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ilhea President John F. Kennedy was killled in Dallas, Texas, on Hovember 22,
1965 I was Liquidating @ oweeessfuleal promisin. poulty famm thai had been ruined
by low-flyin: h»:—;licop-he;-r's. I lwd filed'one scuit [or the dam ges we suffered and in
wiswdng a small award established a new legal principle, thet the property ovwner oens
the air spacc above hig property o the Leight required to enjoy his Constitutional
right to own property, ./hen even the secretary of defence could not end the harassment
y helicopter he directed his general counsel to look out lor our interests and te
negotinte a sotiloncnt with us for subseguent damages. It mas pursuant to this agrecment
that L vas cn;;an‘c@ § iv an ordevly liguidation of what L, alons with many othor soldiers
in Verld Var IT lui dreamed 0., boing free and independent by becoming a farmers

Jhat don: one do when in middle age he hay to make a new start? I decided to

raturn to writing. I ot an agent and a5 researching a book in which I hoped %e do

4th noine vhat Rachel Carson did with chemicals, &le#—a&rﬁrt,,td:he cowrtry to the

"

great suflering and n;‘mge Prom noltc. B—i-uan researchinm—tisd—beslc then the President

oy

ugoa astasoivatod on ‘ho streets of 1 moden dmerican city,

the- time toese shots. rong eut thers vas--nothine

4000 R

had :-‘.‘;‘.'-Jmintor radio on my bsli end an earphone ii an ear to lecy up with the news. I

:ms, wem opent even minJte pusgible belfore the tube ond when doing mlj_chores

rond Sl papors: uith corc, too..ith each new report 1 Ve more uoncerned about all that
war happening thot should not haplen

Trom uy backgroundd= and I am not a lawyer — I could not see how an impartial
jury could be micked. T also could not see hou any of the alleged evidence wa: not
alroady toined. liitlﬁ,ziw;nrs 1 gid not ses how the lone accused, :I:ee Harvey Uswald,
could be tried. Lt about seven o'cloek the morning he was killed by Jaclk Buby, after
the second round of fxemd tendin - Thil Tloclbnd fathering cges sitting before the TV
it wy e.i'tor%r::al:[‘aﬂ‘t @i coflee, © told uy wife he was going o be ldlleds by

iy 40 ;

Tleinlt vos sioplo: b all that was bein: done g@king it impossible to try him, somcone

1

uanted to elerg hin zrx&:utl?)’atzx: the only way to roolls do that was to close it perivn—

enulye To {U‘ v ‘ ;Mh' |
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@zunm;o_];u vor o..peched };u hopoen ulere and as it did hapren, uhen L saw it happen live
o Y I oy heve beon more shouled than anyone elhe  becuuse 1 nnd expected it but not
,‘-———‘-_-_-
on camowdm, Ll Ess ?olj.ce'hc:zﬂqtmters. i
article
Uhen I vropossd o wagamineesedlyl to 13” aged agont I lost my agent! She was guite
erplicit in telling we that nobody in eu York was considering or w uld consider any-
thing other thni the goverument said.

T +then abandoned the bock in . hich I hod hope to alert the country te the great
Agogors From weic. T deided to do what 1 }ad done professionally, analyze the offi-
cial revert on th. assassinotion when it uae is.ueds I hud been a reporter, an in-

s - “ o o) - s ol 3
vontigative veporter, aSe United States Sdliatc investigator and editor and first as
a solides snd then ds a eivilian I hiad besn o intelligence anayyst, beginning in the
- 1‘% B . {

U85, the Wifice of Strotegic Sorvhoes.

Goneral Villiam "Wild Bill " Donovan, the conservative New York lawyer who headed

the US., enable we o pet off to a good Start thece. Awaj,tixié me, based on my prior

investigntive expericnce, was a leuyor's job in uhich the lavyers had Tailed. Donovan

was the old-Tashioned militury leader. nc belisve he owned rdsp—resph responsibility

4o those under him. Four brave young men who h;_uf voluntecred for a parachute drop in
. an_adigm
fej;t":a.nce benind lazi u’mw—ﬁg; which survival was not very promising, had gotten
into o vight v th the ndlitary poliCe ﬁ;/daalﬁngtont’ﬁz;d been convicted and all zpe=i=f
appenls laving failed, vere serﬁﬁ their time at Fort Tilden, ]Eéw Yorke Yonovan did
not beliove they verg guilty. Unusually able as so many lawyers in the 0S5 were anq' as
he was, he dse decided to hove a non-lavyer take z shot at ite

Without any invostigating at all, without even going to the scene of the crime, by
analyzing the recorvds in the eose made by th o lauyers, I found what they had missed and
st weelss after 1 began turned in the report th -t free those [our men.

It gove me quite o reputation aiong those who lme: about what I had done and
thevoafter, althougn my vork romained analysis, I was used as a tro&le-shoo'ber. BT
c__)__thcr components bowiciggs to me what they could not handle. lot a Sijﬁlie_ %1/18,& of those

agsicmments turned out to Lo difficult, when approached differeNtly. One(was even from



the “hite bouse, wif I a forty—cight hour deadline. Uy not missing the obvious that
countér—intolligence had wisced, I finished that one in a morning. 3 /'( M
FaTmny wEs-radbe o Chmnye—£T00 TRt JAnd of e4civilyj, challenpily-—tifey—alilhush

] ol “’""t""mf'
I -oL,"? a troft Td ot the sewthemn end of the Lortgoiwery County, “ary land

vd:llag'r: in Jddeh wy vife was r iseds *t Lad not been formed since the end of the

previous eentury. With only hond tosls I eleored fh. land and began to build, That W
hysical labor i3 pne of the r asons I am still alive at eighty. In the age of in-

ereasing mechanization mexd and mass marketing we turned th clock back. I delivered

ihiat we roised to ‘the consumer. Ve sought and achieved groater qun*:i.'ty and in a small

viag| bepane <en Tamous in oud field. 1y wile beceme the national chicken C{)Okl!l{‘ champion,

CHM;?M
. . <
L beeane the national barbecue idng and we won first amd third i}r—fz‘% raising hickens.

