ZAATT CALSAR'S HBAT of TiI FORLULA
o
became an international suc&aas with unpr¥cedented o¥ close to un-

precedented antlention. Gerald Posner becare an international cclebrity because of that

the '
sook and, of course, because of whal Random Iouue and -ser uncititical, unthanking, sen-

L]

gobhon—-seelding mojor media did with him and with the bock.

- a

tes literally T wms B /lalgou}t to type, "his bouk." But that is precig{ly the point;
= N 14@' /

can it honestly be called "k book? What is there in it that is authentically his?

I there a single new fact in it? Hot one. For all tnat hoopla and all that
fowning tttention, of the little actual faet in the book almost all ol it has been

public loio-ledge for ter abouf tlree—quorters of Posner's life. There is not a single
 public for )
fact in it that i nof(fiore than half his age.

Even il wiat he too!: frem that iuscsent fifteen-ye r-old Devid Lui were factual,
shich it in nof; and even if all that he togk from Failure Analystis as his when jt was
-ned-wese Tactual, at it is not, what js there in @ this bock of such dedicated and deter-—

mined dishonesty that is Posner's and his alone? What zz is his real claim to fame?,zml

ﬂmﬁ Udiat did he do to deserved the fortune @hat goes with T on_sad\Sron tw

a0 et Rty =7 0\
aﬂd fhat ite success moons Tor what he =étes writes next and 4after that?

YA
~He+ o blessed things except w the wildost exaggerationj/(andfdnterpretations and
p)

judgements that are not even reasonable vhen stacked next to the established facte
. fenatus Hartégs,
e magnified the ofi hand opinion of Atlu‘if ssbrink of such tarnished professional
plecadd .
reputation, into the allegedlr accurate féngggset that Lee Harvey Usohld & was a
ntural -vorn assassin and hc-l__h—i_ﬂlaced the airvays and batiered the ears of intervievers
Hira

vith his opimion that ¥4 Ts most important part oi hi:s book,

g . . AL
At least iF i3 the one part hie can claime his oun, anyvaye.
dnd it is worse that worthless. i’c is a moustrous disinformation. Wi ,,yx.ﬂff ¢ 4
- Py
ot a thing else in all those six hundred pages is his and his alone ; has any

real/ weaning at alla

—

He (id conduct what he says were # tuc # hundred interviews. Ake they not new? B



Agide from the work of others that he presents as his own and the factual errors

and tlie omissions thatl are his)he has not



ey

/—Mﬂrlb&’ /}’ " {

They are not .1ew‘,/ did not yie T‘én information abou't; the assassination or about Osealdl
, ag Theq e i b fee fr.

7’1@ did not, not a sengle time in all two hundred of them, Az we have seen the ouly
real use he made of thooe intervicws ig to use them to hide the fact that he actually
suppressed Tflat was public knowledge, =& hi: way of not reorting what was relevant and
what vas public Lkinowledge, by selecting what he Iﬁ;’nted of those intervicws, not once using
what had si:mificonce and was public kowledge and pretending that the scrimshaw he
:J'eltteil vas the gubs of ite t Nevty was-

Turi

Bleae osenlo }for eample, the defected KGB of 'icial who had all tlat lmowledge about
Oswnld, the Trom—& losenko to whom the CIA gave Poone:' access and the use of him, entirely
unprecedented, to prouwote Posner and his booi on international TV, With Nosenko as his
unigue and enclusive szource of Uswsld information, what did Posner rw:lly write about
Uswald that has real ippertance that Nouenko snid?

llot even what #3sx losenlo told th FBI and I got and published in 1975. That was
when this self—sty].ed?—"wali Strest lawaer" ywhose fentasic career there was that of a
clerk jvas still in ecollggs. f‘}e as then twenty—-one years old, that is how lon;: ago what
he sup.rese from hin book with the cloak of that sensation, his exclusive interview
ith Nosenko‘was public & nowledges

and as part of his payback for the use of Hoseiko he suppressed on behalfuwoef th: CIA
what it iself had confdessed publicly in official testimony before the Congress, telecast
from # coasit-to-coast and long forgot en, those grucsome, subhumgh details about how it
plotted termi wling Hor=nko, by _Llribf:i_n;-; lim c¥azy, or by flyine him over the ocaen and
dvoppdny; him into ite.

There is only one of uy books he did not buy from me, Uswald in New Orleans.
Clea.rly./it ig the one he alread; hade It also iz the one not in his bibliography. In
that beok he leorned thét Oswald had a TOP SECRST ond g CYIPTO secuﬁry clearance as a
Hapine and that this is not recorded in any of ficel records the Commisiion had or the
£31 dis-losed. amd ’l_.l_]iﬂ was not, to this new cclcbrgity, this hew new sensation as an a
anthor, ol any interest or value in hia version of Osuald'es life, such being his versiope

o 1r

o
lie was asfed abi/ut this when he ap eared at the San I‘rancn.sco Green anaile book store



1972

in his nat ive uaz}irmcmco on September 29,(with Channel 4 present and also interviewing
it theres I have an accownt o it “rom my friend Ila) Verb, who wa: present and, along
with two other Lrimds, @ qu'z::t:.on\:d Porner during: a qucstion period. One, a doctor,

¢ vy Aguilar,"faulted Posner for nisusing Dr. lartogs 'clinical' evaluation of Uswald
when he uas a truaut and erring chil!, " Ial's wordse Froi: Hal's letter Posner had

1itils or nothing by way of rual responce to thi. andi to other criticisms, like his
asKing ¥ sne why he oritted thie inlormation about Oswald'd high security clearance

as a 1":,w_r:i_n.;.!.. Mal also asked him what in his bibliopgrophy Posner .'L'Lsgd only five of my
bouks, omitting Og.ald in _fl_z_a_;_ Orleons, which held this and other information not con-
genial to the formula for Posner's book, fame and fortune. ?aner's ropoly waf that he

put i1 his bibluogr phy o:ll;;/thos » boolks that hemctmlly referred to." Hal

then eallsd to Posner's attentm:m what he did use that apw.ars in that book only. In

rc ponge, that :&rsdfa{flnt ;;e:spohse, Posner rambled in all other dircctions. Hal sayd "he
™hin gets to a’ very rral t‘iuesT!:on; what ldnd of man, what ldnd Om is

never really answered."

Posner, the pan and t o uriter who is this publicly dishonest and is unabashed by it?

L‘(:IJ: fact iz that o. all Posner's snide cracks about ume, nojﬁ fautual and some even

<l

irvational, i one that pretonds to be based o fact is uniquely f¥rom Osuald in Hew
Wrloans and 44 is an%r-:ﬁy unsourced. Yo gives no source for what he says I wrote and
he has neo shurce f %: lis f.loe claim that it is not true, is-umfactual.

T That ic hic record on this, on his compulsive need to put all others down as
though, smoll won with the big ego that he is, that somehow elevates him?

