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ei  

eqee Illeeed became an international suc'ess with unpricedented otclose to un- 

precedente4 aVention. Gerald Posner became an inttenational celebrity because of that 
tI.L 

eook and, of course, because of that Random Howe andimarunciitical, unthnnking, sen-

setton-seakine major media did with him and with the book. 
A 

eiew literally I wea-Z-g)out to type, "his book." But that is precisly the point;, 
orit,14,  z  

can it honostle be called l'Itretook? What is there in it that is authentically his? 

Ie there a single new fact in it? Hot one. For all tnat hoopla and all that 

fawnine tttention, of the little actual fact in the book almost all of it has been 

public lc o. 	for ter about three-clusters of Posner's life. There is not a single 
\ public foj 

fact in it that--113-notrEore than half hie age. 

Even if what he too;: from that innooRat fifteen-yeer-old David Lui were factual, 

.hich it ie not and even if all that he took from Failure Analysts as his when tt was 

-446e factual, at it is not, what ;z there inarthis book of such dedicated and deter- 
9t" 

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

thaA 

 
 • _ - 

Went did ho do to deserved the fortune (Efla goes with it',7  oe_and\from this bowl 

ahKI 	
ree) 

flhatits success means for what he etas writes next and after that? 

,i4e-b-a blessed thinge excepl-;-Ine wildest examerationS 	tinterpretations and 

judgements that are not even reasonable when stacked next to the established fact. 
_nutlet= HartOgn, 

He magnified the ofZhand opiniaTofpatoshriuk ofouch tarnished professional 
Leettee.et 

reputation, into the allegedly accurate oreceet that Lee Harvey °seam* was a 

n-tural-,:orn aseassin and hd 911 laced the airways and bat reared the ears of interviewers 
e4t 

.ith his opinion thatsiet-fe moot important part of hie book. 
id 

.t least i  is the one part he can claim., his own, anyway. 

and it is worse that worthless. It is a monstrous disinformation. 	
*el 7'44(rf  

clot a thing else in all those six hundred pages is his and his alone, 	has any 

real/ meaning at all. 

He aid conduct what he says were, tee e hundred interviews. A they noe new? lit4 



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

and the omissions that are his)he has not 



todfm4 di /PI  . 

They are not new( id not yietiraw information about, the assassination or about Osealdl 
ad fA4/ /let 141 	trdr  . They did not, not a single time in all two hundred of them'', Ae we have see21,the only 

real use ho made of thous interviews is to use them to hide the fact that he actually 

supi_reeeed tat was public knowledge,Whieway of not re sorting what was relevant and 

what was public knowledge, be selecting what he/aetce of those interviews, not once Using 

what hed cienifieance and was public lexmledge and pretending that the scrimshaw he 

eeloted was the gets of it. It 7144eerPle40. 
it  Yuri 
Ikee ik)senko)for e-ample, the defected KGB official who had all that knowledge about 

Oswald, the Noe-t)-Nosenko to whom the CIA Lave Beene:. access and the use of him, entirely 

unprecedented, to promote Peons.  and his book on international TV. With Nosenko as his 

unique and seclusive :source of Osseld information, what did Posner really write about 

Oswald that has real ippertanee that Noeenko said? 

Not even whatiiiirrocenko told th FBI and I got and published in 1975. That was 

when this self-styled # "Wall Street lawver" whose fantasic career there was that of a 

clerkwas still in collgge. /3e as then twenty-one years old, that is how lone ago what 

he supereee froslhis bock with the cloak of that eensation, his exclusive interviev 

.:nth liosenko ,weo public knoeledge. 

And as part of his payback for the use of Noseeko he suppresned on haheleeef the CIA, 

what it ieelf had coiessed publicly in official testimony before the Congress, telecast 

froe-7,7-60aet-to-coast and long forgot en, those gruesome, subhumaR details. about how it 

plotted tcruieltina: :Jeeenko, byibeil(ing him crazy, or by flyiae him over the ocaen and 

dropeLe hie into it. 

There is only one of uy books he die not buy from me, Oswald in Nei Orleans. 

Clearlyillit is the one he alerted:: had. It Also ie the one not in his bibliography. In 

that book he leeTned. that Oswald had a TOP MALT and a CYYPTO secu 'ry clearance as a 

lyorine anti that this is not recorded in any offical records the Uommiaeion had or the 

die dosed. eledUie was not, to thin new eclebr ity, thie hew new sensation as an a 

author, of any ieterest or value in hio version of Oseald'e life, such being his vcrsio4. 
4 

X 

he was asjed alut this when he ap 'oared at the San Francisco Green 4p)le book store 



'\ie hie net ive San i'le.encisco on September 29, with Channel 4 present and also interviewing 

Wee there. 1 have an account a' it from my relent'. fa) Verb, who wa2 present and, along 

with tao other friende, if question: d Posner durine a question period. One, a doctor, 

G ry eeuilar,"faulte'd Posner for eisusing Dr. hartogs 'clinical' evaluation of Oswald 

when he uas a truant and erring chil!, " Hal's words. Free hal' s letter Posner had 

little or nothing by way of real ee:sponee to thie an to other criticisms, like his 

asefine Pomace. why he omitted this information about Osweld'd high security clearance 

as a "arina. Hal also asked him what in his bibliopgraphy Posner listd only five of my 

bock, omitting Os..ald  ie. Ile:).  Orleans,  which held this and other information not con-

genial to the formula for Posner's book, fame and fortune. 1;:sner's repoly waft that he 

put i hie bibluo.' p} onl:Ithoe - book that he ieweademut "actually referred to." Hal 

then called to Posner's attenteen what he did use that ape am in that hoek only. In 

wee)/ 
re ponce, that cesAiot /re:Tense, Posner rambled in all other directions. Hal  sayd "he 

never really answered." 
lereefrei-_ 

Thie Cots to af very rral quesleon; what ldnd of man, what kind oi7I-mehof e  is 

Posner, the men awl t' o writer who is this publicly dishonest and is unabashed by it? 

'242 fact is that e all Poeuer's snide ceacl'z about me, no factual and some even 

irrational, t2e. one that pectonee to be based o.: fact is uniquely firrom Oswald  in New 

er34ena and it is eateet unsoureed. Le gives no source for what he says I wrote and 

he has no source f•i• his floe claim that it is not true, -Le—mu:actual. 

T -.That ie hie record on this, on his compulsive need to put all others down as 

thoueh, 	 wan. with the big ego that he is, that somehow elevates him? 

At the same time aesaultine those the 01.1 does not like, who have been critical of 

of J.t tdr who in their wort have done what it should have done and did not do. 