anu A ..
Our customers ronged from ricep tioniotaLn Vashington of ica’/to the top in Washington
vellitical /13 e. Tvo were then cabinct membars, one a former cabinet member, and we

,MW ownef arisdd adns,
aerved we-diplematic—ses, T06. Lhoie who relished our hirds range politically from the

Termer Dowdnican dictator, Rephael Trujille, te Uindston th:ﬁéh:.ll. When “‘rs. Joln
PoSter Uulleu, wife ol th ©Secretary of State, entertained ilamie Eisenhover, she selected
our birds Lo serve. Berthr, the Dulles' coolr, told me the next weeck that lamie had gone
dovirt o Gl !dtohen to learn wherce she had gotten suel Tin: birds. M\en Lady Enown-
Lonroe, wife of the “er )Zealand ambagsador, entertained during the organization of the
“outheast ssia Trcaty Organization she also served them and the next week Rosie, her
Au'trim'! refugee cool, told me as Fertha hod of the reception they gote

That so promizing a business could be ruined simply becuuse hel icopter pilots
violated rogulations and disoboyed orders — and a sﬁical order had been issued to
aveid our Tarm by a siz-ndle cirile — was a loonriaing e: ‘perlenceet-{:— was ;r',‘n.uful and
t:;stl:,r/ Yot it certainly told mo that what is not supposed to happen can aml c‘*ops

i cih “’&“‘ﬁ‘ “fodi g I devehiny o bfonte hampsifFo snd

Yaved all ; ncuspape” aclints of 4he assassuq"mon and its investiga-

Crtond andtd bgnvie) iddeprio

Gien ond recomizing most of tho:ite storica fas leaks, when thcnReport was 1ssuudf
\ =



When I learned that political ﬂeanderthals in the government were about to cause
~mule'unpleg§htness for the radio station on which I was the news and special events edi-
tor over my nonrexisting'past, matters:of which I was innocent and in all instances
exondrated, I decided the time for implimenting that soldier's dream of freedom and in-
dependence had comes

Farming promised to be a radical change from the kind of life I'd led, with b
none of that lind of challenge. No Nazi cartels and their interfarenca with the war effort

to investipate. No secret history of 0SS Operations to write and have stolen, despite

its GlaﬂSlflGatan, and appear as a Jimmy ¥ Cagney movie, "0.5.5." No articles based on
my own research, like one for a minor magazine that became another mnh£é~ hat put a

new phrase in our 1anguage, "Gung Ho!"™ No labor spies and strikebreaking murders like
m)"U,

The peaceful clucking of contented chickens is what t looked forward to.

those of the 1930s that were part of my work for the Senaterzz



W s -1,-["1;&/'4

although that was only five months after\ﬁ'm geport was issued, only 'bhrae(ﬁ?&

that 26-volume appendix was published,



e
on Siﬁut-::mbcr 7, 196¢, _L
was=mt the Government ,ll‘rinting; Oflice where + had nspent so much time beginning

shoen L was in ny early twenties 9% a Senate ee{itur, arransing for the publication of

our hearings and report, amd I bought tee-mRmies three copiswv of that Repurt, two in

LY
P:apcrback nd one, to keep, not us to use in working, in hardback. Ibegan reading and
1
o .
anclyzing it as soon as I Liad driven home. Tuo mo.ths later, when th e Commissions

Zb—volume appdndiz was icsued, I wos tlere again and brousht tvo sets, one to work

with and 4he agther {o preserve.

z,n 1L

(I gave that mint set, otill in lhe sealed cartons, to Hood College, a fine small

_ b . . ; ; )
cedese collepe in Mrederick, aryland, whore by ife and + have lived since the

: ‘ ariend
~iguidation of our Jfarm and wiwe 2ll my records will be & blic archive, aftor—
& =S —err—the—d¥k st st BTlgatl T 240

P
IM&:M&EEC"} wder vhich I ws to deliver tho manuseript b

February 15,
fﬁz«c 7

19654 L muiled each chaptdr as o firdished it, I @id finish it on tine, %;:ﬁ ?{ent
to lew Tork City q wenk or so later Lo see the publisher, he-was drooling into the +ill
Trom the advance sate’:- of about 39,000 without a word of advertisin; or promotion, from
Ee salesman merels; mentionin:; the bool: to book d.m/ Then the vice president of

that publishor oon, dgﬁsrve:lly, went belly-up, told me one night about this romsi
C; pmllﬂl- o ,fnywwna
primiping a’vance Batescicnt to Bhshingion. lie re':ug@d after that one-day trip, the

U‘M‘t aclt was bro'wn and I did not even get th monuseript backs I ﬂﬁf’; J/?’ erxplanation,
Just the rejection and nothin:: clse.
That wac the first of mor: than a hundred intgrnational rejections, without a
aingle adverse editorial comment.
What a shock i1{ waf, perticulayly because ol my background, thiat the first book
Ty AAMAN AT _EM

on so important eventy,(could not find a publisherl

o -
f[—ﬁ-c- all tho'e rejections, Ermmrcmitndmemsix ofthugh broke and in debt, T

vas able to publich Whites VeSS

elf. I h:d to bocone

. P \ . - . T ) ) .
a _:rubllsher toromse that subject up For national a@ discussion based on the fact in
the bool, the first of on that “oport, Without a cent for advertising or promotion I

uede a suceess of ite In all it went tlwough 17 printings, Dell, ilich rejected it
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I probably remain the country's smallest publisher. Aft er 29 years there is still
a deuand for that book. Because of my age, 80, ill health and a #r medical prohibi=
tion against lifting more than #5 poun.ds, I can keep it available ogly with a special

asatexr’lg_a_e_v_em.l

xerox # edition of it. It remain the basic book on the subject and is usedfm colleges

and universitiess



houw our basic inctitution worls, or lniled to uvork, in that time of grest streess and

sinee thone In my JLVER AL.u_J' Jich 1o beding propored for publication whep I wri Ve

M e,
his, and in ks bonl:/rﬂg——r-bm&en of the failure of publichers is more explicit. That
T s
*Lt’r(;.h,-;&-yze the intrusion iito Apolitical matters by the

i
J
H

g becuuge in o VI AGATIT!