At the same dime assaulting those the CIA does not like, who have been critical of
of it of wlo in their work have done what it should have done and did not doe

lic criticisms of me did not and do not trouble me. They are insignificont comparep’

erral 1A Ay,
to those of uﬁ%f/ficu don hylmerves With thefla Uhen I was told about them L did not
rush out and buy his book. e had told me he wouldsend me one of the earliest copies and

1 was contznt to wait for ite (It never did com@) When my}}istory /Péofes:mr friedd Dave

Vrone mead started to read it he ber-H—bau(JhL ﬂ?
=

read ite T had wadwritten Posner aslcmg hin Tor hisl sources Tor the criticisms and com-

v ¢.opy for me and told me I should



5 I a picnic

Lt was not ot owr liomu. Lt wng ot our farm. It vwos amxmueting for Washington-area Jevi-
{W’LLWW} -
igh gervice pergonnel and their families )-.;i‘bh the children seeing eggs westhatch, playing

/ gathording just-laid

Bl the just-hatched chicks, rlucl:ling;#nd. gm Tasher eggs from underneath the hens
and playing with and riding on tome Tapi animals. Tie Undivers:ty of laryland so liked
what e were doing bacl: in the 190Us, about the time Posner was born, it established its
oun # duplication of it as a “touching farm" for children in the Uashington suburb of
L e o . /Mi . .
Wheaton. 014 licdeisberg's Farm did not have a good 8 . So they called it 0ld licDonald's

ﬁn-m. tut it definitely was not HeStalin's, as the I'SI would have ite

R
Th ere werc other such made -up slenders



YUl v

Unliice Founer, ao we next seen, I do o% 1live a secret life. If he had vanted some
_ L
oroi'esvionnl plancers lv! wunld have found a(selection of them from the government
recoris on me that are in that same subject file,under wy n'me. That file alse indicates
L
ware where o complete oot of what was dilclosed to ne is [ileds It is not allﬂofi'icial
nagtines:, oither, “e might not rve liked 4o learn from what the CIA disclosed that
£
the records it inherited from a prededes::or ngeney reflect that when I was an investiga-
ti% rcgortc—_sr L pave President Flan,ﬂ(lln Yilino Roosevelt what [ had gotien from a then

w%@ FoR
agnociate tha: k6 used in eone of his Dmows "fireside" chata. Tt was documentation of

a biazi plot te take Chile over,
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ment he mdef &3 never annvered, Ads I learned la‘er, hc was not so busy he did not
J/ -
enfage in cow un 1cat10ns vith many dthers. Bui sueh criticisms themselves are merely
; 4
miner nuisances. I was corking: on a diferent boulk and cont:mua to work o it. Huan-—
1} - - . - . - I3 = L . -
while, uvken + had the time, I was E]J)Jlotatl.ﬂm.ﬂ s for the hestorical record. I did
—— R T ) Sea
that watil it beesme apnovent that the > corrudt rocordifor history he had fabnceizggi;w
” R, - [ e ————
tad to be corrected for thai Ihigtorical records

Porner's criticams of me are 1il: fo'rasy Jiid stuff compared to what the FBI made

/— o A_'__.h__——_‘
up and dstribubed videly Trom the—r ts records 1 later oty Trom the White House
s e

B

dumm { Muroushly professional and widely cxperienced in character assassination it 701&1
LB that my vife andﬁ"nmmally celebrated the Ruscian Bevolution” with a party
of thrﬁ\ ty si.-runfﬂrslrau our hrme. o
Ther~ was nol n word of -bruth in it. What the FBI did was give that baseless
intorpretation it then passed of as fact {4 an annual religious gather well in advance
of the date of that revolution, right after tho Jewish high holy dnys.
Therewwerrgtimreree ng les: vieious, not less coupletely false, that also were

S e
&’ gtributed but not in thmk response to that Vhiite Hpuse request.

@0 [hese aud el offteiad Jpudtl]

After livin; with yeers of such niceties That Posner said had no impact, except as
o measure of hime It meont so little I did not bother to remind him that he had not ans-—
wored mea uyg requests for his withheld sources for what he wrote about me.

But what soon emerged when I got to reading his booic is that I was not the ex—
ceptioil. ﬁe did that with ever:;or_igi };egarded as% of compeﬁ.‘to}'%%mse writings

cont adictod his, Disproved h:.\,f; really. Lven as we have seen, Edward J. Bpstein, whose
politics are close #to those Posner discloses are his.

Then I remembered that {this precisely what he had done in his lionemed llensele.
(With John ilare,lﬂ:G-ra::—Iull Book | Compary , @ 1086) He uses that bock as a
oystematic assault on the roputation of thal most eminent of Nazi-hunters, Simon
Wiesenthal, a .an so deservedl: respected that a research institution in Los Angeles is

named after him, Belore Pouner wa: born Whiesenthal was rislding his 1ife daily to expose

::Q‘w:u- wnd{
and to brine to ;]Lm;ticmﬁzis and their fellow murderers of lor War IT =zt



Y

14 S, /-
unspealabla atrocf‘ti'gﬁf%ho difiered froun i'iengv.elé in-degres—ondy. /J./n glefrec of their
peroonal involvement in torturcs aen_'lg,i. Yore are responsible for many mord deaths than
“engele uas.

Choeldin liengele it became a: arent that Ppsner's ascault fpon him and his repu-
tation was much more e tensive than 1 had recalled.

He rc..'erslto Hiesenthinl in it on tuenty-eisht ol its i:hrefimdered. and twenty
230t pages. his is on olmost ten percent of the pages of the cntire boocke On all but
tlree oi thove twenty-eisht pages Pocner insults, demeans, ridicules or is mihex
critical of bim in other ways. Uazc of those three exceptions is his reporting that a
Yazi who had escaped to grazil hopuj/to be able to tortureWiesenthal. On another p .ge
he nnltes his one aclmoulodgwient that Viesenthal was right a_.:lﬁou.t anythinge. And on the
third lie makes his somotime prodise, as with we, saying that without Wiesenthal the
post=uar Hazi hunt might not have happened,

Again as uith we, in noi a single instance does any of Posner's criticisms secm
40 be necessary to his booke He uses what he writes as an excuse [or assaulting the

~ renier s e
ka'a.‘f;%ﬂ}azi-hunﬁu}: of ("alh.of @

Mis is not to say that %ﬁ above criticism or that any of us do not makew
mistakes. I think, for examnple, that Viesenthal was wrong to defend Kurw}r{'laldheim from
the proorss that he wes i_nvolved in the lazi horrors in Southeastern Burope, including
in the olauchter of Gréi?%rticulmﬂy%hcse fron Salonika, and in what then was
Tugoslavalia. In this Wiesenthal was also pard ning Yoldheim for hiding his Nazd
record when he vas prop::sed to head the f{nited Hations and keeping i;r’ ecret all the time
lie headed it. Ubviously wuch of the world disegreed with Wiesenthal on this but only

a Posner @ would seek to cefame Cjﬁ:m—wef-i_t.

and in that seelk to uake himself lock better by comparison, even more of a Nazi
huiter,

A de.ont man does to Wiesenthal's reputation what Posner used his Hememe lengele
soei. as an excuse Tor doing?

Find h onorable uriter does anything like that?



ilo, of course not! Never!