Hie criticisms of me did not and dp not trouble me. They are insignificant compare/ 
orrai 	 „iv?' eewt6cedele 

to those of the fficialdom ht/a3rves-Witli- 	When I was told about them :I: did not 

rush out and buy his book. he had told me he wouldmnd me one of the earliest copies and 

I was content to wait for it. (It never did. come) When my story Xeofeenor friedd. Dave 

emiaekd started to read it 'ee Hesse-bouett an ,qxt-. c..opy for me and told me I should 
feeeceet-4.1) 

read it. I had weAwritten Posner asicin him 3. his sources for the criticisms and come 



44 A 

n picnic 
,it was not 	our hem:. It was at our farm. It was axmanting for Washington-area Jew- 

ion servie personnel and their families with thc children seeing cols immAthatch, playing 
Qgathoring 

th thu jut-hatJhed chicks, ducklinc*1 goSirrioTi-galeiher-6ggs from underneath the hens 

and p.;_aying with and ridiaL; on tame farm animals. ne Univera_Ity of Earylend so liked 

;that 	were doing back in the 1906s, about the time Posner was burn, it established its 

mirkduplication of it as a "touching farm" for children in the Washington suburb of 

Wheaton. Old lidUeisbergl s 	d16. not have a good Laa So they called it Old lieDonald's 

t6m. iut it definitely was not licStalinls, as the Fia would have it. 

Th ere were other such made -up slanders 



Unlike Posner, as we next soon, I do ot live a Secret life. If he had wanted some 
,21.010 

?rofeseionai olaniAro 	h:Ive found 6Wielection of them from the government 

recorils on Le that are in that Jame subject fiWander my nme. That file a17r.cates 

tPhre where 

	

	complete sot of what was di ;,closed to ,'Ac is filed. It is not all4official 

,-:ither. "0 miLht not h..% liked L learn from what the CIA disclosed that 

the records it inherited from a nreie#es:lor u,ency reflect that when T was an investiga- . 

tilt( reporter I gave President Fran!ilin 	Roosevelt that had gotten from a then 
atj. 	irPg- 

associate tr51,1 	used in one of hi f!Jacus "fireside" chats. It was documentation of 

a i;azi plot to tAke Chile over. 

v 



ment he nade6* never answered. As I learned laJler, he was not so busy he did not 

engage in cm ueicationo with many bthere. But ouch criticisms themselves are merely 

Cfr. 
minor nuisances. I was ,:orkin;.: on a dif:eeent boosand continuk Io work omit. Mean-

while, then had the tine, I was annetatingrifrie - die-  for thQ historical record. I did 

that until it becene ago-.rent that the a corrL t records for history ,he had fabricated:" 

had to be corrected fort!lat historical re cord. 

Po: nor'criticems of we are 	greasy 	stuff compared to what the FBI made 
•-- 

up and astributed widely from ti_; 	r its records linter ;o e, from the White House 

do ii t2heronghly professional and widely experienced in character assassination itiold 
,—_---___ 

LB." tat ny eife aadI =Inn "annually celebrated tho ausoian. Revolution' with a party 
0 

of t1ir ty strangers at our hem°. 	 A 

'Ter- was not a word of .truthin it. What the FBI did was give that baseless 

interpretation -it then pasoed of as fact to an annual religious gather well in advance 

of the date of that revolution, rinist after th ,  Jewish high holy d:ys. 

11-11exe-ase==e2==rne 	vicioun, not less coiApletely false, that also were 

d:stributed but not in that reaponse to that White ,Hpuse re=!uest. 

niceties 
ay.?' 	ofite-64-1441kahli 

After 1.1 in;  with year:3 of such 	—chat Posner said had no impact, except as 

a measure of him. It moc_nt so little I did not bothey to remind him that he had not ans-

w.xed me% my requests for his wi'Lhheld sources for what he ::rote about me. 

But what soon emerged when got to reading his book is that I was not the ex,- 

ception. i=ie aid that with everyone (regarded an%LId of competitor; whose writings 

cent adicted his. Disprov
V  
ed 141  really. .ven as we have seen, Edward J. Epstein, whose 

solitics are close ito those Penner discloses are his. 

Then I remembered eat thin precisely Alat he had done in his Lanegel ilemele. 

(With john 	 BoPk demi:55E1,1T/ Yorj 1986) Ho uses that book as a 

2ystematic assault on the reputation of thal moot eminent of Hai—hunters, Simon 

Wiesenthal, a Lan so deservedlzr renpected that a research institution in Los Angeles is 

named after him. Defo e Poen= wee bornUesenthal was risking his -life daily to expose 
wet Welt 

and to brii4; to justice-61 thoi-4-sTiTazis and their fellow muraerers of 	for War II at 



Neir 
unspeaLable atrocitieir.:ho differed from i+engele ka-degree-ouly. nriler6.ee  of their 

aeroonal involvement in tortur, -.onl*, Liome are responsible for many more deaths than 

'engele 

Cir;c1tini lienrele it became a arent that Ppsner's assault pon him and his repu-

tation wee much more e tensive than 1  had recalled. 

lie ra:ers to Wiesonthal in it on twenty-eight el' its tiirehzidered and twenty 

night pages. This is on almost ten percent of the pages of the entire book. On all but 

three of those -;wenty-eic;ht pages Posner in, allts, demeans, ridicules or is atim 

critical of him in o!.;her ways. Ono of those three ex-Jeptions is his reporting that a 

ilazi who had escaped to Brazil hoped/to be able to torturekiiesenthal. On another pge 

he sakes his one aclelowl.-:dgement that Wiesenthal was right about anything. And on the 
A 

third he makes his sometime -or:ise, as with me, saying that without Wieseathal the 

post-war Nazi ?cunt might not have hapened. 

Again as with me, in no;; a Eamle instane does any of Posner's criticisms seem 

to be necessary to his book. Be uses what he writes as an excuse Zor assaulting the 
romier 

ace Nazi-hunter offalee .hem 

Thio is not to say that 	is above criticism or that any of us do not makes,' 

mistakes. I think, for example, that Wiesenthal was wrong to defend Kurt(laldheim from 

the proofs that lie ws involved in the 'Nazi horrors in Southeastern Europe, including 
.Jews, 

in thc: nlaughter of Oreek,--lirticulerl,y,thoae from Salonika, and in wIlat then was 

Yugoslavalia. In this Wiesonthal was also pardraina Ualdheim for hiding his Ilea 

record when he was propeed to head the United Ilations and keeping iYeeret all the time 

lie headed it. ublioualy ouch of the world disag2.'eed with ¶iesenthal on this but only 

a Posner At) would seek to ciefamtpim-ovev-it. 

And in that seek to make himself look better by comparison, even more of a Nazi 

hunter. 