1

Journal of th: dmercian liedieal Ascociation §TAL) and the najor media's Twcatnent of
thooe eréicles Uil got sueh videspraad attention, and in 4lis book I do that with
Gerald Porme's mistitled Cgse Closed and hic publisher, Random fiousie, and the h'lp
vith that comercialization and exploitationg/ fflzm thi major media and Zzom the CIA, .

Bevauss L belicve that FOL4 benpeaks basic American beliefd, that the people have
de richt to I’ Jvhau uheir governmant /:10&.,,1 believe also that the information I
ob‘.:a_;;{b:f thoSe lgwsui-c is not mine in the sense that personal ’pro/rer'by is mine, I
therefore make u;‘é\_/tl.;aé that information available to all writing in tho f4ield even
thought + loiow + at aluost oll will write contrary to what I believe.

& it dwne  oul, unexipect dly, Posner walb not mn e..cepkion to thi:‘;b xule.,

When the ©ist of o serie: of comlic tions following major surgery in 1980, more
ol ouing othor compliations alt€r other mojor surgerits the last of whiclr was open—
R Bart surgery in 1908, and I was as a practial matter virtua'il:-,r denied access to these

fﬂ'\piwa_ 11:[! (.a.‘vﬁ-v'fO g fw’h —
reords i : i i

with the lmovledge 1 have acquired in $hhia t'forka*{:lm bewbt use I could make oif the time

:h are in our basement, I decided that

th t reuaing to me, happily moogx Bore yoars than + hed hoped for after my 1975 hospitals
™m

czation for cir:glatory obstiuctions, is to perfect the record $ier our hiutory to the
degree posaible for me. I have been without public comment on almost all the books with
which I dissmee, boilks I regard as cou'ewn.a_llztlous and exploitations of tha great
'ﬂq_ vl Adsiled e /«f ﬁUH; o
trogedy, but L hgve .sumo..ated vhem—pn-ba%r-.

An: lyzin: Jild's incompetont and factually grossly incorrect exploitetion in
defeghe of e what I regard as the of ficiel mythology of the JFK assassination, did

7

not require%seb ol thoe basem:mt records os




This is because the searching and refiling were done for me by a fine young woman who
part-time work was It
was a pre-law student at local Hood College, Helen Wilson, Her)invaluable.mmrikxfirzmex
’ enabled
was made possible by my friend Richard ‘Gallen. That mmdexmyoarritispmf NEVER AGATN!

to include what she retrieved from my files that otherwise would not g have been

accessible for me. U
# :
| | mebimat i A .
But in writing this book I am not able to ose records because “elen

and his wife
graduated. It is ironic that from the three dWSpent here, Gepald Posner had more

access to my records than L have had,

In neither NEVEL wmi,')&mr in this book is anything I say intended personallys
d



What I say about Pogner's character as he reflects it is incidental, although
“some of it is when I address his attacks on my character when he is unable to "an-
swer" what { published in. those seven books. What I publisher| is not "argument." It

is fact coming from the official records.



The Select “Yommittee on Assassinations of the House of Representl?,tives, appointed

to investigate the assassinations of the President and of Martin Luther King, Jr.,
held .
heled the first of its public hearinis on September 6, 1978.)
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ai

is cven mo: $rur of Posner's coMrmeislization and expleitation Tor which I do not have
5

- 2 ---'*-\-.,,“ B r—— -
atmmtod—mnd Iy on hor vay to WUWWET. i

JAA sand thoSe p&j:bg@—muttér irnoramuses who wrote tho e stories and Pouner and his
At
bool*are but symbols to me. They symbolize fhe failurec oi the institutions I address.
8o, vhat I scald ol those JhlA scrivensrs and_of Poener hersin is not perscas-and 4
meaning, literally, "to 'the man,"
iz not ad lbminem. bi'ho definition of this letin/in the unabdirfiged dogctionery publiched
by Pormer's publisher, Random Foure, is:tEmemiictia peron G hengiaitsks

"ittncldn;: an op onent's character rather than answering his argument."

& . :
Le will be\ec%, I 4o nddress Posner's “argument" as well as his so-called evidence.
. o A o ;
"omybol " is deined on the same d=|.ct10nczjr, as "something used for or regarded as
A
representing sonething else."
)

FPesner does '"r nresent; the “sonething else" of all those who delend and szpport
tha official scassination mythology. He is fav and away the most successful of them in
all meaningful terms and neasures. His booic got off to by far the largest initizl sale
and he is th: i‘rﬁt to base a book on the néw variant invented by the House assassins

Yarren %

comittee, that -i;huﬁ‘Cnm.:invion Wop Wroig in woot of what it did but managed to get the

-~
rightf[ an‘swer anyuays

=

(The President's Corsvission on the Assassination of President Kennedy was ap.ointed

by PFresident Lyndon B, Hohnson with Dxecutive Urder *o. 11130 on Noveuber 29, 1963. It
vas immediately called "the Varren Vommission" alter its reluctant chairman. Supreme

Court Chief Justice Barl Warren.}?ﬁ' hre .

N
Willian ilanchester's Death of & Prezient,while endorsijé the ceonclusions of the

4
Warren ﬁcport, vias actually an inapproprizte Camelot\eudi‘bion.
The Comdssion's thres-bulletd—only, single assassin "soluttion” did not oragi.nate

viih ite as I document i my @arlier boolks, the FBI c¥cated a situation in which the

Thg M~

@ﬁ;ﬁrécfed it to male the night ol the assassination. The Fbi began the systematic
; z

Coumigeion did nof dare disagree with this .basic conel usion of the special report
”"M,‘,frgfl_ Bo -

lealdng of ifo $hest thesis before it turned its roport in. In the five volumes of that



