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Been Solved

BY JOHN KIM
* un ¢ Don't be fooled by Gerald Posner
“the media powers—US News and
iChicago Tribune, CNN, CBS—
book, Case Closed: Lee
* - "Assassination of JFK. Since th
tpublication, Posner and Oswal
‘mews almost as much as Burt most
- ithe publicity stiots, the two are picturec ac]
,_ .{osner looking pensive before a photo of Oswald,
- -whose facel_jlasbeenblcwﬂuptoroughlythc_glzq_gf
/King Kong's. This 1s appropriate, since the book.
. goes beyond the ‘time-honored lone ‘mit charactert:
zation to cast Os :

Tine ‘Ai’*,tr"«?;
or any of
World Report, the
hyping Posner’s new

d have been in the
and Lonl. In o

§

.4
v

ot | Acco

rding to Posner, everything happer
ust the way the Warren ‘

Commission said it dic
K . acting alone, killed the
*iPre changed history, all in the mﬂ‘;‘%
~ what? Nothing really, except personal resentment at
this sorty fate (the history and

&
#ites, ] ) _
: \‘cohl'used. chronically abugiv_e_medlgiwgy. a_cleves
- " psychopath, a “man with a deadly smirk” in the ad
".“’hominem phrase of US News; one who unfortun‘at_g-

a

‘ly was ready, skilled and (corisidering the condition
. +of the weapon) extremely lucky with a rifle. - -
., Remember all that stuff the Warren
Commission and its apologists said that made you
‘;wince, chuckle or seethe in disbelief? Remember all
-~ “jthose insults to’intelligence, credibility ‘and
~_|Newton's second law of motion? The aerial ballet of
the magic bullet? The Rube Goldberg ntricactes 6f
.~the jet effect (the scenario that “proved” that when
< '4JFK's head goes back and to the left, it's not
. because he's been shot from, the' front right-—your.
| /€yes, common sense and the laws of nature be
idamned)? Or the
eliminated by ‘a
:nectio

_second
ns to organized
Remember

o
e N
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those golden oldies? Well, i you

Harvey Oswald and thle :
e _book’s September

d together,

Oswald as & ‘monster of mythic pro- .

one with a penchant for mischief n fall
- bulldings. i T G By R R

claim that the first lone nut was
lone nut, one with no con- '’
ek by . R |

“~book, becausé you_have Ats essence. This boolg
" ‘which establishment commentators find so incis
. - and devastating, contains nothing new other than
load of desperate attitude. It's a rehiash of all thg
',Oswald—didfit—a]onc arguments, . sed up in neg
‘conservative rhetoric and high tech drag.” . -
§ - The publishers make much of the fact tha
, Posner used cotiputer models to plot bullet trajecto
© .ries, etc. This is supposed to dazzle all us te ale}
«peasants and send us puttering, like so many
Jethro Bodines, “Gollleee, ‘Uncle Jed— they's gof
' . _computers!”.. They neglect to tell us that no otheg
layperson, engineer or scientist has duplicated any|
‘of Posner’s vaunted results, a fact that puts his sci.

P o ST

entific credibility goshdarn close to zero.
‘ proponents mentio

4% .7 Nor do Posner and his
;the rule of GIGOegarhage in, garbage out— wh
e g L ._llu:; .._,; e A F

™
1"

0

ANDWow, PRESEVTING- |
THE MAGIC BOLLET/
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every computer wonk knows. That is, before a com-}
"puter can tell you anything, you have to feed it data: 3
and the quality of the answers that come out corre-,
sponds precisely to the quality of the data that goes_
“In. In setting up his model of the bullet’s trajectory,
~the programmer (at the eerily named Failure’
‘Analysis Associates) has to give the computer infor-3
- 'mation with which to work. So along with data
~about vehicles and buildings, heights and speeds, §

' throat. Yet these are the precise points on which th? 1
_ controversy turns and about which there has for ;i

years been sober, educated debate. By telling the 7
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el el R IH
P —R3ga:d1ng Oswalds marksmanship, Posner relles
OMMEN-TATORS FlND SO INCISIVE AN{){ 4| 3] on the Warten testimany of Sgt.xJ Zakiis aitd
 DEVASTATING, CONTAINS NOTHING NEW #*:*| * | Maj. Eugene Anderson. Fowsver, e Sy 16
A f so weak that It inspired scathing criticism, not from
OTHER THAN A LOAD OF DESPERATE 4 || conspiracy theorists, but from the Commission's
A'ITITUDE h‘s A REHASH OF ALL THE 1} own staff. Wesley thLlebeﬂert- th;wyomg lammt eum
‘il many a was the most active an
OSWALD- D'D'IT'ALONE ARGUMENTS N rigorgusgvgeamn staffer, referred to the testimony of
DRESSED UPIN NEOCONSERVATIVE 7| 1] Zahm and Andel?pl;;ﬁﬁ ;“{_3{'?
RHETORIC AND HIGH TECH DRAG. '\' " “ 1 “} The Warren Report addresses Oswald's ‘marksman-
O REEEN e Aty oo et s 3 S ) ship in its fourth chapter. Reading the initial draft of
4l this chapter before the Report's publicatjon, Liebeller
computer ‘that "X is'a wound of entrance,” Posner - was mortified. He wrote a devastating 20 page memo
and company prejudge what is perhaps the key attacking the chapter's onesided,. ca:dstacki
approach to the evidence. M!alaadlng hypotheti
questions were used to elicit statements from Zahm
and Anderson to the effect that Oswald's shots had_
been “easy." contended Liebeller! He pointed out that
both witnesses were asked questions which specified
the distance 'and trajectory of the shots but which
made no mention ‘of theé time'factor. That is, ‘the’
slight compllmuon of pulling off this feat in 5. sec-
left out whcn Messrs, ‘Zahm and