A de..mt man does to Wiesenthal's reputation what Posner used his sir nege l'iehgeAg 

Joe:. as an excuse for doing? 

AnQC h onorabbo writer does anything like that 



of course not Never! 

Only a very small man eith a very big and a very sick ego seeks to make more of 

hieself by seeking to make lee' of others than they are. 

With Posner's record in aveeaoped as dishonest, as deliber-Aely, imietrigt  intend-

edly dishonoetas we have seen his gall is as great as his uninhibited  ego when he 

utters a word of any kind ofiirieicism against anyone at all. 

aa 
Werth what it is a kindnese to refer to 

4 
Posner's mistakes, how can he possibly 

c riticize anyone for what he believes are their mistakes? 

The mote in P8uner's eye is no mere particle and it is permanent. He could not cast 

his mot first if he wanted to, and that, as is obvious on reading hie book, he never 

would want to do. 

his is Posner's way and he indulges it broadly in the dirtiest and most uncon-

scionable vays againet those he regards as competitors or those he does not like 

ehen it servos no other K2 real purposed in Case  Cloaidee 

Except, of c use, to please those in the governeent and elsewhere who heleed him, 

as part of his waybaek for their invaluable assistance in making his book what it be-

came. That also is to their interest. Like telling the world that the CL did nothing 

aL i.li erong, not really. (July that it was a mite too secretive for its own good. 

Ditto for the FBI and for all those livine Warren eomniseion lawyers, too. lie defends 

thee all and he attack's those they de not like. 

The 2:a disliked Sylvia Meagher to the extent that it tried to get the United 

eatione to fire her. dot for any real reason at all. Just because of tee FBI'e belied 

of that her beliefs were. If Posner was not aware of it it is not beldame it is not 

jte 
set forth in the very file cabinet in which eft worked when he claw here, clearly identi- 

e. 	 . 
wit her name on the file folder.. But the Untled :lations woeld not do that, Ihving 

d.4.4 ty IM itee- 
no basis(eneiiior • than merely pleased 1'71t11 her work. 

e.bout 	and wuch\Xe like it in those very fllee in which he spent three days, 

ell the official reflection of all those wrongful and basicallanti—ameriean things it 



did, Posner had no a word t,  say. l'hatleflects hie kin
d of Americanism, his attitude 

t,otird t aditional- and Uonstitutional - American belief. But when
 he practises the 

identical n_Uarthyose 	"eagher he can hardly criticiz
e adyone else for doing what 

h. does even when it me is so 
62.041.e. jktrActelii; 

anti-Aevrican in conecpt and in 

eete I. 	the cute of his(riticieu of Heagher with this sente
nce, "Her book 

concentrated do any testimony or eehibits that raised doubts about 
the final repchrt." 

ulthough he immediate refers to tlie as "leftist," what ie erone w
ith eriting. a book 

-.1-Lat 'I/critical of aeythine at all, particularly about the Warden 
foport? 

Hoy else does our society function, when it does, me ear.cept from the people having 

access to/011 :Ades o••i 
 any contrLersy? 

And how can anyone cri'lcizee this without himself not beli
..vine in this basic 

Americanism, thin basic need of any diverse escs± society as our 
le and will be and 

,hould be for there to be a democratic system? 

But where does Penner ect off ealelne any critica li ku this of any
one? 

Whet else does he no in his bock eeeept that he does it from the oth
er Aksoe sicle? 

And, unlike her, with the abr.-Ales we have seen. 

that kind of evacept does Posner have of American law if he door.: not realize that 

his in the way we sdek to evolve justice, with two sides, not the 
authoritarian one 

side. to which ho ie no obviously attached. 

And t: in -deem of her, iti4il you, from the very man who took o
nly part of the 

Nnalysis 	 work as his own, limiting himself to the 

work of Failure 	 Jam/gals Aesociates/ae-his-ounr-lerhOt-thati:EFITT. peee
ecu 

prosecution, pret4ding that there :as no oth r side, no defense, an
d' hiding; also the 

feet that when this was judged in the Americem way, by a jury, e
n k 
	secret from 

his reader that the jury disageed with what he said that pra6ecution case meant and 

eould not convict  Etiartic
^ 
 laixwa 	 the reijure Analysis wo/1wort.,ec 

eeurse, neLly-theeparrlics-ttroleyead-arry-questieeatali3 

'Thin man has thCcellesalcolossal gall to criticize anyone else 
for "raigmg 

doubts about the final repor," 6%ords? 

11 , 
Whatgn astounding denunci4tion of she most basic Americanism! 
. / 
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/ Even mor:1 so when it is remember 4itiL ho does this with
 all who "raise doubts" 

about that 4eport! 
qi 

athout spellin;; it out out ltud, could he have 
stated more unequivocally that he 

a:y:0-0-1411:6w to this most basic of Anerican 
beiiefoOterW 140  11(0110  Aell 1484

ec466.  

.  
_....- 

lit.? next sentence r': ads, in full, "ideagher was
 a comm4ed Litist, and her poli- 

tics are clear throughout her book." 

'Jell owe to hhat he says makes her oleftistei
mt first, did he mention a word 

bout those extremist 	ktio most extre
me of the radical right he poted_for all the>wo 

world as though there was no question ab
out their belief and thojr credibility? 

141.: for example that Hubert Dadeaux who sent wi
th his sick book that etwOme 

"says nudi= is cormiinism the ill/credible polit
ical propaganda we have seek, that 

be respect conservative 1)emocrat kale Boggs,
 later a Commission member, was a Communisfi? 

MiXifiWtakiliiiiiidiirdia And this froo. th. man who presented Martin Luther
 King, Jr. 

as a C imunist ! 

How far is that from the racist right e:Ltreme? 
And he says lk while criticizing 

ijoaghel as a "leftist! 

Ass-ming she said it, and his lack of an end note
 does not encourage belief that 

he repreaonts it faithfully, he next says, nothin
g omitted in quoting to here,"She a: iced 

admitted that when JFK's death as announced, and 
before Oswald was arrested, she derisively 

told her fellow workers, 'Don't worry . . you'l
l see it was a Comunist who did it'." 

itAtAC 	If‘te, 	̀?L A4#1"1..  

Which is precisely what did happen! 	411111-"'Y  we  

Oswald, from the official records themselves an an
ti-Communist, wao labelled elif 

a Comm)clintawA-41at(M-Orli7teZ,I 	 

tther4Sisomethinc wrong withileagher 

(-1.hEO 	 .4-4 4441 
in-set-te-Pei4n • 	even though quite 

heoAe ohe was correct? On4L1111al- afi 14  	4td- 	di  

- - 

accurate/1 6144 114.4444A4 a-  40 w' of 10110-  Air! 

nothin, omittod in quoting Pcmner, "When Oswald 
was taken into custody 

and she ht'ard of hid pro-Castro activities and h
io Russian wife, she knew ho was 'framed'." 