Incredible as it may seem, the vaunted FBI did not even state the cause of death
in those five vanunes of its supposedly definitive report! It makes only two entirely

e

inadequate references to the woundss I inrint tliem in facsimile in Wmy first book on

part of a single page, page 1951

The Commisgsion,
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revort, of uldch four are en {su_p_-osedly on the JFK assassination, the FII docs not
evep"apuomlt for all M!Oﬁ-m 1-;0Lmds.q/] Tho Cemmigaien, experting perpetual secrecy by
cﬂﬁi@%&a—ﬁébgmcuﬁve gessiol by nseripts "TOP SECRET" although it had no authority
to clas:ifly. anything, let is its hedr derm in an smepsec 88T energency January 21,
WO sV - o Folt hor
190 .Iﬁ'ﬁl rot that t¥anscriptiait”’after giving it to the press eight months
earlier published it in facsimile in Post Hortem in November, 1974 (pagus 475 £f)
As General Counsel v, Les Hankin, Tormer solitic solicitor general of the United
Statex put i‘cf: J“The;r (ﬁw FBI) would like ug o fold up and quit." Comdis:ioner
lale Boggs respovied, "Tbi:‘. ¢loses the case, you see. Yon't you?" Huesh Comrissioner
illen Duﬂe:,,{‘/i‘ol'-‘z';ul:;j CIA Bircutor, agreed, "Ies, I oee {hat." Rankin then added, "They
have found the nan. There is nothing mo~e to do. The Commis ion susports their con-
clusionsgh and we can go home, and that is the end of it."
Sepnet Service
Tlm)"solutinn“ identieal with t}lmt of the ¥BI in its five-volumz repert, which was
mvon to Hic Cpmmssio_rf Deeerber ’f,f(‘fm_'s— recorde’ by Iﬁapector"'l‘om Igélleyin his Novem—
ver 26 r-.'port’%"ﬂll;_nzi‘," Yanes Rouley#e After sayin~ the that President was shot
Cirnt, his "Special Dallas ‘eport i 1 continues : Inmediately thereafter Gov;ernor
Counally, secated in tho right juap soat, was shot once. The President was then shot
the second time,"
¥ague and indefinite ag thic is, iu those [ive volumen the FBLI was even les: informa-—
“ives Lt 2aid) "P eeeothe threc shols rons; out. Two bullet struck President Kennedy and
one wounded Ggvernor Copnally." (\hiteynsl: page 194)
Later the BT % spocific, soying :bl]ﬂ.'t ,the firat shot hit the President, the
s:é,pu.q it Comnally and the ¢ldrd shot, £ The # hrad, ves Tatals
Hedither accomnt aclmouledged what var well lmowy, that a shol hiod missed. Because
the Yomnis fon Imew 1t condd not et away without mention of this kmoin wis;ed shot,

ithh 4he need to 1irdt the nwiber of shols to three, the best shoils in the country not

42~ A
being able to duplicate th shobting stiributed to Osigld udmth ihres shots) the Commission

. " - . W 1 3 .
fepl of Ui adidbtd siesst shots 1(11&1: came to be lmown as "the magic ‘nulle'.:é'>
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It invented for the career of that bullet what is not equalled in science or mythology,

a career m@ﬁm proven impossible by its own evidence, a career of

geeing and hawing, upping and downing through the Ptedident, t% through Texas Yover-
nor John E, Connally, who waa on rhijﬁﬁ {s;ﬁfx l—;t‘lp frt}x/l;le ﬁ(%?l?w;f :?d then of |
oo e e U T e gt Bt

l—Par d Hus;ﬁ.tal, -where both-vietims-were-rushed, This magical bullef
career

:.ni‘lécted m Commission's imagined it had, seven non-fatsl wounds on both men and,

despite striking and demolishing heavy bones, emerged virtually unscathed - without

even a scratch visible to the FBI when it examined that bullet under a microscope!

E¥er since ih?n, thm official and unofficial, Posner included, have

sought to manipulate the 'Eodies and the locations of the wounds to make this impmsihis
impossibility appear to be possible, all the while enjoying the proi"::mdest ignorance of

the details of the FBI‘;_;_;;cientific testing all the documentation of which it was

careful to withhold from the uncomplaining Commission, -

T had to file two lawsuite to get ite. Such as it is. The Congress even had to amend

the law, FOIA, for me to get from it what still exist'@ f its Iaboratoryl"s work that
was less than honest und less than complete. We see some of this later in this books.
(§ of the many writing books and writing and producing TV shows who have been here and used
my records, not a single one, Posner again included, ever examined those FBI Lab records
that I did get. Not one, s¥#&3l again Posner included, evag asked me about them.

Not lmowing what that FBI work disclosed made it easier for all those who used

my records to write in contradiction to this this evidence., Yes, Posner, too.



gcm,uallg,-aea eing all even non-fat al
i)

The FIT arrnbs present av thr‘ autopﬁy locate:! the r_Ple',J ient's rear, non-fatal

' did T Guad Aot wgtyZo

Jound just below his ol »u_'L der to uAlc' 1\15,}' 1560 T “spinal-colufin, "FTI;_ Comais ion stated

i"'/.w_zs hisher, in the Presid nt's nock. a:a.tuouu moving it upward there wan no.cChange at
ity ot Thp wp *“f Tl wetiin fhy LM 1 4d1o0y

all of gatiing avay with tha' o maic it ALLributeT To thal oo bullct.

bullet theory tould huave beon entively imposulble Ko try to gel away vithe

seeause of the palpable impossibility of Hior the magic ofiieially attributed to
both Oswald and that one bulled .,, Badpibit 599 in the C ms“:n_on'v B d., thﬁ douBe
rssaszins added a few secondsin ‘L.h"ur:'.za.n hat the Tirs ‘t aho‘c 3 .E':Lred rlier,
theory that Pooned adopty as his own, protending it is not a ’ch"eoryér but ya proven
Toct.