Only a very small nan vith a very big and a very sick ego secks to make more of
hinself by er‘d:l..nb to malm less of others than they are.

bl

With Posner's record in Unse Closed as dlohOIlBS‘L‘, ag deliber: tely, Xmistie intend-
edly dishonest as we have sesn)his goll is as grﬂat ag his uninhibitcd ego when he
utters a word of any ltind oi)lri";icism against anyone at all.

With vhat it is a ldindnesc to veler tgd Posner's mistales, how can he possiblf-
eriticize anyone Tor what he believes ave their mistakes?

The mote in Pésner's eyo is no mere particle and it is pormanent. Hé could not cast
his note first if he wantod to, and that, as is chvious on roading his book, he never
vould want to doe %

J'h:i.s is Posner's woy and he indulges it broadly in the dirticst and most uncon-

scionable ways azainst those he regards as competitors or those he does not like
K

uhen it serves no other sx real pl._l'pose':.n Case Clocse s

Except, of crurpe, to plecase those in the governuent and elsewhere who heljed him,

as part of his payback for their invaluable assistance in ualdng his bool: what it be=—
came. That also is to their interests like telling the world that the CIA did nothing
di o1l urong, not really. Unly that it was a mite too secretive for its own goods
Ditto for 4the FBI and for all those livins Warren Commission lawyors, tooe He defends
#hem all and he attacks those they do not like.

Phe WBI disliled Sylvia leagher to the extent that it tried to get the United
Lations to fire her. Uot for any real reason at all. Just because of tThe FBI'D beliefl
of what her beliefs were. If Posner vas not aware of it it is not befause it is not
set forth in the very file mabinet in which ehgworked when he waw here, clearly identi-
Ew' with h?ij: none on the [ile Tolder, But the Unﬂl'n Hations wonld not do that, jﬁvmb

bas (Lnu :;1_01 then merely pleased witl her work.

About thio and wuch Wore lilic it in those very files in which he spent three days,
211 the official reflection of all those wrengful and basica]_l\j aﬂﬁ-rhnerican things it

=



et

did, Pormer had nou a word tr saye Tlmtfr:flzcts his leind of Americanism, his attitude
ns
tioyrd toaditional- and Constitutionnl - Aumerican beliefe But when he practises the
.
jdenticnl LeCarthyrsm with “eagher he can hardly eriticize aiyone else for doiug what

. )
Larw ttpndit A1,
n- does evern when it B is so palidoads” anti-fmerican in conecpt and in astion.

lie rots iito the guts of his aiticion of lieagher with this sentence, "ler boalk

soncentroted on any teotimony or exhibits thet roised doubts about the final repprt."
slthough he irmediate refavs to i ps "loftict," what is wron; with writing a boolc
that 1/ adical of auything at all, particularly about the Warven Keport?

How olse doss our socicty fuaction, when it does, = except from the people having

accegs to/a 11 sides Og ay contriversy?

And hou con anyone eriicizee this without himsel! not beli-ving in this basic

__,_—-——""—_-— iE e —

Americenism, thic basic need of any diverse soeeity socic_at:& as our iudan& will be and
_hould be for there to be a democratic system?

But where does Popmer gt of i neldng any critiesn lile this of anyone?

: o ke L y ; e T .

What else docs he do in his bock ewecpt that hs does it from tho other wiee side?

And, wilile her, witl the absues we have sech.

Vhat lind of cpncept does Posner have of American 1law if he doop not realize that
s io the way ve séek to evolve justice, with two sides, uot the authoritarian one
adide to widch he iz so obviously attached.

hnd dnjedticen of her, migdl you, frou th: very man who {oolc only part of the

Hnalysisé wopls ne hiis ovn, limiting himseli to the

work of Iailuro z wleabo Associaboo/an his—owny—thae Dart that is Th presecu
prosecution ; s " vk
- ’ px'emjzda.ng that tlhere .cas no oth r cide, no defense, and hiding also the

) o
Cact that whon this was judged in the Anericim vay, by a jury, xhen kééx; secret from

his reader that the jury disagreed with what he said that prgfecution case meant and

would not conviet Ggs - - [ _the I jure Ly canigir, of
oupsn, only—tho IRt T tooi—ie—beyond-any—question at all?
na »dé
iy man has thé celdesal colossal gall to criticize anyone else for "raiging
]
doubts about the final repor’,” ﬁ(words?

4L
I'Iha};fm astounding denunciption of /Lhe most basic Americanism!



ven mors so when it is remember 4-:.:; ho docs this with all who ‘"raise doubts"
abonu tmt Jeport!

U‘thout gpelling it out out lh/ud, could he havc stoted more unequivocally thau. he
doo s—-#nof N ew to thic most basic oi Anerican brl:.efsf W w A A ‘1 fw*"‘?lw” ’!ﬂ / "/{d"'?
J-—-*LA newrt sentence roads, in full, 'eae;her was a comufed jiRs: ft:L.:I and her poli-

tica are clecr throughout her books"
Ue'll cone to Ywhat he says makes her "1e‘.['tis‘l:}£/'but {first, did he menti;)n a word
Lout those extremist é‘ flw most extreme of the radical right he guot@Lfor all the po
world as thoush ihiere was no question about their belief and hnjr credibility?
lug'. for exanple that lubert Dadeau: who sent with his sick bock that esuases
# says nudicm is corndnism the i){,éu':redible political prnpagaéﬂa we have seet}(, that
the reapect conservative Dcm;)cra.t Uqale Bogms, later a COLT-L!';]iSSiDIl member, was a Communiey‘?
A AESEES IR And thie frow th: man who presented /.‘_Zartin Luther King, Jre
as a Communist!
low for is that fron the racigt right cutreme? And }-1.‘_3._ says & while criticizing
licaghe_p as a "leftist? I
Assoming: she said it, and his ianck ol an end note does nol encourage bolief that
he repres:nts it faithfully, he next says, nothing omitted in quoting to here,"She admased
admitted that when JFK's death\as announced, and before Oswald was arrested, she derisively
£old her fellow workers, 'Don't WOITY « o e you'll sec it was a Comuunist who did it'."

#.
Which is precisely what did hoppen! Sl wu wyed m W/L ﬂf‘/&f P’/

Oswald, fron the oflicial records themsclves an anti—Conumist, vas, labelled eff
’ 2

//

— NN i T S
a boma,y{unt and—dent G medintelyp——m

o ':hher _EJ sunething wrmu* witl 1Heaghe ber,a‘g{a ‘he was correct? Onlg__uhaiz_she_ﬂ&
ﬁd_géfi_’:;fétm?ﬁw UL 'f)e":eﬁ{iwugh quite accurateIlM erM“ Jg A wm e ﬂfﬂﬂaf A’(
$gStill notin  omitted in  quoting Porner, '"When Oswald was taken into custody
and she IRard of his pro-Castro activities and his Russion wife, she knew he was "Framed's"

Baeopt for the blteMuda.nL,, carcerist, upwardly mobile, formula?book yriters like

Posnor there is no basis for believing that indeed Uswald was framed? 4-/@? /fL M



o

Can it possibl: be that Posner has done any of the werk he eclaims to have done,
bo'é.sts about, rrally, with all thai jazs about laving to rvindex thoue t‘.-enty—si;t’
volwmes holding so rany BI records in facsimile ond he does not know that from the

- 5
very [ivst the FBI clas ified its JIK aspassination records as "Internal Security- USCR-
Luba"?