Except for the bitending, careerist, upwardly m
obilo, formulaybook writers like 

t/6 /147rtifit 
Posner there is no basis for believing that inde

ed Oswald was framed? 



1)U4 

Can it posoibL be that Posner has done any of the sr ark: he claims to have done, 

boasts about, nally,-  uitil al:_ that jazz about having to r,index tho se t:enty-siX 

volumes holdii.ig so nany FBI records in facsimile and he does not know that from the 

very first thy: FDI clas ifi& its JFL assassination records as "Internal Security- US-11- 

(Juba"? 

Por him nothing fails like correctness. 



-414' 
Unpleasant as it is, that is the fact in the official evidence itnelfeagEy the 

o'd) 
Po:.nors of th:: lit :nary world sec no profit or future in faithfully report what t

he 

actual evidence is. 

Of the many evidences of this that we have just Been, Oswald could not be and cannot 

blplaced at the udondow fro..1 which in the of.ficial account he flTas to have fired 
those 

three shot; and the official eviLence is that he could not have been there. 

f Can 	posssibly be that without his political blinders, tho:le that keep him 

are the money and the greIst prospect of money is, Pomer canit recognized that 
,,Obtd 

time and events have proven that "eagher was politically siiPaalcated.fas he, hog 	Lied 

by his political beliefs and his preconceptioin, cannot be? 

This last sentence, aanin nothing omitted from this Aage.;(419), is, "In Accessories, 

she charged that large numbers of the-Dallas police were members of 'right-wing 

extremist organi:lations,' and 	she spoke derivisely of the forces behind the 

assassination, ineludint; 	erican Uazi thuge'." 

And here he finally has a supposed source note. 
-about 

If there was any one thing about  	 manyof those Dallas police 

tint 	
441-0491-# 

wne nofecret, that Nts publisly and well kno;4it is that 	were member 

of c,  ;chi organizations. 

I# these day at least that was commonpalce, not at all limited to Dallas or that 

area. -,- then iitbaltvlelin'the wealthiest and supposedly most lib
eral of the Washington 

suburbs and I knew members of that police force who were open members of 
the ruiCluxKlan 

e 

P1( 
o ,all of L.his and half as much befiore it Poener has this ourco note before it tit 

by 	' a much Vriting and this one after it: "4L. SylVia ATgher,4ammase Accessories  

slter viectjap.i: To War-_,:en Commission. the Authoratics, and the Report  _(New York; / 	 - 

3obbs-lierrill, 196071%)" Then, "41.Ibid, pp xxi, xavi; Sparrow, After  the Assassinations, 

p. 72) 

The$entence preceding the paragrpah from which I quote above is, "The second book
 

. 	Al 	 x' 
that damacelithe Commiseion was Sylvia- 	eaghArls Aceelsuiesglar±hlat," 

Iria-----lialera 

and of other e;taieiat politically extreme-right grouplp. 



,1'J2 

and it is at thin point that ho has his number 4W to refer to his nkbs. Those two 

pagest in her Forwor0 arc 
	'may  the only place.  in her book that she Idamages" 

(. 
that geport. •J and herelliias not lips second, either. But there is nothing  on either 

of those pages that says anyiihiMg  at a_l about aeriean Nazi Thugs" being  2behind 

the 11-.;sassdinntion. (What that fierce part Tsan Sparrow said in his  ittexxxx; 
lir  6. 

London Tinos Literary Supi4ement are4ele  that war; later reprinted in the united States 

as a pamphlet pretended to be a book, but a pamphlet in all dimensions, including  

content, that fbagher says is not worth taldn:  th-, time for. Posner says he read her 

book and a second-hand into pretation is not apol.oproete Idthin quotation marks. 

Or, once 	:17en. Posner's notes cannot be trusted. 

It is at t is point that he also conJemnd her index in jlengthy footnote. 

In fairues!- to Posner and for evaluatin7; his writing  and his beliefs, this is it, 

'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 (or Oswald's po-

tential for violence, Meagher does not find a reference until Volume II, and 

lists a total of only twenty-three incidents 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 

Meagher's index underplays evidence that incriminates Oswald but meticu-

lously lists 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. 



CAT,PW 
it tlai.: point in tie toTPennor [Alm the number of cords in .1,Pbtfi Commission volumes 

as "more: than a miliion—\rlus words." Technically, ton !pillions is more than one million. 

But if Posner hneu tnere ,.:ero a ton Lillian, from all the time he says he studied them 

and thou it Aozod them, he 	not have said "One." 

Posner4laim that h indexed the entre 1Nonty—six 	explicit here, is far- 
4 

cical from the ignorance of the content of those volumeolpthrow;hout his book, as 

we have seen. ",aghcr's inded, as 1,rinted, takes up one hundred and fifthy pages. EaCh 
dft:7 

holds 	j linos of type, Ath each line holding seventy units of type. the extent of 

ithe ±nn4 	this acoomo.17:te is considerable. It represents an enormhus labor in 

just acquitin th. L.:nix/ledge and then ear:1m.; it. Ther- is no prat bility at all that 

Posner aid all else he ..lair=s to have done and made anythinlat all like a real index. 

La may have carded what 4: Imntod to use but :::here is lit. l:: likelihood that he did 

alythini; mero. 

Tiip author of ail. 	virul::ntly 	 pool: the- criticizes her for inedig 

hn,iing the "bias aat OsJald as innount." Thg 	buthis having "the bias that 

OsYald was "witty  not wrong. 

Re uses his IL-....rteg:31,s nonL.one about Oswald and violence as a basis for criticising 

her in an r.dixittedly incomplete index, the volume to bc indexed raking .a full and ccm, 

lete index impc.mdble.lath all those fal,lod cards of 4i5 he givc not another 

illustration of hot; her 
$1
index unerplatit viacince /that incriminates which ittd can 

-ni:r tend to do) 0-swald. 	6444  

Doe:: 	 tr) fit hnr hnv i,a sone sevonthy citations to the "balli,stics" evdidonce 
66- 0.1,r14,4 04'.‘ 	aL(.11 Ajtkr PI 	oprnin ki--worek 	:117.4.ke 	/p4.4.4. vie* 7 

ulano7e--latand  other Jib.: it "i;endiEle:amorateli) 

tOth thin no more is needed 'to -2c1.1ect whf,:tt Pros= is rally up to here, still 

arguing his case and attackingNall who do not agree with him. 