4 v X
Pooner doues syudboli e this 3 = alu we=wrong-rwi-1lu—the end-right new lefenses sf the
lone assasointin/no connpiracy oi‘_k"icicl conclusion reached, as we sec above, lmmg

before any real inVc';tigatiocxc:E‘.‘fﬁée-ﬁ made. -

OUn $he question of whether theee had beon a conspiracy, llal%n told the Com-

=] .
misgioners that as of then, tuo losenssh alter the assassination, the FII "haven't run
ot t ail the leads on the information® but, atypically had conclzied that the cuase
was volved, le even lamented that f the'Commission, # supposedly in qggge of the
investigation, conplainel to the F“i""hey coujd probably say - thati :I.=*n:lL #t our
besfmess."éont lLiorten, page 485)
— T

Pouner's bool, as are & others in support of the official preconception wished
into a w."sulution," begins with the samemssumption, that this never really investi-
{;atzd preconception was correct. means of seej{ing to prove it, vhich he does not,
is a variant of that of the Youse aspassins committee

fie docs, in every way, =yaol tymbolize the retraaded Secret Servive/FBI/ VWarren
“oumistion "solution™ by all the sycophantic writers who preceded him,

Baed Fecause with 4 fev gimicks and the e tendive and very successful Randon

Upi Be promotion ! and prepasations Tor promotions Le and his book achicved remarkable
international attention @'ﬂﬁl ,ﬁl tis sense, too,/tane to symbolize sll those of gk

AT Tnr smrma and a-mwaacad ana nl’ Fhom
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Without the magic of this so very magical bullet the government would not have been
able to palm of on the trusting people ‘33 impossible lone-nut assassin theory. Ly is,
despite all the hoopla at the time the Report was issued and since then, only a theory
and based on the Commission's ovmn evideﬁce, an impossible theory at that.

Without his - and I use the word because it is in his book, not because it is
his own work, as it is not, as we shall see - added magic, mesio din g tpec  its dmunk

Aﬁ;Pg%Pg tiny twig, he never says which, not being able to bhecause it did not and cpuld
_ not have happaned

PH'\J'\.
\ he would have had no book at all. Ha.s magic is in a trce, or its tr_ggl;,

,ﬁ)};{ Despite the simply fontastic attention Posner and his book received on publica-

tion and long thereafter, his book is no more than an overtly dishonest prosecution—
p—

type presentation, # It differs from a prosecution brief in that in court the prosecutor
He qua -df e 1

faces immodiate questioming and refutation. (ﬁ:\ is, in reality, a rather shabbg job of

it at that. He got away with it because, as with its historyj'vras predictable, the major

media geeeted it as the given word, accepting every thing he said that was not true as

the unﬁuestimable truth, In tldis, as always, the major mediaffailed to meet its obli-

gations. Those are vital obligations in a society like ours, a society that can work as

intended by our founding fathe?%;n the people are fully and accurately informed,

But there was no real questioning of him or am of anything in his book by the
mgjor media, Indeed, three months after it appeared, when there was ample time for checking

him and his book out, he was still e&nost revered as what he calls himself, a "Wall

o

Street lawyer," and-all the major TV pec;ala&rmaﬁz the assassmations 30th anni-

_on whet sy in ot
versary eatured him in person @

Like the TV specials, the reviewers fell all over themselves in heaping %ises

on Posner and on his book,
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Posner pretends 12) ;present evidence and to the uwninformed he does this persuasively.
, 1
In fact he dw\sM of his pretenses he is & sl;’;ter, as we shall see, and in
some he is just tricky and dishonest, distorting, misrepresenting and, like the pro-
secutor determined to get a conviction without regerd to fact or truth, he also omits
what is inconsistent with what he wants believed or, as we shall also see, disproves it.
This will be apparent when what he says is compared with the established fact,p/ fu ramt,
There is established fact, toc. Regardless of how much all govemnment elements sought
to build /F prosecution case, which they all did, regardless of how determinedly all
those components sought tmvoid anything no

Yy Odgi el
Thﬁi,ncriminating,/there is much
fn pead £

Whi é(ﬁ’g’ov‘?rgmant, particularly

the HA¥E Warren Co:ruhission, could not entirely avpid that ldnd of information for-pedi-

t

establish fact thali is beyond reasonable qu_estion._

tiaai-renson, Posner faced no such need,
§o, having no active conscience, as we have alpeady seeny he just pretended that

it does not exist while kmowing full well that it does very much exist. &/f # J— /

What the reader will see, one of Posner's knowing omissions, is that in presenting
the work of others as his own work he phonies up that magic tree or branch or twig to
make hiis substitution for the untenable official accountings‘ of the crime seem to be
possible. And even that is not hig!

The official "sclutuon" was jroven to be the official mythology :I.ni:h%/first
book on the Warren Commission, Whitewash.¥o error has ever been shown in it. Not one!
0 :;hat forced that impossible single-bullet theory on the Commission, and I go into
é:;t detail, including with new evidence, em—shis in AGATN! , is what bothimse:
the FBI and the Secret Service ignored in their "solution," that one shot missed. It
struck a @ﬁbstone at the opposite corner of Dealey Plaza%ir&'mﬁ'éftander, James T, Tague )
fed received a slight wound to the Tace from the spray of ooxiretecﬁilem—tha#—impae-b—t&t
struckhim, That meant, with that bullet having missed en‘birely. that all the wounds to
Kennedy and Connally had to have been caused by only two shots. 4s tﬁe Commission knew,

and this also is in NUVER AGAIN! and with new evidence, it was not possible for Oswald
to have fired those two shits within the time the Commission said he had, The besg
I)
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were not able to do th;gg/;o, in addresging Posner's plagiariam - and it is that - of
his magic tree or branch or twig with fact and not any theory, we shall seeeigzerby
still othermmagic, 'th%g healed itself or someone other than uswa].cl,.
:;%;s either a prisoner or dead, patched that curbstone! Wy At (hw yadh gj‘ Furta

The House assassins committee knew ite
The FBI knew this. The Commission knew it./And Posner, too mew it.

But like the FBI, the Commission, the House assassins, Posner, too, ignord it.

In showing this and more like it, this book is not merely the opening mg of the
case against Posner. It includes what to virtuwally all readers will be new evidence/
about the orime and about the official investigationsn/ e hemy

2



Of all the reviews I have and have read, it was only the JENEEX Ezélish maga-
zine, The Economist, that saw Posner's book for what it isf and characterizes it
fairly, not having the cdmpplsiun of support of the offieial "solution#" that
infects the major United Stetes media or the unthinlkdng, uninformed lack of enter—
prize and%_independence——r_e—e&e? reflected in the leas important domestic media.