For him nothing fails lilte corrvectness.
1

Y5l



Thal
Unpleacant as it is, that is the fact in the official evidence itoelf ey the

Porners of the litwarary world sec no profit or future in i‘aéthfully repor‘tugrimt the
actual evidence is.

o the md.ny. evidences of this that we haveq;just seen, Usvald could not be and cannot
b«iiplaced at the m!;mlmr froa which in the oz‘;—ficial account he 7 as to have fired those
three shot i)and the offieial evilence is that he could not have been there.

f Can it posssibly be that without his political blinders, those that keep him
l%lcre the noney and the gle]éut prospect of money is, Po.mer cm;:)(t recognized that

ond ool
fime and events have proven that “‘eagher was politically sophisticated /as he, hogtied
by his political beliefs and hiu yreconceptioéﬁ, cannot be?

Iie lagt sentence, again nothing omitted irom this page;(419), ig, "In Accessoties,

che chavped that lorge numbers of the Dallas poliee were members of 'right—wing
extromict orgoninations,' and Tk she spoke derivisely of the forces behind the
assassination, including 'A%rica.n Hazi thugs'l."

And here he finally has a supposed source notes
e

If therc was any one thing about g nionarExR many of those Dallas police
’ Sl Lo
thot waa nofjecret , that was publisly and well lmoy/ it is that~ r yore nemberd
of sneh organizations.

Iy those day at least that was commonpalce, not at all limited to Dallas or that
arioe - them:l.ivq/in%he wealthiest and supposedly most liberal of the Washington
suburbs and I knew members of that police force who were open members of the R‘ uwlluxilan

o ———— -
and ol other estremist politically extreme-right grcuw.

I"o‘%all ol thig and half as much buBore it Founer has this%ource note before it Ik
il

b MALL @ mieh Weiting and thic one after it: ny, Syl¥ia Meagher, #mseee Acgescories
y L ' A ; P 5 I -
after the Fact: Tie Harren Vomrig:ion, the authoretics, and the Report (Wew Tork;
" bl

o

. 4
Bobbs-lerrill, 196?[." )" Then, "41.Ibid, pp xxi, xxvi; Sparvow, After the Assascingtions,

The {entence preceding Lhe paragrpah from which I quotc above ig, "The second book

- —_— .. 4 } &
thet donoped the Cowission iins Sylvia lige=“n lieaghdr's AcE essories Afier the ~act,"



and it is at this point that he has his number 4U to refer to his ﬂ%‘biis. Those two

| 1l T P

. - '
pa;f._{esﬁ in her Foroword are salddy’ the only place ¥ in her boolt that she Xlamagcs"

L

that Report. 4l and herJluas not hf.é second, either. But there is nothing on either
a - L
of those pages that saya my@hjﬂg at a'l abouiMmeﬁCan Hazi Thugs" being 2behind

the ﬁ.vsaa::.‘dj_‘_lrmti011. (That that fierce part'san Sparrow said in his Jucheoemy:
. o

k- &
Iondon T'mes Literary Supyplement arckelc that was later reprinted in the Em‘.'l:-arl States
as a pamphlet pretended to be a bock, but a paaphlet in all dimensions, including
sontent, that f“\zughev says is not worth taldn: 4l time for. Posner says he read her

book and a second=-hand inte pretation is not approproste vithin quotation mavics.

Or, onee araih, ~ven Posner's notes camnot be trusted.

e . . . q . . bl 3

It is at t is point that he also condemnd hor index in & lengthy footnote. Grlnfa-
In fairness o Posner and for evaluating his writing and hie beliefs, this is it,

m:vﬁhin;, onl Hhod 2

_— hY

*Because it Is the only index of its kind, Meagher's has been used exten-
sively, even by the House Select Committee in its reinvestigation. However,
the author, in reading the twenty-six volumes, made a new card index and
compared it to Meagher's publication. Her subject index reflects her bias
that Oswald was innocent. For instance, under her listing for Oswald's po-
tential for violence, Meagher does not find a reference until Volume II, and
lists & total of only twenty-three incidenta in the volumes that relate to that
subject. The author, however, discovered the first supporting reference was
in the first volume, and there were more than fifty citations just in the fif-
teen volumes of testimony. There are quite a few other examples in which
Meeagher's index underplays evidence that incriminates Oswald but meticu-
lously lista references that tend to exonerate him or raise doubts. That preju-
dice is critical since the index was marketed as a scholarly undertaking and
is universally used by researchers. It means those who use the index are
following each other in making the same mistakes and unwittingly ignoring
evidence that buttresses the Commission's conclusions.



4T this point in 2 tuTPu e ,,:hm the number of uords in gn Comnission volumes
ag "mor: thon a milllj.on\flus words,." Technically, ten yillions is more than one milliona
But i Pounor lmeu tnere wern a ten 1:illion, from all the time he says he studied them
and then ig.‘w:;ad them, he vould not have soid "onel"
1
A
‘
Posnerlblain that b indexed the mﬂire “tuenty-eix volwnys, explicit here, is far-
i v g P

cicul from the ignomance of the content of those volumes Jr throushout his book, as
we have seen, *‘agher's inded, as printed, taltes up one hundred and fifthy pages. Eaé ' h

il [ P
holds 2 a# linss of type, with cach line holding seventy units of type. the extent of
ho fresd fnlexing tlds accomodstes is considerable. It represents an enormdus labor in
just acquiting the knowledge and then carding it. Ther- is no pryﬂubilit'j at all that
Pooner did all else he cleins to have donz and made anythindat all lilce a real indez.
Ile may have cavded what lv: wented o use but there ig Litil: Iilclihood that he did
anything Dozes

The awthior ol‘ 2 this virul:ntly anti-Quoiuald hool: e criticizes her for hefnx

2 oo (1) ] flqeaeds 1 - 1 L n r"l W " I "

hnving the “bias that Ussald as iunocint." Thei Iu roy bus his having "the bias that
Ooiald was "Guilty is not vrons s

Ile uses his I-rtogm:'s nence ne about Oswald and violence as a basis for criticising
her in an »dmittedly incouplete indes, the volume to be indexed making a full and com—

lete index impos:ible. lﬁ.th all those {abled cards of hiS he give: nol mnother

illustration of houw her 'index unerplagel vidence fthat incriminates}which i:- A can
e g

-nlr tend to do) Oswalds"

Donn this seom 40 Iif heor havin:; some scventhy citaf;iom to thz "ballisties" evdidunce
Do_obrnd om A PrIejyn P armop s

S D0l AT

i
Wth this no more is needed o veuleet what Pocnor is really up to here, atill

' 2

;_llono'?'__'_ﬁl:‘—n at and other 1iio it "iond to szomerate?” )

arewing his case and abtaclkingiall who do not agree with him,
WYhat Ppsner roally resont is the’ her indes ig not as blindly partisan from the/lﬁ?

right as he would lile it to Doe heo is also cireful to give his biased descriyﬁion of
I z

L4 4
of her purpose ia her index, tlv purpose it did and\oes uerve ) * ugoner keep ng his alleg

leged J.miu::] : E‘*does@



\

that hers is not a dependable index, his is and
7

B does not dare Ao offerwise because

arM
ind vheve does he get ofl coupl waing
i cret
he has kept and continues o keep hio eBe se .