That Posner really resent is that her indol;. is not as blindly partienn from the 

right as h.: could like it to b-. ho is also 0: ireful to give his biased descr'ipi.on of 

of her purpose in hr.a. index:, ILI': purpose it did and acs server'w9Onorkeep - ng his ailed 
, 	7EY.11A 

L/0-00.4)( 
alleged index r1-10---does 



• 

goki 

Lad whoo does he get ofE coy Cpl 	
that hers is not a dependable index, his is and 

hdlas kept and continues to keep hit 	
secret. Ile does not dare 4o oMerwise because 

r---  that, too, would 9' 8)=00 it 1G1 as additionally dishonest and an autbenitic fraud: 

The objective of the ihdex is to provide guidance 
to all information in the Hearings and Exhibits of direct 
or indirect importance, according to a rationalized sys-
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. 

at Posner knows and docinot say is that the official invetiEation iL.self was 

biased, beginning with the presliption of Ossald's lone guill. The-n+.41-ta:. in th:4eport 

cite all teat <7.3nds to support tho official proconc tion as Posner does. neagher's 

objective was tivmako what also there is in th official e.idence accessible, what 

she does and there is not a thing unscholarly about it. azI., authentic lack of scholarship, 

as by now is ,tark1L,  clear, is Posner's. 

His dilhenesty pe2.vadeu all he does. were his victim is dead. Other*ise he would 

not have daret4 any such blind partisan from his opposite end of the politcal spectrum, 

this man who referred to 	Luther King, Nobel Laureate, as a Communist! 

t, is and in many paIeeFithrouL7hout 	book /c pr .ces himself in the right political 

.D_treme and his opiniina, even if he belives them, can be evaluate by what he tries to 

hilp and does now, where he comes from. p oiticilly as well as intellectually. 

acain, to hi:LI i/lxvotztha—Rhat is right and. proper for an Lea American 
11.4. 

writoa is to t 
	

work of others and present it as his ownlIbeing careful to take 

cull the prosecutorial part and than misrepresenting it as the complete thing while 

suppressing the part of it that provesjiim wrong in his own prosecutorial brief and then 

to condemn as partisan, as "leftist", those who write the other side'. persuasively and 

honestlI, -so honeslly 1,eagher in her very title accused tho Commission of being "accessories 

after th. fact" in the JFk assassination. And aloe did it in a book that has not beeAfu- 

tad. Not by him, certainly. 



Jhy :should I have? That book, th full title of which he omits to be able to hide 

th: subject to contrive this phony criticism, is about the ila.rcen geport. it is not 

abuut the us-1.-aldst 	titled, Whitewash: The Report on the '.Darren ilcnort. 

iathouch Posner here o'id.pciv% a4oulte,ni.11.1 tdidte.!:,.otin that book and I continued to report 
ahout 	Iork 

uit War: rrilevant in the book I wroteriiiie bark' Pcliner wants it believed all should 

have written. 



his book that be wa s;lys in the: only real biogr phy of Oswald. 
C47-1 

'lung up on hi fm7g7nmft  contrived interpretation a the(juVenilQ report on Oswald 

as an unruly boy when he and his mothci liv.:(1 in clew York, Posner wo criticizes me for 
jk4wee, ed4wV 

Y 	sayia: ' 	period in 'Jew York 00'by briting, In August, 1952, Oswald and his mother 1/9t 

moved to "ew York City whe:c an older married son by her first marriage also lived.' he 

criticism of this tiniest would be uaesar of them all is that I did "Mot even inform 

the reader that "arguerite ancl Lee lived. with the Pies." (Page 11) (-/5M 

nip ,gages later, when he is into his liartogs fantasy, he criticizes me in_ another 

nae, "hal:old Weisberg toils o4 the tests but does not quote any of hartogs' conclusions." 

Here he does not cite where I wrote that. He had Xs. good reason, as good a reason as 
4 	Aar) kAite 	 1 

he could possill have. Rd he7571Q-ilhave directed the reader t() what in order to 

/i1  contrive his fictitious "solution," th t Oswald was a bor a 
/ ssassin, accoring to 1is 

,4414,444-1-011.0.4014 litiatm 
i_torpretation of what Hartogs "concluded, he had to suppressl the Uimndssionts) 

v
a
tg t
,eport. It says that Posner is etireltlywrong in his psychiatric concoctions. And what 4 

Ile hove oiteET is a continuation of what he crilicizd me for i ' 	"ex_ note. hiartogs, 

the lone sln'ink iffPosner's vcrsion, waS not that at all, as what I hero quote±om what 
Ai (s. K-R.S cltitr: 

I actually wrote, which is not Wriat Posner represents, at --ti.lt----rfaacie---eer.: 

As he grew, Oswald was an inconsistent student. Some imes .e 
earned "A's , but more often, especially when older, poor marks. 
He had a lifelong problem with spelling. In August 1952, Oswald and 
his mother moved to New York City, where an older, married son by 
her first marriage also lived. Oswald became a persistent truant 

and the object of study by social service agencies. 
The Report does evaluate testimony from the trained people who 

examined Oswald because of his truancy. These included Cr. Renatus 
Hartogs, a psychiatrist (811214ff.). Although not necessarily valid 
with respect to Oswald the man, two comments in the Report are worthy 
of consideration because urns lack of alternatives: 

"It would be incorrect, however, to believe that those 
aspects of Lee's personality which were observed in New York 
could have led anyone 4 predict the outbursts of violence 
which finally occurred. (R382) 

'Contrary to reports that appeared after the assassina-
tion, the psychiatric examination did not indicate that Lee 
Oswald was a potential assassin, potentially dangerous, that 
his 'outlook on life had strongly paranoid overtones', or 
that he should be institutionalized." (R379) 

A more recent psychiatric examination of the adult Oswald Is in 
the Commission's record but avoided In the Report. While in the So.. 
viet Union, Oswald attempted suicide. He was hospitalized and at that time was subjected to three days of psychiatric observation. 
The psychiatrist's conclusion was that he was not dangerous to others (1811464). 



(The Cor,wisf.:ion's panel of psychiatric e:Terts evaluated its information, in- 

.0 pain:; al! front 
	

toga, for an entire day. The Commission had its court reporter 

there. The deliberations :ore taken down verbatim, the tw-anscript as ha:: long been 

available, and with the labeit"Commis:3ion transcripts" on that file drawer with but a 

single file cabinet between it and one of those in which Posner worked, it was 

available to him bad he wanted it. But if he had heeded it, he mould not have been 

able to ullto this book. So, he ignored it.) 



The sentence fel. owing the one Posner quotes on his page 11 leads into what I in 

fact did report, oiIA)11 L as4osnor would twee"  /*liked me to report it. That sentence 

leads into what quote fro;.:the Eeport, not from Hartogs alone, tha Reportidrawing 

an what he aloncra what tha "soci erviee agencies"  said abouloswald, tie little boy. 