Lts review perceived correctly that Posner set out to counter the influence of the
Ulivf(r Stone movie:"As the antithesis of "JFK", "Case Closed" has received much atten-
tion in the press, in(n;ﬁudlng, the cover story in US News and World Report. The book,
however, does little more than smugly slant every piece of disputed evidence in
favour of the Mo ldne— assassin theory - an approach exactly opposite that of con-
spiracy writers, whc; follow everyinf erence in the evidence to their own illogical
conclusions. "Case Closed" no more closes the case +than the many volumes :Lnspirsd/ by
conspiracy theorieseees" _

In & mildly critical reviw for the Washtingon Post's weekly Book %@__of October

e

1, £ 1993 Jeffrey Ao Frank did expose a ésw of Posnér's inaccuracies,mmd false statements

and misp misrepresentations. It then gave him almost two colums for a response in its
December 12 issues In Frank's response to Posner he did point out that Posner mis-
represented by tzﬂ.cky}ritlmetic where e people at the scene heli';'ed. the shots came

froms Only about one in four believed they came from the Texas School Book Depository
Bu:.ld:.ng from which the government and its PcsnersHall claim they d“/. But M
and t1'1e Post missed ane of Poaner's\&eu/(ig lies.In pretg,g.ed response to oﬁé of
?E;g;i: eriticisms Posner wrote the Post that "In the zhj:;aj’ book, the citations to
FAA's (Failure Analysis Associates') work and to y o iziali's testimony refer to
the 1992 mock trial, which is a matter of public record." The ABA is the dmerican Bar

AL e
4ssociation. #n Rather than "referring" to it, in the entire book Posner makes not a

single ®e mention of it,.%der its name or under its initials his own index make
i oW X

apparent. Under initials it goes from AAA Binding Services to 4BC. No ABA,~4d under

the name American bar Association, the index goes past it without mention, from Al-

F J J
varez, }-uis to American ivil Yiberties Union. (page 586)



These two illu%rations typify the Posner we see in this book. He is an overt liar,
brazen in his lies, as in daring the Post to nail him for it, and he is glib in his
distortions and wisrepresentations, seeﬁ)ng to cover both with IFmE tricﬁ/ dishonest
expressions of them in his wr:.t:l.ng. (We go into Failure dnalysis in detail in this book,)

For a h;mx lawyer, which he is although not as he says he is, this is being a shyster.
His own publisher's dictionery defines s shyster as ™. & lawyer who uses unprofessional
or questionable methods;\f one who gets along by betty, sharp practises. In slang sense
of shady, disreputable,"

These illustrations, and there are others in what he wrote the Post alone, are
minor compared w:.th h:u'ﬂ shystering detailed in this book, Parth}(ﬁlarly with regard to
the bar ass American: Bar Association and Faa.lurf'e Analysis Associates, but by no means
Limited to them,

from
He sy shysters a bifT ® with me Jand he does that persoEsiiry-fom-no need of his

i3

book and with infidelity and inaccuracy,

He even decelyed me about the book he REEXWrItiwggx planned when he spent three

days here with his wife in ebrua.ry, 1992:\94/ d told me the truth he wou.id still
have had those three s of entire rvised access to all the information I
Bovnvogh o Tigh EOTF A

ohtained at such great cost and efforti Because I seek to practise my helie:f.‘s all

who I lmovw disagree with me, all those I know will write and say what I do not heln.eve
have a‘ways had the same ffee and unsupervised access to all my records. They also have
unsupervised access to our copier,

(varan_

HeTold me he was writing a book about the commercialization and exploitation of
the JFK essassination. I am all for that and long had planned writing such a book, In
fact, after I completed the draft of HE‘JEI"_____S ABST AGATN! I began a personal mc%m‘l: of
-84 the wretchedly bad and dishonest exploitations and commercia.uzations in terms of
those who werd most successful at it with whom I had had dealings,

I never dreamed whan the Posners were here that Gerald would become the most

successful of these commercialiszers and exploiters. Indeed, as the major media sees
ha.kVI/the most exalted@ o —them,
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Careful meading of his selection of words with which to express this 1ieq'also
discloses his clever shysterism. If cﬁiticized for it he can say that is not what he
meant at all. He phé%ed ﬂis intended lie that in facﬁﬁs a lie so he could defend it
by claiming that is not what he meant at all, In fact it is a careful/deliberate lie
that has no rezl meaning in any other sense,

This tymifiet typified the dishonmesty of his writing in this books By literary
shysterism and nothing else he shystered himself fame and fortune. S oping, as we see

Thek farfoe eleir
in detail, even to cribbing from the erroneous work of a child! $kis literary thievery

is in fact, basit to his book,
4



My criticiems of Posner and of his hook are not related to his bad behavior with
me or to disagreement with his holding the views he expresses. I disagree with the views
of so0 many without sayim;; a word about them, What he says about me is designed to be
character assassinations In his few and futile efforts to find fault with what I wrote
he makes a fool of himgJef to those who lmow the truth. But his intention was to in-
{luence those who do not know the truthdSo, with almost all who read his book and with
the media he succecded. Ly this kind ol writing, this kind of behavior, he makes the
kind of person he is relevant to any assessement of his book and its trustworthiness
B lack of i perbinents

@ He is thelfci.nd of min who accepts hospitality and redays it this way, with
irrelevant personal att:cks on me before the vast audience he knew his publ:.';f:;har was

\—cad i e W
# -rranging for. And he did that without asking me whather what he was sayiug(%j
or true when he had no personal lmowledge of ites+d Wiﬂq ,[.( W A /!ﬂ:; Y /?ﬂ :’r’-

He then, to virtually all his readers, covers}wll:xisﬁ own ‘:;s:v.d behavipr by saying in
his Acknowledgement (page 504) that I "& llowed u(e ;'hull run of hisqbasement, filled
with file cabinets, and he and his wife, Lil, graéiouﬂly received bpth me and my wife,

_;/{ qkin
Trisha, at their home for several days.His attitude toward the 3 of information is

refreshing, und although I é= disagree with him about almost every aspect of the case,
I thank him for his generosity and in the use of his papers and his time,"

He i= the kind of man who, having thanked me for "the use of" my records, of
which by his wife's accounting heé)pied 724, he then uses those records in his book
as obiained by his own efforts, as his own work.