Llat Q0 W L]l{l 2 4] a¢ 11 1m d _Lt ona 1 dl-’llcno-) t Bnd arn U.bh.eﬂl tlc fl au.d.-
o y U ? a &

b

The objective of the index is to provide guidance
to all information in the Hearings and Exhibits of direct
or indirect importance, according to a rationalized 8ys-
tem of classifications. It is hoped that this systematic,
comprehensive key to all the source material on any
specific subject will enable scholars to test the as-
sertions and conclusions in the Warren Report against
their independent judgment, on the basis of fidelity to
the source data and impartiality of selection by the
authors of the Report.

‘-lf at Pocuner lmows and doc?[not say is that the official invetizntion iiself was
biased, beginning @ith the preswpiion of Ossnld's lone guild. The-s+4es in th: Report
cite all tnat € ends to support the ofiicial preconc tion as Posner does. lleagher's
objective wal £ maie what olse thore is in the officinl e.idence accessible ,mhat
she doer and there is not a thing unscholarly about it. B= authentic lack of scholarship,
as by now is utarkly clear, is Posner's.

His difhonesty pervades all/‘A he does. Here iz victim is dead. Otherwise he would
not have d;w_rcd any such blind partisan from his opposgte end of the politcal spectrum,
this man who reierred to qutin Luther King, Nobel Laureate, as a Communist!

‘n Lidis and in many pr:-.’me.ﬂftlu'ou ‘hout hi: bool: /gc p:ﬁces himsell in the right political
outreme and his opiniing, even il he belives them, can be evaluate by vhat he tries to
h:'r__gie and does nou, vhere he comes [Toms p;‘oiﬁ.c&lly as well as intell‘ectuully.

B geain, to il ERETmEriEs What is right and proper for an Amsrea dmerican
weiter is fo t,-’i -pf*t worlz of others and present it as his owndybeing careful to talte
cnlﬂ. the prosecutorial part and then misrepresenting it as the complete thing while
gsuppréssing the part of it that provesjrl.m wrong in his own prosecutorial briéf and then
to condemn as partisan, as "leftist", those who write the othor sidez. Qersuasimly and
honestly, so houcs'rly hieagher in her very title nccused the Commission of being "accessories

. % - PRPI P o . N =
aftor e fact" in the JFL ascassinaticne. and she did it in o boolt that has not been\<!e w

ted. ot by lim, certainly.
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Jhy should I have? That book, th: full title of wivich he omits to be able {o hide
4ho subject %o contrive ihis phomy eriticism, ie about the Varven Report. i1t is not

abuut the L,-s-.._alds.yt 14 bitled,

\1thouph Posner hers cidps about, I did not in that book and I continued to report
ahout Heu Torlk gl Lomivmidien -
Q-:Emf AT Tolevant in the book I wroteg Tiot the boell Penner wants it believed all should

have writien.



hat ] ¥s i 3 biogr phy of Cswald.
hig book that he wa siys in the only real biogr phy

jJ':f- e ’r(nb (’( C\/H

Hung up on Iuw contrived interpretation of thé(jiivenile report on Oswald
g 5

Ty S 5
; b bl . & To
as an unruly boy when lic and his mother liv.d in Hey York, Bosner @e criticizes

J'wf\'\?y’?\ adre i

sayin ' o7

mogved to Yew Tork City 1
criticism of this tiniocst
e reader thatl “arguerite

Tup voges later, when

it & ; is mother
Teir period in Hew Tork lﬁ'bgf writing, In August, 1952, Oswald and his mo

3 z m
/he.c an older morried son by her first marriage also lived. /&‘he

-mﬂ.d}%e_uaese,r of them all is that I did "ot even inform
ané Lee lived with the Pics." (Puge 11) t/b‘é /{‘

ig itici in another
he ig into his uz=.r‘l;og:: fantasy, he criticizes me in

i  Har ! ions."
nﬂ/te Miarold Veisberg tebls of the tests but does not quote any of Hartogs' conclusi
i rold

——
—
11 H L 0en C C unere I Wro Lf.‘ t}- lt ne had. a -"Ood reason as {,"00(1 a reason as
ere n [}. Jlflt L e l 5 ?

e vt D ungte {
he could possiblg have. I}d h?,

contrive his fictitious "solution," th ¥ QS‘Ial@. was
i terpretation ov what Martogs "coneluded, he had to suppress

? T - & '.-w i 3 4 Y Y 3 -C'
E‘:epc')rﬁ. 1t says that Posner ic e tix cl??n; cng in lhis

et 3 wnrde,

Wm have dirécted the reader 4o what in order to

b

/8 & X
/assa.ssin, accoring to fl is.

conhution abpt Tio or

K T L i
e here éitee(is a continuation of what he crificized me Ifor i=

T Teem the Chmmission's )

psychiatric concoctions. and what

foor Begas Byl

ei__nge. Hartogs,

- =
e one sl l_lI].lf A } g#ner’ s VArsion va i; 11 L t 1 as ﬁl:.{-l'l., h‘&‘l e (Iul. tL Tom Wl t
LOIE £ L osner 3 r OIl, £ no 'L a a al ’

Moles elear?
I actually vrols, which is not What Posner represents, O

As he W, Oswald was an inconsistent student.

and the object of study by social service agencles.

The Report does evaluate testimony from the trained

examined Oswald because of his truancy. These includs

with respect to Omwald the man, two comments in the Re
of consideration because of the lack of alternatives:

"It would be incorrect, however, to believe

aspects of Lee's personality which were observed in New York

could have led anyone tg predict the outburats of
which finally occurred." (R382)

"Contrary to reports that appeared after the assassina-

ﬁre Some :lm;a

rned "A's", but mors often, sapscially when older, poor marks,
E: h:d a lirélong problem u:l.{:h spelling, In August 1952, Oswald and
his mother moved to New York City, where an older, married son by
ber first marriage also lived, Oswald became a persistent truant

.

”

people who

d Dr, natus
Hartogs, a psychiatrist (BH214rr.). Although not necessarily valid

that those

violence

tion, the psychiatric examination did not indicate that Lee

Oswald was a potential assassin, potentially dangerous, that

his 'outlook on 1life had strongly parancid overtones', or

that he should be inatitutionalized," (R379)

port are worthy

A more recent psychiatric examination of the adult 0swald is in
the Commission's record but avoided in ths Report, While in the So-

viet Union, Oswald attempted sulcide, He was hospitalized and at

that time was subjected to three days of psychjatric observation,
The pnichiatrist's conclusion was that he was "not dangerous to

(1886l ).

others



Vi |

(The Comniscion's panel of psychiatric experts cvaluated its information, in-
2 uding all from #rto{;s, for an entire daye Tlie Corimissien had its court reporter
therc. The deliberations uere talen down verbatim, the twanscript as hac long been
- 5
available, and with the labejl‘"(.fommission transcripts" on that file drawer with but a
single file cabinet between it and one of tﬁose in which Posner worked, ii was

available to Ivim had he wanted ite But il he had heeded it, he would not have been

able to\\ui'itc this books So, he immored it,)

=4



The sentence Tol owing the one Posner quotes on his page 11 leads into what I in
feet did report, only) ndt as Posner upuld Gva aliked me to rpport it. That wentence
g . not
leads into what L quote fro. the ‘eport, not from Hartogs alone, the 1iezmd/rawing
pard |
on. vhat he alene @f what the "sociayfarviue agepcieca" said aboui)()swald, the little boy.