Posner'  :>problem is that the official conclusions are the tact okesite of his 

contrivance on which his entiae hotrod-up Zolutt'oa iu based, that as of that boyhood 

time Oswald was cloarlyiaili,loted:ele a coming assassin. The Report, which sought to 

prove that eawald had a history of violence, not only could not do that, it saitYthe exact 

oprosite of what almost thirty yew's later Posner made up. The Commission did have a panel 

of payvhiatric eaports assess all the information, idEluding what )artogs reported. -Lts 

conclusions aril 	conclusions of thos ~ports. The words of the Report could 46t be 

more ooapletotl coapletely the op_ooite of whoa Posner made up in saying afgartogs in 

oarticular, a: I wrote ia Page 10 of Aiteuaah (he cited onla page g)"the psychiatric 

examination did not indicate that Lee Oswald wan a putontial assassin." Not even that he 

was 7(otanLially dangerous." 
	

t/f 

 Tne question hero in not what moat this wdluld 	 o-bo literary aesar eats but what 

he Vita instead of mat. The meat is what I quoted fully and correctly, What is not 

.:eat at all but is tha literarTireauival mt of is is Poaner's fantasy that axtogs 

forecast Oswald's alleged career as an alleged assassin. 

Pos.,-ktAi 
What is no less a self-indictment in Lheae contrived criticisms of my writing is 
ikt 

Ymmer Lasreprosant:-  what l was writing neut. tie ordains, this minuscule ta_nald- be 

liteaary .Jaesar, the', all 	see and wr6to as he does. de aye he writes about Oswald 

uhen in r..albty ho wrokto about anUpwald he imagines and thus all writing is about Oswald. 
9 aai■at,  4.14, _4( trA do+r, 

'that he mior.:precIntr is tne-tatat orany book that-  is not on Oswald at all.rt is 

on the Ooamisaion. The subtitle could not be more specific/vine  Report on the Warren  et 

!cportiltat even if this weae not true. Pf,4her still entire - wisrowegents what Iktirote. 

Mit if lie had not, if he had cited what he pretends to *refer to, he would have directed 

attcation to what entirely/ disproves the entire basis of his 0.,im to fame and fortune. 

Dinh the Commission and its panel of real not Posnerian psychiatrict experts stated 

firmly, unequivoc lly, that Roanerls book is based on a deliberate misrepresentation 



Here rodher hoists himself an his o-n etard. de cannot claim not to have knowledge 

of what he criticizes me for 4ritin„:. So he knows thaI: under vastly improved conditions, 

thc: very best, professional shooters of all coq.d not duplicate the feats attributed to 

0,7mald. If Peencl• had been honest and hatported either the official testimony and 

e:,thihitn on t:lis or had not misreprese4ted what I wrote about it in my fist boo he 

hA4N,44, 
would have hLd no book bee-und"he 	 Las the only shCoter, that there was 

no consoiracy. Pouncr uet that problemx he did all others, with overt dishonesty: he 

sup:ressed the of:icial account of the official tests, he emit my r3porting 
h 

of those esults and he instmd diverts by his false accusations a,Lainst me. 

In Uhitowash 



of the real. Oswald as a boy, allaetnee-cgteD.4he 

EC then criticises me in another note (page 20), writing, "Harold Weisberg states 

that Pswald'a marksmphship... was pola....15;" Once again, not citation of where I said that. 

And on .e agniii Posner had the best of reasons. It is *n the chapter "The 1;arksman" from 

the same, my first book, pages 24-30. It is here that I r-ported Dean Andrews' dissertation 

to t e Commis:Aon on the rcouirm.mts of good shootingfased"on my five years as an 

ordnance man in the ilaVy."(pages 24-5) I follow this with that Posner had to excise to 

sevo his special dininformatione]. purposes, The sentence he mutated from page 25 

reads, in full,i .r. with what Posner censored out underscored; zQada. "Oswald's marks-

yanship ia Ln. "ari.les Corm, save:mi.:years earlie22, was poor, despite the efforts of tRe 

4 

;:poort to cstablili o!..herldpc." 

I then refer',ed to and quoted the official ilarines Corps evaluation of Oswald as a 

4"rather par shot" and I refer 	thc,  UmAlission's own interpretation of the tests done 

Zor it by the best rifleman in the country45provided by the National Rifle Association. 

I go into -Mi.. in detail in 	AGAIN! but he:Ye I do show that they could not, in the 

official tut that for all his miodinc and indexing Posne.. somehow managed not to report, 

dupliote the shooting attributed to Oswald. (page 26) 

T 	last thing in the world Ps ner wanted to direr readers to - or in the event 

that '`andom Rouse had a peer review, as it did not, naturally - subject-matter experts 

to, is the ar....acjiel -harino Corp evaluation ol/ Cswald as a "rather poor 'shotX" I 

4r Hinted that in facsjmile in that chapter, the entire report "11 direction of the 

ommnndant of thilarine Corps." Oswald fired one point above the veryminimum required 

ob all in the 1,rvices, scoring 191. Iierc is the official Larines evaluation o'er which 

Posner prefers the opinion of that good 011  boy Sergeant Zahni: 

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 adeptabili.: to 
weapons firing can become so qualified. Consequently, a low 
nur;:smen qualification indicates a rather poor "shot" and a 
11.14,1rpshooter qualification indicates a fairly good "shot". 

;:-"ust the foregoing wir. serve .he purpose of your inquiry. 

  



1.5813 

idthough we here focus on P ancr's formula of attacking all others to maize himself 
\La 

p -val. to morn thzua he is by seeming to diminish them and to undermine their\riting 

the 'eby, it siloaLl no be overlooked tlint in thee err.i.tielieils—baseless criticisms he 
4• 

make of my very first book he records the fact of his intended dishonesty with what is 

thu very basis of .bis own lioo : On aidl r the born assassin and Usweld, the aperior 
(3,utif-ao 

of .01.Wild Bill ilickock,ilinnie Oakley and all others as a rifleman when he was in fact 

so lousy a shot not to get Licked put 1-.,2 the Corp his friends ..e" scored him with hits 

7. hen in fact he missed and thus phonied up a bare minintulpx passing.  score. Posne, if not 

frk-„m hi-, own su often boasted of work flaimi without question from my citations of the 

official evidence in the very passages ho quotc1931;.ctivley, omitting what exposes him 

as the fraud lie is: Osuald was not the arr77roord.ained ass assini Posner ..says Alartogs 

	

concluded he was and Oswald i.:as in fact a lousy shot andr 	not been the shooting 
the Commission 

(aft-ributejl to him is 'impossible for anyone. 