His presenting my work?his is not at all unusual for him and in its importance in
his bock it is minor compared t0 wvhat else he took from others and presents as his
own work in his book and in his appear v g and intervievs,.

He is, in fact, the lind of man who without this would hafé had no book at all!

hs we do see!

Have seen to a degree, in fact, in"his/ e in his letter to the Post. /«5/’4 W

My criticisms of him and his book are for another reason, for what the book is and
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what it repreents)ané symbolizes.‘d“""’( ﬂtﬂf /

His book is the most purpo=ei‘ully, determinedly professionally dishonest of all
WW
theAbooks in its commercialization and explotation of a subject that gets to the

ey integrity of our society.

Whatever the intent of those responsible, the assassination of any president has
the effect of @ coup d'etat in our country. It nullifies our entire system. It is, I
believe, the most subversive crime in a societyTlike ours. This I bali§Ve, requires
of writers who have their own special responsibilities in a society like ours, to
make the greatest effort to be certain that they do not :ideceive of mislead the people;
and that theyibend.ew—znr effort n_?;: to protect from justified criticism those misfreants
with offiecial resfi:psibilities who in that time of great crisis and thereafter failed
their responsibilities, to themselves and to the natione

The little perceived thrust of my work is aptudy of how in that time of great
stress and ever since all ou¥ basic institutions failed and/(gntinue to fail.

In a society like ours the major media is one of our basic institutions. Major
boolt publishers are part of thiz major media. &'y their nature books make more defi-

rikes nitive treatment of significant subjects/possible and gt a legnth impossible

for all other media. The major book l# publichers have the means of involving other
major components of the other major media. Random House did use its means of doing this
to perpetrate an even greater fraud on the people than was possible from the publication
of the book :lone. Many, many more people, here and throughout the world, had their
understanding of this terrible crime and its investigations corrupted by the
repetition of what the book says on TV, radio and in the print press. The sale of
ancillary rights was Rem fantatise Tentastic here and throughout the world. It is not
often that any bookf receiles the extraordinary attention Rabﬁom House arranged for this
Al M‘M\M

BE Very bad book. It is not often that as many minds are reached and their under—
standin:; of any major ev@ntf :{:d cor{gupted.

But then it is not very often that on ab-f:f ’major event there is as permeatingly

dishonest a book as Posner's.



A g%ejé & spade and to call it anything else iz not to be forthright with

the reader.
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Mua Huch as I regret that once again these essential institutions of our society
sgain failedl us all I nust acknowledge th:t in this to me disgusting commercialization
and exploitation Posner and Random House, which ag:éicated its responsibilities in
avpiding the traditiomal peer review, the tradition in non-fiction publishing, have

provided an opportunity as unwelcome as it is unequalled in documenting the tragic-
ally unending failures of these institutions on a level never before posgible.

This 55 why at 80 and in inpaired health I have wiitben this book and that is what

I prove in this book.

Tt is only by exposure of failings that there is any hgpe at all that they can
or will be ended. -iﬁn this sense, and it is the correct sense,ﬁall legitimate
criticism is constructive. It is essential to the preservetion of freedow and it is
essential to honesty in the governement that, for good or ill, Justice cardoza'a
wisdom, Jis the teacher of us zll,

. . more

When these fiflings involve any kind of corruption, exposurei & is vital end

the danger from M e A is even greater.

o

¢+~ The title of another book being prepared for publication as I write this is

g x

NEVER AGATI!
! /:!-—’f"—d_

,~ The arrogantly mistitled Cgse Clesed is, as this book shows, a knowing corruption

/

( of our history.
———
I hope as I write this that the title NEVER AGATN! becomes the actuality in
Tiraed,

writing and in publishing about this terrible crime that’ ‘éa country and the
vorld around. If this doegﬁot become the reality then even more trouble lies ahead

for as our already overly-troubled nation.
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f.he agencles opemted {llegally. The prob-
lem is that in the quest for law and order,
case after case nfter ense after case has
been thrown out because the law en-
foreement and Intelligence communities
acted lllegally. So I do not think we at-
tain any particular status of accomplish-
ment in conquering organized crime, or
any crime whatsoever for that matter,
with lllegal activities resulling in cases
bethg thrown out of court.

I would suggest that the record speaks

for itself. Frankly, T never thought the .-

record of former Attorney General Ram-
sey Clark was that good. But, comparing
his record with that achleved by succeed-
ing Altorneys General, he looks like Tom
Dewey in his prosecutorial heyday.

Mr. HRUSKA. That record Is bad, but
tlo we want to make it worse by adopting
this amendment which threntens to tie
the hands of the FBI and dry up their
sources of Information? I sy, with that,
the soup or the broth is spolled, and I
see no use in adding o few dosnges of
polson.

The pending amendment should be
rejeeted.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I do not
recognlze the amendment, as It has been
deseribed by the Senator from Nebraska,
ns the amendment we are now consider-
ing, I feel there has been & gross misin-
terpretation of the actunl words of the
amendment and Its intention, as well as
what It would actunlly achieve and mc-
complish. So I think it 15 important for
thf recotd Lo be extremely clear abouf

hils.

If we nccept the amendment of the
Senator from Michlgan, we will not open
up the community to raplsts, muggers,
nnd killers, ns the Senator from Nebraska
has almost suggested by his direct com-
ments and statements on the amend-
ment. What I am trying to do, as I un-
derstand the thrust of the amendment,
is that it be specific about safeguarding
the leglthnale Investigations that would
be conducted by the Federal agencles and
also the Investigative flles of the FBI.

As a matter of fact, looking back over
the development of legislation under the
1966 act and looking at the Benate report
language from that legislation, it was
clearly the Interpretation in the Senate's
development of that leglslation that the
“lnvestigatory file” exemption would be
extremely narrowly defined. It was so
untll recent times—really, until about
the past few months, It is to remedy that
different Interpretation that the amend-
ment of the Senator from Michigan which
we are now consldering was proposed.