Posner' s problen ic that the official couclusions are thefexact opi.osite of his

d u
contiivance on which hig entire hoked-up v,-;solutjor_ is based, that as of that boyhood

tine Oowald was clnarlym a coming assassine The Report, which sought to
prove thal Cswald had o history of violence, not only could not do that, it saiq' the exact
opposite of whot almost thirty yeal s luter Posner made upe The Comrdssion did have a panel
ol }J:_'\;ﬂ_!h_"i_;ri:l‘dlc experts ascess all the information, iMxluding vhat Hartogs roported. “ts
conclusions are 4t conclusions of those.}é::perts. The words of the geport could Mot be
-

1.101'emomplutely the op_osite of wha ; Posner made up in saying of /j{artogs in
narticelar, an _I urote in Pa{‘—;c 10 of “hitewarh (he eited only page 9)"the psychiatric
exauination did not indicate that lec Osvald wag a petontinl assassin.” ot even tba—fr' he
wan '}I{’J't:‘!lti(_lll}’ dangoerous." L/j_ 7

The question here is not vhat mest this wauld-bo li'(;eral‘.:v,r Uaasar eats but what
he \aits instead of meate The meat is what I quoted fully and correctly, Vhat is not
ceat ab all but ic th. literary w ciwival nt of ISD is Pouner's fantasy that I rtogs
forecast Usvwald'oc alleged career as an alleged assassin,

v

Frarid
vhat is no less a self-indictment in these contrived criticisms of my writing is

that Posser misrepresent: what I vas writing aouts Hc'a ordains, this minuscule vould— be

literary Uaesar, that all sid sesc and wrét: as ho docw. Hca uys lhe writes about Osuald

r s
uben in roaléty he wreto:s about ra;{ Ugwald he /jlnuxgines and thus all writing ic aboutf Oswalde
A f { /i .

\hat he mioropre e of ny bools that is not on Oswald at all. It is

en the Commissions. The subtitle could not be more specific,"l‘ha J"{r-:pori; on the Warren .

M‘But even if this wero not irue, Pugher still entirel: uisrepregénts what I mirote.
But if he had not, il he had eited what he pretends to # rvefer to, he would have directed
attention to what entirely / disproves the entire basis of his dm to fame and fortune.

L‘Lﬁ{h the Commission and its ponel of real nol Posnerian psychiatrict experts stated

Tirmly, wequivoc 1ly, that Bosner's book is based on a deliberate misrepresentation
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llere Podner heists himaell on his o.n .etard. Ho cannot claim not to have knowledge
of- wiat he _criticizeé me for u%i bin,s. 5o he knows that under vastly iuproved conditions,
the very best, professiional shocters of all coué].d not duplicate the feats attributed to
Uswolde IE Posner had becn honest and lmn‘%uported either the official testimony and

exhibits on this or had not misrepreseyted what I wrote about it in my fizst boof; he
petn iy f12ablfy 4

no conspiroey. Posner wet that problezmas he did all others, with overt dishonestys he

enti ly sup.ressed the oflicial account of the official tests, he owit: my roporting
h

of those|esults and he ingtoad diverts by his alse accusations against me.

In Wdtewash



of the real Osvald as a boy, sad=mince—alfide—tmts
e then criticises me in another note (page 20), writing, "Harold Veisberg states

that (Pswald's marksmenship..e Was poor...s" Unce azain, nof citation of where I said that.
And on.g again i‘z;sner had the best of reasconse I?; is ‘n the chapter "The liarksman" from
the same, uy first book, pages 24-30. It is here that I roported Dean Andrews' dissertation
to t e Commdssion on the reawircmonts of good shoo‘cing%ased"on my five years &s an

ordnance man in the davy,"(pages 24-5) I follow this with l/xhat Posner had to ezcise to
serve his special dininformational purposes, The sentonce he mu’cﬁated from page 25

reads, in full,¥- with what Posner censored out underscored, weads, "Oswald's marks—

v, Was poor, deoopite the efforts of tHe
3

l*— I then referied to and quoted the official Marines Corps evaluation of Oswald as a
§"eather po r siot" and I refer to the Comdiscion's oun interpretation of the tésts done
for it by the best vifleman in the uouatx"_ﬁItJ P_vovizderl by the Uational Rifle Association.

I go into thi. in detail in NUVER ACGATH! but here I do show that they could not, in the
of Ticial tust that for all his reading and indexing Posne: somehow managed not to roport,
dupli:aite the shooting attributed to Oswald. (page 26)

’L‘ﬁlwo lagt thing in the world P_eﬁm:r wanted to direct readers to - or in the event
ihat “‘andom House had a peer review, as it did not, naturslly - subject-matter experts
to, is the official *arinc Corp evaluation o{ Usicdd as a "rather poor ‘shotg. i

Eji}inte'l fhot in facsimile in that ehnpter, the cntire report "By direction of the
“ommandant of the }jarine Corps." Oswald fired one point above the"p—;rery minimun required
oé all in the zrvices, scoring 191. ﬁerc is the official larines evaluation o‘nér which
Pogner prefers the opinion of that good ol' boy Sergeant Zghm:
The Marine Corps considers that any reasonable application
of the instructions given to Marines should permit them to

become qualified at least as a marksman. To become qualified
as a sharpshooter, the Marine Corps is of the opinion that >
most Marines with a reasonable amount of adaptabili‘: to = (
weapons firing can become so qualified. Consequently, a low q‘.‘f
morisman qualification indicates a rather poor "shot" and a -
aharpshooter qualification indicates a fairly good "shot".

1 z-ust the foregoing wil® serve the purpose

AY

of your inquiry.
N



although we here focus on Ffsner's formula of atilacking all others to male himself
a wear to mors thim he is by seerdiy; to diminish them and to undermine their\riting
e
the eby, it siwoweld not be overlealked thot in thse esdidieisms baseless criticisms he
4
malie of my very first book he records the fact of his intended dishonesty with what is
' ——_—— -
the very basis of hirfs, ovn hook: O~ ald » the born assasgsin and Uswald, the syper:l.or
tr r
of g Wild Bill lickock, cannie Uakley and all others as a rifleman when he was in fact
/ -
so lousy a shot not to get ldcked put «f the Corp his friends # scored him with hits
when in fact he missed and thus phonied up a bare minimunpx pascing score. Posnel, if not
fron his oun su often boasted of work ,lmev.-r without question from my citations of the
official evidence in the very passages he quoto/jel:ctivley, 1mu',1:1::111,9; what exposes hinm
as the fraud he is: Osuald was not the er preordained H.SS_TE;BBiIlg Posner .says "artogs
g M 4/

concluded he was and Uswald vas in fact a lou.sia! shot antlr’ﬂ%f‘m' not been the shooting
the Commiszion -
(atiribute? fo him is'impossible for anyonc.

