a4 'high energy rifle’ with a 'pretty fair kick'." Those who

fired mine on the range found the kick, the " Feceli-rueoii vecoil that thrustes the butt



oif' the rifle strongly into the should and "licks" the muzz&. Fend strmg;ly upward, to be

4 MIL
strong. Bspecially in uein a telescopic sight this ma!®™a problem of getting

L
the target bael into the lenses of the scope to sight and then fire. "t takes more
time, the ambdunt morc za “Ta varying with the eiperimee of the shoo‘l:er and it should be
M
rechlled Ogwald is never L.noun to have fired that rifle a single time so he could know
/‘1 1

avout and adjust for that ey ick

lMeCarthy also told Keck as Ilolt quoted him, good a shot as he is, "I couldn't dubli-

= i "
cate xhm it, " referring to the s]'\ootin{-; attributed to Uswald. &nd McCarthy is an
expdrienced, practising rifleman,

Dave also noted some ol Pgsner's glaring ervors that I skipped. One. 'ka‘h/amused me
Tor that pretended lmo.=it-all Posner is that with regard to a nan aasid to have

, : Mg B2EL
"confessed" to boing one of those utterly irrelevant "tramps# in this fPictures, Pouner
n
vefers tu him ab Charles 'Buddy' larrelscp®The name, Dave says, is “Cbarles Voyd Harrel-
son.” He says that "Bzddy Yoarrelson was an infielder for the New York Mets."

Vlecht made a trenchant observetion, cﬁieferring to that re . 1ly zany concoction of
Yosner's, that the bulléT that miseed and h7§ay5 was the very first shot fired, in
order t0 wmkm . es%e the have the jacket and core separate so that in Posner's ignorant
interpretation of what he says the FBI Lab'$ report on the i;H;‘pact on that curbstone
me:ns, hit a twig or absa branch of a tree. That, :Lﬁ"l%iaégf-?_rﬁlﬁosner's imagination,
requiréd for his scenaric to have any possibulity at 2ll, is eu_ regquired so that the
traces the FEJ{. got Trom that cufbstone could be attributed to the cor€ of that bullet.

Lol .f..‘il‘

is we gave seeny the FB-L teo'l.e(l a cestr \cancerg -paste patch over ‘the "h;é chip made
et T o fflmﬂ o ft vf« [ ladd s

by that inpact, Butfe Vocht TBE observed, that bullet "breaks ¥Pormaliy'd rib and radi
radius (the hea’nﬁt wrist bone) and doeﬁn t separate biia hitg twigs and separates.”
Ob\&piowﬁly,ﬁﬁner' iabnca't:l.on to male th -hio thcgfy,fmd’{t/ is only a theory,

wlatbemiEeimorotier—Fes, he had to make this improbability have the sembl nce of
possibility @,mJ hlc writes about it fof all the world as thousgh it is reale. A little

twig cause the ¥ jacket to separate itaclf frowm the lead core b%: smashing Comnally's

rib and wrist bone did notb!Ridiculous indeed!



Cyeil
Hiotory teacher Dave Seck the baseball fan and Vecht, of the most impeccible
~ai opposite extreme's, underscored ’
nvolessional credentials as a {orensic rotholony, each in his owh wayj the arrogance

of mind, th: .el8e gelf-concept thal akes '@@:}rcﬂ aus of the-u.nreal)'\so he puts

- Then —
it on paper.t\navzgis mitzer: fandom House editor Uob Loomis, who is also its executive

54 L) - - - - sy e -
ediqor and vice president, had no edibing question: and rquires no authentic peer ¥ review,

—————
ani swifhxtiben make an internation 1l sensation of' the book.

g
The Ldclk ang Elebé’t observations are of a differant kind of dishonesty tha‘d"fPosner

employed to malke his book what it is, what he could 'notmse pssibly have done without
i whigh nere
all hius more uerious, m},‘qurd_lled, I think unprecedented dishonesties oﬁ heih none is

wore essential to his book +than his knouing false pretense that the Failure Analysis
worl was done for him and that he faithfully reported that work in his book.

Vith thz most the thoroughgoing contempt for all concepts of decency, honesty, fair—
LAY & N e——
negs and even of standards ol personl behavior;and with the-mest total diseegard for

4

our history and popular understanding of it as he ‘Snmke—he—dves 80 falsely w rewrites

. 5 ¥ 4
it he did more, ever so much more than any one persun&l—hewe the grousest and most con-
(rrts

sciously dishonest and rfalse accemunt of iﬁl aeccpeted internationally and by own own’hﬁeg—-

ligent and uncaring media ghat marié'at him a famous hero and Tine publis servant for ite.

ahputzxwinembaizkindrof znextxdnesarseatazrx

[}

Wuit e aside from Pudme Posner's raping; of all the [ine traditiona of the honorable
_proper. /b
eraft ol writers in a zociety itike ours, a society vhoiie Tunction d€pends oft/ the people
being honestly informed, ho hkes once again gaven-the major media an opportunity to

refuse to necets its ob]i}gations as, as it has Crom the moment thole terrible shots

were fired ix_‘xDeaJJ.!;'_v Plaza, ,g,t hes failed itself and all of us again,