The deliboratenes.; of Posner's dishonesty could not hr:v been better established– 

by Posner himself. 	 .14 
wvT4 	L? it /'/ 177 	

1 



I in not from 0 fe.;din,. on wholesome meat that poor puny Posner who would be 

the 	',neva of assassination ariters cane Ap pith these, his critical og references to 
144k_4440.1:11-1::".P1/0., 

me other theri,the one that follows: 

In 1966, Harold Weisberg published Whitewash, the first in-
depth attack on the Warren Report.16  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," 	Pie  /1,12- 

yr 4/1 
 

04- 
Posner's sou_.ce not lilt° the Blai:cyoc- 	Lives no source 16. :o- his calculated 

-olstr 
slur op-ale calculated dishonesty, loIrdlY what most writers]  include as credentials for 

the writing they cite. ifeginnin,T; at tho very beginning, Posner is in varying deg-pees 

inaccurate aneiLdeliburately prejudicial. 

As the coiCxighi- page of Whit cwash discloses, it as first publi:Aled in 1/, 

hmat not in 1966. 

That I had been a reporter, an invsstiga ive reportz, an intelligence analyst 

as aAfTorldilar II somic4 soldier and as a civilian, a trouble-shooter in an agency of 

them, the USS, is not to Posner qualification for the work I did in writinF Whitewash. 
U/1,1. 	0 	 , u.,,,A, 

tilt does Posner give no *ill-co for wils.0-.;--he.-44,..s to vtray me as undepe 17aMelnc 	as 

a "leaker" when he obviously has a source? His cf.tation is not to that at all. Nesource, 

but not for his .1.7tortionkpay well have been me. I had nothing to leak and I freaked 

nothing. As for tat B ki ey quotation, Posner also laze.;, from me if not ffom his 
ftwoor ..4 ,- - 

supfosed research, that i  was the credited source ofrPaperd-irom coast to cea4e coast 

//J 	 01„0114-4-  cle,;11 -.-a.V , 
4 critieieGs 	what l'alkey was 64..ftg doing lurthe honcho of the House assassins, 
urn vitals a, / 

Ll. committee 	bras alive, .,:hil he ran it, and he ne never once had at response or 

contradicted a oinglo thing I said. Blakey began each. committee s4ssion with what he 
kfte../dS 

tyl< ac a "narration" of what that hear' wek.g.„ -es-ert.In each and every case, so 

far from intendin to conduct' a real investigation was Blalpy, he ticked off his 

selection of what critics wrote and then devkd that day's hearins to refuting it. 



„3-11,( 0111r 
With mss'• exce.tion: Ike never once mention my name or quoted any of my books 

for refutation. 

When I was th.2 source of public criticism of Blakey to which he could not r%pond, 

uhat else would one exepct 41m to say ana how hdnest is citing him referring to me? 

I one gave the St. Louis Post Du :Joe-bob official records that Blakey was supposedly 

investigatinc, and sup- Tessed. Tho paper got a series of four ple-one  articles from those 

records, sensational articles it also syndicated aid were published widely. With this 

and with me cited by name an th aofice of/riticsm of him in tho  New  York Upas, the 

lia.thLagton Post and in other papkirs, and when Blakey could not fault a shi:;le t 
1:4 4.71  

I said, he was reduced to dioaproval of myriting and of th,:: book  that is toda(d5ed as 

a college te;:t. 
that 

'.owing thin did not mean, of course, 	Posner had to use it. Then.: is no 

compulsion that 1.:ritei.s toll the truth, a freedom he WerGises extraordinarily often 

in his book. 

Notice Poaner's word, for "posAbl.; leaVing.11"ho ever heard of anyone being fired 

for uhat is "possible."-Kn-wing tho truth he did not even say  "allegedly." kid knowing 

that I had then and for several years been  that committee's editor, he says I was  still 
tn 

allinvestidaiOri, One an imagine that in his work an inveAigiror can learn  secrets to 

leak,' but bot the Alter of the public record. Who had no secrets to leafs as)thei- 

colonittee ii:self had none. 

I was no'. even 1:4-tmed2440;Ind "fired." I worked for thug 6enate  but I _as not on the 

Senate payrpbll. I was certified by  th  c; elAgk of theina ete to reprer-ent it in the 
11.4 t/vg 

Bloody iall-Jlan k:parLment of Justiceiliwhich borrowed me from the Senate 

to help it there. But even then I was not on the Senate's payroll, which was public. 

I was actually an executive?agency employee and on that payroll. I was thc76iiC aardeist-a- 

t.i& assistant to the Director of the Farm Security latriinistration. When I was relieved 

of my ;Senate duties I could have reTurned to that job. 	I elected not to do  that and 

inst4ad to return to writing, the Yommittee delayed my being returned to then& for 

P1344/./ 
sevecal months in an effort to-ony me for some of the inordinate unpiad  overtime I'd 



qUV 

been pitiOs,-:.; in'f65-  ears. 
A 

10.1110101 I continued to edit the Committeo's 	when 1  was in Kentucky on 

tilat "Dloody6ulan"oase, I did get behind in the appearance of the books of hearings. 
441 

hot far behinii but thoy .;ere delayed. ;;ome of the newer mepia mepers of the committees 

stab', those who sourht to use that;  on a curriculum vita to move upJard with it, were 

anxious for the ceTivitteo to reaso 'to e:dst. It was not a stuniljng con.ittee and ito life 

Ale,efore had to be renewed by the fs,  Hanato with each new Congress, every two years. 

To this end they vant4.4 me to rush the 	 without correctinL:linaeuracies. 

nocauy! that "civil liberties° ccmmittce was doin: historically important work — it 

ev..n 1-nd to a rascal change in corporate labor rolatione,m one that contributed to an 

normous eapansion or th,. eeonon I would not publish an inaccurate record. So, those 

careerists v,:erc anxious to oust me 

kt Lly.: LI lip timr: the ch;ii/miAul br:1i,-_,vad, probably correctly, that t 	commdItees 

sontinuation would inte:ore with his campaign ocutAbutione 1".eon w. althy corporations. 

Ho 'holds-v.& he had gotten all the Kfliticarrai:i—bunefit he could hope for and that if 

the committee continued with the work it was doing it would be hurtful to him politically. 

Endinc the committee meant cancellation of the planned invetigation of the abuses 
/112 

of Vast corporate farms in California. The woaiaw farm orkers they aburedt mercilessly 

r • 
' were not Chicanos or illegals from /4ted_co. They were the Oklahoma and Arkansas 

farmers and their families who had been wiped out by the dust storms of that 4i.; era. 