e deliberatenes.: of Posner's dishonesty could not hov: been better established-—

by Posner hiuself, / m‘/’ﬂ ! '
i wiFlnd A L hag po 17
) 1 ol



13 is not from # fecdin, on wholesone meat that poor puny Posner who would be
ot il o - - . . . s —
the ‘e Laegar ol aspassination writers came Mp with these, his critical 32 references +o
s »ﬂ--‘/‘“ﬂ’m/jf 2 / e d
ue other than the one that followss
- ©

————— g =

In 1966, Harold Weisberg published Whitewash, the first in-
depth attack on the Warren Report.” Weisberg, who later pub-
lished another five books on the case, was a former Senate
investigator who had been dismissed for possibly leaking infor-
mation to the press. Robert Blakey said his “rhetoric was so ob-
scure, his arguments so dependent on accusation rather than
logic, the effect of [his], work was to make complex issues con-
fusing.”® (‘Y re 41

-

Poener's ponee note i# to the Blakey book .h (dves fo sourde Bs o lLiz calculated
Py L LT
slur oe—ealce calculated dishonesty, lwrdlf what most writersi include as credentials for
the writing they cite. Begin{xing; at the very beginning, Posner is in varving degrees
inacourste ang delibasrately prejudicial.
. - : o7
A8 the copk;righr page of Wit cwash discloses, it as first published in 1865,
h<at not in 1966,
That I hnd been a reporter, an investiga ive reportor, en intelligence analyst
ag o o Worldffar IT sowdn scldier and as a civilian, & trouble-shocter in an apency of
them, the 0SS, is not to Posner qualiffcation fer the work I did in writing Whitewashe
L, ~ W‘j & . !
\Ert does Posner give no spurce for b to priray me as undependable; as
a "leaker" when he obviously has a source? His eitation is not to that at all. He“'source,

but not for his ‘istortiong may well have been mes I had nothing to leak and I deaked

, ’
nothinga Ao for té’a‘c 341:3y quotation, Posner also kmeu, from me il not ffom his
el \QRL“

supposed research, tﬁat L was the credited scurce of r’pépem coast to cea®s coast
S %.')1/ i ond net” : ﬂ?ﬂ)"
Gf criticismg what “alkey was dsimc doingr@s the honcho of the House assassing .

wes when Ae
counlttee WR=Es & was alive, vhilc he ran it, aud he ne never once had response or

contredieted a single thing I snid. Blakey began each, committee s@ssion with what he
P _tam s
s8tyleéd ao a "narration" of what that hearing weeld—Zloee—st.In each and every case, so

s

Tar fron intending to conduet’ a real investigation was Blakey, he-ticked of[ his

: P
selection of vhat critics wrote and then devﬁd that day's hearins to refuting it.
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il
o ol g 2% “
With a-singde exce.tion: Ls never once mention my name or quoted any of my books

Tor refutation.

When I was the source of public criticism of Blakey to which he could not r%pond,
what else '..'uu.ld.ouc exepct bim to say and how W dnest is eiting him referring to me?

I on e gave the Ste Louis Post Duscatch official records that Blakey was supposedly
investigating and supressed. Thm%aper ot a series of four paSe.—one articles from those
records, scnsational articles it also syndicated ;a:u:d uere published widely. With this
and with me cited by name as th sofuce of /Z“riticsm of him in the Hew Tork 2;13193. the
Jachington Post and in other papers, end when Blakey could not fault a s lu de t©

L o7

W
1 snid, he was reduced to disaporoval of my \riting snd of th: book that is tod.ay(tﬁed as

a college terts 3
that '

Ynowing this did not mean, of coumc,\&ég%/l’osner had to use ite. Ther:e is no
corpulsion Lhat riters tell the trufn, a freedom he eYercises extracrdinarily often
in lhias Dooke

Hotire Posner's word, lor "pos:';ibl; leaking.® Yho ever henrd ol anyone being fired
for uhat is "pos s:l.blc. -Knoying the truth he did not cven say "allegedly." And knoving

that T had then and for several years been that comdttes's editor, he says I was still
u.nd/ inwe ‘stlg;—fzr.'. Cne an imagine that in his work an mVe“tLgaT?Jr can learn secrets to
leak, #b but hot the uditor of the public record. Who had no secretzs to leaks as thef
coimmittee itoelf had none,

T was no: even Luzedifdaed | Timedifaesd "fived." I warked fer the @ Scnate but I .as not on the

Scnate mjrtsoll. I Was cer‘c.Lflerl by tho clakk of the /ﬂnate to repres 2§ ent it in the

Bloody “Lrlan 1:1'131 1 E.r‘p._rmen't of' J ugtice 'y, uh::ch borroved me from the Sebate

to help 1t there. But even then I was not on Lhe Senate's payroll, which was public.

I wac actually an e:»;ecuﬂve%gcncy cuployee and on that payroll. I uas the omec administia-
i assistont to the Director of the ¥arm Security adminlstratione When I was relisved

ol my Senate duties I could hava volurned to that jobe When I elected not to do that and
instead to return o wvriting, the }‘onuni‘htee delayed my being returned to the FSA for

————t

seve.al months in an effort to-om/me Tor scme ol the inordinate.# unpiad overtime I'd



Howvu
Ao
been pitding in fB%z carse

Al thoush I continucd to edit the Conmittee's houringffuhen + was in Kentuclky on
ﬁnét “Bluody‘#a"lan"'case, I did get behind in thc-appearance of the books of hearingse
ot far belﬁ.nd Pu’c they were deleyed, wome of *.;&11‘: noyer mesm mlgpers of the bommitteés
stall’, those who sousht to use that ol a cirriculin vita to move up.Jard with it, were
gnzious for the comxittee v wease to c;ist; Lt yas not a stending comdttee and 1ts life
the.efore had Luv be renewed by the ;e}é HSenate vith each aew Congress, every tio years.
To this end they want¢4 m2 to rush the hesrings, without correcting: inaccuracies.
Seeause that "eivil libertiesY committcetkas doin: historiecally iwmportont work - it
even lrad to o radical chanpe in corporate labor relations,z one that contributed to an
normous expansivn of the ecouony, I weuld not publisli an inaccurate records So, those
careerists verc ancious Lo oust ne 3

A%t the o me fiue tho chaiyman bilicved, probally correctly,that tbn comndtteels
continuation w;uld intevlere with his canpaim contuibutions Crom wenlthy corporations.
Ho Lelieved he had gotten ell the solitical Ba—e benefit he could hope for and that if
the conrmittee continued with tlhe work il was doing it would Be hurtful to him politically.

