insert in Bpilogue, aftor exchange with Post reviewer

: s [ 7N
T hic sy shyste ing of the Post is far from Posner's only insistent on the lie, that

J A e 5 .
the “airwedd analysis vouk was for hime L have ngever known him to-dmit the truth or to

give an honest naswer wheu confronted witlh the truth about ite Neither he nor Rendom

House hmm isuued any rotraction.
- S A
Pesner's obdurate Ato be honest and truthful ka7 pafhaps itmmost dramatic on the

return match betwesn him and Dr. Cyril Yecht, the relnowned forensic pathologist, when

s g ot

the CHI "¢gCrossfire” show marked the 3& 30th, anniversary, on Hovember 19, 1993,

This is what the transcript reflects, with Wecht cpeaking, on page 4:

" seaa —‘-.______‘i-
‘x_—_‘_——‘_;i-,

T T———____ What Mr. Posner
neeps talking about is this computer enhancement, this
simulated thing. He forgets and ignores to tell you—
please, Mr. Posner, be honest with your viewers and your
hosts tonight and let them know that the other scientists
at the FAA who did this work, and not for you, Mr. Posner,
but for the American Bar Association, to sell their wares,
that one half of them at least disagreed, including the
president of the corporation.

- KINSLEY: How about that?
Dr. WECHT: So don’t talk about—
Mr. POSNER: No, no—
Dr. WECHT: One more point with regard to—
Mr. POSNER: Don’t distort the record.
H — i
distortime the record!
L1
Posner continued to evade and &¥en instead of respondifiif/Sought to attack “echt,

-}-0
Telling the truth is to Posner dlgi::'-az‘

saying what is obviously false, "Tou're trying to attack the sburces because you can't
deal with the substance."

Wecht roplied, "The source? You have represented that Fou had a special study
done-" Ponser acain interrupted to say, "g/Vait a e 1 minute. It's public record, and
I have this-" 4nd here Posnex)"las saved by the nﬁiﬁera‘bor's interruption and changing of
Yshe subject, to the conclusions of the moclk trial. Posner even lied about that, not

pi'L{‘-
admi'!:".in?(; E‘Laﬁ the jury did not agree with him and his use of ("ghe prosecution side of
',pﬂ,nt-‘ Aty

the cose—ged, . . ) vy
e dd Ji e ;}%-'bnu’ ! L“‘i{ :
These digressions to suve Pozner continued, with Pat~ u'c':héi_aﬁ—pitching in to help
e Natt-clye” 4

him out. The last of his shysieriny on this qubjau‘?‘f'iﬁ“chout his ever telling or edmitting

the truth,




Epilogue insert after Post, 2

A

St .
is Posner's representation, shysbes=—werded, that there was no disageement at Failure

dnalysis in its bar assassociation presen@tion. Buchanan did not even let him finish
his careful misrepresentotiol, "There's no disagreement on the people who did the study-"

Ihat vias not the issue or the question. Posner refers to the prosecutii,n side only.
They are the ones "who d.'l.l!qJ the study." The other side disproved that "study" as the
Jury reflected in refusing to indict based on it.

Obviously, whel Feilure Anszlysis presented both sides in that mock trial and the
defenge side had only to keep the jury from agreeing with the prosecution, the defense
had no necd to make any sm study and there was the very obvious disagreement between
the two sides, both presented by Failure Analysis.

These are but two of the public exposures of Posner's litersry thievery and his
steadfast refusal to be truthful about it. But so intent is the major media dn lambasting
the people with what in any way supports the official assassinatisn mythology that INBC-
TV arranged for and went ahead with its annownced m‘_::i;-series starring this nonstop
shystering 13‘2:31-, fraud and literary thief.

Such TV endorsements of him and hic dishomest work - gfter he and it were exposed

for what they are!

: W
(Wote %o self: Aat follous in event I did not begin this seetion on Failure Anglysis
with it¥)

Ponser's complaint to the Pogt was over what Jeffry A. Franle, a deputy editor of

its Sunday Yutlook section, seid in his October 31 review in the Post's Sunday pock
-

World gections )
"Posner uces computer enhanced material developed by the San Yrancisco firm Fail-
ure hnalysis. Yet fbger HeCarthy, the firm's CEO (e#e chief executive officer) has
vince expressed outrage over what he calls a 'fundamental misrepresentation' of the
d.ta - ineluding an implication th&t the work was commissioned by Posner."ZnzEactzz
Ecﬂznkhzzmldzzhaz‘éashzngtenzﬁmszész&sangazﬁazﬂ:aarzéhaz‘ Z

ﬂ gl -

Av the very least, NEC's large Washington staf , particu.].arlfj its nne'.fs staff, was
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aware of thesel exposures of Posner's dishonesty and the undependability of his book.
Yet NEC-TV was not a bit discouraged in its W coast-to-coast encif;: mentl of rim
and his boolk for Yebruary, 1994 telecasting.
1 has to have been aware of much more than this that told itp Posner and his
bouk were dishonest and were frauds. But none of this made any difference to NEC.
It, like the other mejor media, has always propmgated the official assassination

mythelogy and it was not going to change end tell the trith,

Or cancel what it expected to make money from airing.