I should like to ask the Benator from
Michigan & couple of questions.

Does Lhe Senator’s amendment In ef-
fect overrlde the court declslons In the
court of appeals on the Welsberg against
Unlted States, Aspin against Department
of Defense; Dltlow against Brinegar; and
Natlonal Center against Weinberger?

As I understand it, the holdings in
ihose particular cases are of the greatest
concern to the Senator from Michigan,
As T interpret It, the impnct and effect
of his amendment would be to override
_those particular decislons, Is that not
| correct?

-
L
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Mr, HART The Benator from Mich-
igan Is c¢orrect. That is 1ts purpose. That
was the purpose of Congress In 1866, we
thought, when we enacted this. Untll
about 9 or 12 months ngo, the courts
conslstently had approached It on & bal-
ancing basis, which Is exactly what this
amendment seeks to do.

Mr, President, while several Senators
are In the Chamber, I should Iike to ask
for the yeas and nays on my amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. EENNEDY. Furthermore, Mr,
President, the Senate report language
that refers to exemption 7 In the 1966
report on the Freedom of Information
Act—and that seventh exemption is the
target of the Senator from Michligan's
amendment—reads as follows:

Exemptlon No. 7 deals with “investigatory
flles complled for law enforcement purposes.”

-These nre the files prepared by Government

agencles to prosecute law violators. Thelr
disclosure of such flles, except to the ex-
tent they are-avallable by law fo s private
party, could harm the Government's case in
court.

It seems to me that the Inlerpretation,
the definltion, in that report language
is much more restrictive than the kind
of amendment the Senator from Michi-
gan at this time Is attempting to achieve.
Of course, that interpretation in the
1866 report was embraced by a unanl-
mous Senate back then,

Mr. HART. I think the Benator from
Massachusetts is correct. One could argue
that the amendment we are now consld-
ering, If adopted, would leave the Free-
dom of Informatioh Act less avallable
to a concerned cltizen that was the case
with the 1966 language initlally.

Agaln, however, the development in re-
cent cases requires that we respond in
some fashion, even though we may not
achieve the same breadth of opportunity
for the avallabliity of documents thab
may arguably be sald to apply under the
orlginal 1867 act,

Mr. KENNEDY. That would certainly
be my umderstanding. Furthermore, 1t
seems to me that the amendment 1tself
has eomsiderable sensitivity buflt in to
protect against the invasion of privacy,
and to protect the identities of infor-
mants, and most generally to protect the
legitimate Interests of a law enforcement
agency to conduct an investigation into
any one of these crimes which have been
outlined In such wonderful verblage here
this afternoon—treason, esplonage, or
what have you.

So I Just want to express that on these
points the amendment is precise and
clear and Is an extremely positive and
constructive development to meet legiti-
mate law enforcement concerns. These
are some of the reasons why I will sup-
port the mendment and T urge my col-
leagues to do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Domenic:). The Senalor from Nebraska
has 6 minutes remalning,

Mr. HRUSKA, Mr. President, I should
Itke to point out that the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Michigan,
preserves the right of people to s fair
trial or impartial adjudication. It is
careful to preserve the identity of an in-

| Full text of Uongrasaimmmi Record’ of
which this is part in-top drawar ofh-w ' e
JFK appeala file eabinet. TEE o

' determination courts make all the time; In

‘former. It is careful to preserve the ides;
of protecting the investigative techniques

about  the protection of those people:
whose names will be in there, together
with information having to do with
them? Will they be protected? It is & real -
questlon, and 1t would bé of great inter-.i
est to people who will be named by in- .7 <o ."-f
formers somewhere along the line of the ‘&
investigation and whose name presume- ’; ’1
bly would stay in the file. PA
Mr. President, by way of summary, I.
would like to say that it would distort’i
the purposes of the FBI, imposing on:
them the added burden, in addition to
investigating cases and getting evidence,:
of serving as a research source for eve
writer or curious person, or for thos
who may wish to find & basls for sul
elther

tioned in the file.

Second, It would impose upon the FB.
the tremendous task of reviewing each
page and each document contalned in
many of thelr imvestigatory files to make
an independent judgment as to whether
or not any part thereof should be re-
lensed, Some of these flles are very ex
tensive, particularly In organized erime
cases that are sametimes under consld
eration for a year, a year and a half, or’#;
2 years,

Myr. HART, Mr. Presldent, will th
Senator yleld?

The PRESIDING OFFICER, All time’
of the Benator has expired.

Mr. EENNEDY. I yleld the Senator b 4
minutes on the bill. 3 3 '

Mr. HART, Mr. President, Ihskunnn
imous consent that a memomndum ieb-
ter, reference to which has been ma.de =
in the debate amd which has been dis-»
tributed to each Bemator, be printed ln
the Recorn.

- There beimg no objection, the letteﬂ
was ordered bo be printed in the Rmonn. i
‘s {ollows:

MBMORANDWM LETTER B

A qnestlon has been ralsed as to whnl-.her-
my t might hinder the P 1
Bureau of Investigation In the performance’
of its investigntory duties. The Bureau
siresses the meed for confidentinlity in Its’
inveatigations. I agres completely. All of us
recognlze “the crucial law enforcement role-
of the Buresu's unparalleled lnveaugaung’ A
capabilities. e/

‘However, my amendment would not hinder 2
the Buresu's performance in any way. The W8
Administrative Law Sectlon of the American*
Bar Assoclation language, which my amend
ment adopts verbatim, was carefully drawn :
to preserve every concelveable reason the -
Buresu might have for reslsting disclosure
of material in an Investigative flle:

If informants’ anonymity—whether pald
informers or citizen volunteers—would .be -}
threatened, there would be no disclosures; .5

If the Bureau's confldentlal technique
and procedures would ‘be threatened, thuu
would be no disclosure; - =

1f disclosure 18 an unwarranted invaslon 3

of privacy, there would be no disclosure i
(contrary to the Bureau's letter, this Is a ;3§