They wer then referred to as"Okies"„ec.tif 

Believing that the planned invol-tigation was important to the country,' openly 

?lobbied for its continuation for tho;o scheduled hearings. In that I was allied with 

one or the John Lewis— ilnitePtine Nrokers 	 )"legislative representatiives, " the 

effectiveibliiyiE;iobbyist the late.: Gardner "Pat" Jackson. Ad, over even ..President 

.fihnklin &lane) Roosevelt's objections, we succeeded. The Senato did continue that 

committee's life for that investigation. 

One of may officialfrtsponsibiliti2s as the committee's editor was to make the public 

record available to those 	Canted access to it. In those days so long before xeroxing, 



when after the comeittee's Public  hearings I had th stenographic tvanscript of each 

session set in type at rho Government ?rintine Office, I had extra galley proofs" made, 

called "pulled." Some 40 thoeW proofs I eailod regel rly. One of the reporters to 

whom I was tole- to mail thOM was, no.t, then haviehg changed his name, Isidore reJametela, 

ef," 	e  
eArthe eew York Ptbst. Izzy“one, having changed hie name later became famous as I.F.kone. 

He then became and ho remained a friond.There were also college professorsto whom I 

wee told to Neil sets of proofs. I recall one was at ilotre P4'ame. And then the "astington 

roportersame in to read them in sty of Vice. as did citizens with no need, with only the 

deeire to study the hoar:Lugo before the books of them ape ared. 

this was pert 	my officially-aseigned dutieee and I did it for three yCars. 

Sonetimoe one of my superiors would send a reporao me-.or tell me to mail a set of 

galleys to thore they told me to and, of course, I did. that. 

One eay 	o2 my superiors sent a reporter) to my office so 1 could show him the 

galleys of a h-arine air pay hold but not yet , pry nted in book form. It was on is 	then 
(01- Al ..tpt 	Cemptn,  . 	

te 

was kaowns as th 	 Conference .Board. Itaneme name has since been6-41.414-  

tine of the h,-1.4. hairy eehibits in that hearing was a letter from a then General Kotors 

vice /resident whose name,irarry anderson, I etill remember. In it he told his beard 

associates from various of the' larger corporations with labor fipea-rOles that they 
eeea,- tee& fa 104 	c -Z,

4 L„ 

needed a "Black 'egion." That was a liichigan band ofM.Y.i6E-st's who really terrorized, 

inclating by kirine, tecee who led or support od efforts to unionize tho autio plaints. 

That stiry was published by a, labor news syndicate. It led to aneaelaas embarrassing 

uproar, as did much in the public record.It .ae a completly acaurate story based  of the

emblic record/only. hat was efliciely the DAb7is record. It was not only my responaibiity 

to give aerie access to it, in this instance I had been dietcted to do that. 

It war, over this th et my detail from the FSA to that conmittee was ended. But even 
-21/1  

the because all involved knew 'Oh what they were doing and were ashamed), thateimedappc 

beeauie of the qqality of the work 1  edited and eubliehed and becauee tor the great 
;.r (tic.. 1-ter te, 

• 
.mount of0epaid overtime I had put in to acheiee that quality. That is why the end of 

, 
my detail was delayed formonths, months in which - could seek a writing connection. 



(ThatinagiCEE'W4a1E-Etk inve-;tigative reper-,tinL,-,  reporting was not wit' eut inter- 
. 	conpol;ing 

est as pre:: :ntials to on not -014,1,142/Lmorovisations on a t!leme by 11,.rtogs. The first 
411-(r.a..0 

or come;; on /4.7,i carte 	 iyiferro 'epee 	t4 rza pre-Pearl Harbor war 

(4!44/4.40 r&J 	od in ±ti !L.  1;:- t:;:! 
W
hite houso;lAaveral 

thou Secr..t,.1-2y or :iar at evenT E6 car 6bover Irb_nelf. Sonic of the corporati no 

edposed WOIV. aunt ,:vor after thou, storiat a2,,IcIrod ac alien property. Be.Core I con-- 
1,ritish 

Olatod that 1;ories I becaLlo 712 iruzirairrzfd La:14h agent in econonic warfare at the 

uiz :Lejiou 	Lhe 1)upart.1ent 	4'11.tstL e. It therefore did. of charge lad with being ala 

unregistered. leant) 

44 

cabinet members includin,..; the 



0If there be those who bdieve I did wrong to lobby for the committee's contin-

uatien, ehich the Senate did vote, so that it efeed could investigate those &Able 

Je, conditions 	thee e dispoised farmers e;;;M mostle from Oklahoma and Arkansas, they can 

decide for themselves whether in fact I served,phe nation's interest in it by recalling  

either the bock or the movie, " T 11(.1  4eaece of .11e1th. They depict faithfully what the 

committee exposed. 

As Posner knew. But as he did no say, preferring his sneaky dirtiness of that 

contrived slur. 

The little man who gets smaller and smaller in my mind as I  think of him has that 

eigormous ego he cannot satisfy any way other than by seeking to diminish those whose 

work he cannot equal so that at least in hts own eyes he an app arsito be larger than he 
1 

is by any itstandrard - other than" 'dishonesty 
- 	ti 	.4144°  4.1414 11,. 

What Case Closed has is Ieshiegi at all new‘ it has what is litRrary theivery 

distortion, mierepe4sentation anal conscious superession of what is public as itd basis. 

To thie, embine fell wellf that he is a fraud, Posner adds, as he did with that 

ean of remarkable bravery and acemplishment, Simot Wiesenthel, deliberate defamation 

of those he regerds as competditors and who in feet publisher/work his cannot ewer survive 

comparison with. 

.aided and abetted as he was by Random hour, : and the CIA and by the absence of any 

iegtimiat peer review.el the imposition on the tffs trust of famous writers also pub-

linhed by Random House.piad by the massive advortdinc and public relations campaign and 

the widespread sale of ancillary rights throughout theeeril worldpead by the unquestion-

ing lusty support of the major medeijand by so may other fo4ces who saw 

	

4 	 /wiz them or to their interests in this monumental fYai.d that because-such a successin 

deoeiving and misleading more people than aee othe2 book euppsosedly on the JFK 

tem steet(efre4 /Lett fiat assassii'atiou ever did Poltie 	C4't‘ 
elted 

A.11 Aleawets contrive demeaning and deprecation of those critics who had been 

critical of ehc CIA, as I had heen,cli* obviousl were part of his .payback to it for 

all it to-40_ Pel to help him and his book. 



-;ihaL it did to help him and hi., book is without precedent in itc entir,, history. 

In violation of its cherter';1 prohibition of 	intrusion into domestic fa affairs 

by it LT it helped him immoss;:reablIT and he paid. it back i.ith his attacks. on others 

not n its toat. 

And so, for this Lnd for ohtor r asons, !moving full well what he as doing, Posner 

undertook his successful rewriting of our history in which, no netholess, tho case]: 

not clospd. 