Ending the committee meant cancellation of the plomned investigation of the abuses
of Wast corpo-ate farns in Galifornia. The Towkes farm vorkers they abuneéf;;rcilessly
,"}ié Chicanos or illegals frou ﬂe:j_co. They were the Oklahoma and Ar}:ansas
Tarmers wnd thoir Tamilies who had been wiped out by the dust storms of that S6&. era.
They wer. then referred to as"Okies".cuut e K s

Believing that the planned investigation was important to the cowmtry,l openly
rlobbied Tor ite continuation for tho:se schedule:d hearings. In that T was allied with
ong oi the John Lewis— gnitedlﬁine Wrokers gﬁion $'legislative representatiives, " the
effective Llobwyis lobbyist the late Gardner "Pat" Jacksone iMd, over even .TPresident
;-E}énklin @blauo Roosevelt's objections, we succeeded. The Senato did continue that
comdittee's 1life for that investigation.

One of my official}esponsibilitius as the committee's editor was to make the public

record available to those ho ¥ anted access to it. In those days so long before xeroxing,



461

when afior the comudtiee's public hearings I had th  stenogrophic tvenseript of each
session set in frpe at the Government Qrinting Office, I had es tre. galley proofs" made,
colled "pulled." Some of, thos TP proofs I mailed regularly. One of the reporters to
whont I was told te mall them was, not then havibg changed his name, Lsidore feinstein,
Gﬂ"thl_. ey York Pmst. IaZJStOﬂC, 11._ aviyg changed hi: name la.terj became Tamous as L.F.Btone.
He thon boeame and he remained a friond,There were also college professors wis to whom I

was told to uail sets of proofs. I recall one vas at Hotre éa.me. And then th: “asphington

reporters ame in to Tead thom in my of vice. as did citizens with no need, with only the
desire o study th hesrings beforo the books of them apn ared.

uoiu:’_: this was port of ny ofiicially-asscigned dutiecs and I did it for three y{lars.

Sonutime. one ol my superdors would send a 1'01301‘1?%0 me< or tell me to mail a set of
palleys to thoce they told me to and, of course, I did that.

One doy ofe of oy superiors sent a reporteg to my office so 1 could show him the
galleys of a hiaring alr:ady held but notv yet, ﬁznted in book forme It was on wiat then

/J(Ei m&{ /w{&w it Lonvndied” o o
vos knowns as th Ie Confevence Honrd, +t.nsm name hau since been s&wrtg;i
Une of the mmm exhibits in that hearing was a lotter from a then 'C_é-neral liotors
vice )"‘osidcnt ulioge nnmc,]l'rm'ry anderson, I still remember. In it he told his beawd
associntes from various of the legr larger corporationd with labor @Ou bles that they
i .:g\.fﬁ'\m?qul é-'ﬂ" Mcbp"
needed a "Dlack “sgion." That was a liichigan band of (f"_?ﬁﬁ:s who really terrorized,
ineldping by 1dlling:, thoss who led or supportr_é’:l efforts to unionize the aut‘_l.o plants.
3
That stiry was published by a, labor news syndicate. 4+t led to an e,bas embarrassing
i :

uproar, as did much in the public recorde.lt au a cox.npletc}'y' acaurate story based on the
public record#only. ithat was officialy the piblic records It was not only my responsibiity
to give miaane access to it, in this instance I had been divected to do that.

I+ vas oved this thnt my detail from the FSA to that comdttee was ended. But even

2 A

the/ because all involved lmew #h what they were doing and wére ashamed), thatohroomEx
because of the ;fil_n.**y of the work + edited and vubliched and bocause ¥of the great

3 bt LR

suomt of fulpald overtime I had put in to acheive that quelity. That is why the end of

my detail was delayed fod months, months in which = ciuld gebk a writing connection.

VL4 pote
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TE investigative rewe=iing reporting was not wit out inter-

: . couposing
est o credontials to o not 'i:mmp:inA.mrovismﬁnns on a theme by Hriogs. The first

ol a sevien wnlfardl czrte =< their interfe 'guee vith ¢ #a pre-Pearl Harbor war

i tpergd i Ldd .
= 3 - - . M LR} i b/ g R . L4
L wah pPraloed in ®ligi e e 4l “hite louseadeveral cabinet members J_mcludln,;g the

then Becr tozy for lar wd cvem)”. Ldgar tloover hivrelf. Some of the corporati ns I

aidpoued werp Lalien over after thous storics asocired as alien property. Beisore I com=
uritish
pleted that veries I becaue i rmmistersd dpddh agont in ecenoide warfare at the

uti} ;;_'rs;:.-’ ion wi Lhe Uupar‘l;z-tent o) Justice. It therelore d9d ol charge wd with being an

unregistered 13 a-.‘znt]



MlIi" tliere be tiose who b .lieve I dic wrong to lobby for the committee's contine—
p . P o 5. 7% § = a .
vatlen, vhich the Scnate did vote, so that it oesd could investigate those harrible

5 V3 ———
coitditions ol thoso (lisposisad farmers feen nostly from Oklahoma and Arkansas, they can

decide for thems=lvos vhether in fact I served fhe nation's interest in it by recalling

cither the bock of th: movie, " T Je¢ “rapes of Vrgth. They depict faithfully what the
comnittee expoéed.

as Posner knew. Dut as he did no' say, preferring his sneaky dirtiness of that
contrived slur.

The litile man who gete sweller and smaller in my wind as I think of him has that
eHormous ego he connot satisfy any way other than by seeking to diminish those whose

!
work he caimot equal so that at least in hws oun eyes he an %a.pp anyto be larger than he

is by any ;st.mdrard - other thahM&iahonesty
yTH (U6 _@;dq-»ﬁu/,
What Case Closed has is ﬁ%ehlt_m ab all newi Lt has what is lit&@rary theivery /-aml

distortion, misrepirdsentation and conscious supprogssion of what is public as itd basis.
To thdii, }ml-{fging ©:11 welly thal he is a fraud, Posner adds, as he did with that
43 of .

wan of remurlkable bravery and acc¥mplishment, Simot Viesenthal, deliberate deflamation
e’ those he regirds as compctc')i'.tors and who in fact pub].-i.shen’ work his cannot Seer survive
conparison with.

Added and abetted as he was by Randon llouse and the CIA and by the absence of any
fectimint peer I'E'V‘.f.!m-&i:é the inposition on the M trust of famous writers also pub-

J/
Lished by Rondein House jead by the massive advm—tag\_i_nu and public relations campaign and
the widesoread sale of ancillary rights throughout the Fewl world_;and by the unguestion-
ing lusty suppert of the major medadl rand by so many other f 01‘3035 who saw g o]
I A

them or to their interests in this monumentzl f\?:\fd that becauvse guch a success in
deceiving and misleading more people than aiy othe: buok suppsosedly on the JFK

o o deeed Loppreddd,

assassivation ever did, P g VA
s 4, S
411 PO-smexls contrive/demcaning and deprecation of those eridies who had been
critical of the CIA, as I had been,—dfhhmbbviousl;;‘ vwere part of his payback to it for

all it $e—ei ddd to help him and his book,
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ol it did Lo belp Jdm and hiu book is without procedent in its entire history.

g

Tn vielation of its charter': prohibition of aiy intrusiom iuto domestic fa affairs
by it, Dz_ it helped him immessircably nnd he paid it back with lis attacks on others
not n o dts teats %

ind @e, Lfor thia mnd for ohter r-asons, lmowing full well what he as doing, Posner
wndertool Iis successful rewriting of our history in whiech, ne netheless, the cuosex

if not eclosed.