- .c;rg&%}:ﬁwhg‘ﬂi"- :

"wvuldhavcusbelicvethatCaseansedis
test_,and last wordnnthecrlmcufﬂle

. s

. it's the sterolc
“iThus the Commissions portrait of ,_stald

ol o

'nul 4 rr(

spects,,
£ /Besides, t’

: ;diagnose 'a‘ devﬂ. the dcren.ée parades experts who
;,ﬂndmeaccusedto"bcanangcl.andbothsid:sm

4 i !, si¥ey : i 3 4
;f}-'_',.,_ﬁ;rhc Wafrreﬁ 1Rt:pn:m‘. di much ‘the same
,thmg.buttthaseCtosedisamedlcyofoldstan %
-dards. (Evmw‘compumrmodenmganglehasbem 2
" stried befon:. in'a 1988 Nova show.) Thus jiggles in
g theZapmderﬁlmamtmttedm.xtasiftheywmthe
5 ,feat dlscovery and an lnfamble guide. But thejig—




‘conclusion that Oswald was a "good shot" was based
“solely on the testimony of these two men, neither of
whom had ever set eyes on Oswald. And they based
their assessments not on any direct observation, but
strictly on scores from two Marine Corps firing tests,
each ofwhlchOswald tookln the late fiftles..s 1= v
T e it R T )
Poaner l’udgee thls. rl:fcrring ‘to Zahm as the “NCO in.
.charge of the marksmanship training unit,” and
quoting him as saying, "In the Marine Corps, he is a
‘good shot.” This makes it sound like Zahm had
some famillarity with Oswald, as if he had been the
NCO in charge of Oswald's military unit, whereas in
fact Zahm was In charge of the overall program in
marksmanship at the Marine Corps School; and had
‘no particular familiarity with Oswald.; When Zahm'
says "he Is a good shot,” he Is speaking purely in the:
abslract. and his use of the present tense is_the
tipoff. He is saying, In effect, “Given these scores,” he
(L.e.. anyone with ouch scorco] would rate as a good
shot.l, (s, e R Lt L e AR
£ Bk antnbnily ¥ |

e riading . el
. Posner cmphaslzcs the second and lower of
Oswald' two scores, his 1959 score of 191, whlch
'qualified him as a “marksman.] Posner. must like
the sound of the term “marksman,”, I:n.;..auae the:
reallty of all this Is rather’ embarranlng
+Marksman™ is the lowest possible rating in, the
MarlneCorpe and the mlnlmumsoorefor ttal.nmg
it is.190. Even the Warren Report characterizes 191'
as the score (quoting the Marine Corps Personnel
Office) of a'*poor shot.” [fuebelh:r@- ‘worrled by
his own Commission’s accoun{' hat would he say
about Posner? = . : 1_:
A B e -
And returning to Llebeller- hia memo, also pomted
out_the Report's deliberate neglect of nee that
Oswald was an extremely poor shot. Some of this
came from indlviduals like Nelson Delgado who
—apolo%es to the gods of abstraction— actually
serued with Oswald. And some camg from Yuri
Nosenko, the supposed Soviet defector, whose prof-
fered _KGB file put Oswald the rifleman in the same
mtegoxy say, asBameyFlfe.Muchllknhlspmde-
“cessors, Posner makes no mention of any of this,
even though elsewhere— when the subject is Oswald-
as-psycho— Nosenko is quoted verbatim and at
length. Finally, Liebeller's memo (which had little
effect on the final Report) pointed out that Zahm and
Anderson had bccn callcd to testify in late July
1964, more than a month after the close of the
investigation. Liebeller's conclusion, paraphrased by
Edward Epstein: “The date these witnesses testified
suggests that they were called for.‘thaq express pur-,
pose of characterizing these shots as ° aasyshdta
Wcll thataonewaytocloseacaae. 5D

_-On p 74, Posner mentlons Spns T. Ra.lkin the
representative of the Traveller's Ald Soclety whom
the State' Department dispatched to meet the
Oswalds when they returned from Russia in July
1962, Researchers have wondered about the choice
of akr-n apparent layma.n ukn Ralkin when cold war
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ers; the ‘'shot could line up. the cvidcncc does not '

POSNER—L[KE ALL WARREN APOLOGISTS'
TODAY WITH THE POSSIBLE EXCEPTION;
OF GERALD FORD—ADMITS WHAT CRITICS
LONG HAVE KNOWN, THAT THE CIA AND FBI
'uso TO THE WARREN COMMISS]ON

_MANIPULATING AND DERAILING ITS

INVESTIGATION. ONE MIGHT THINK THAT _
_SIMPLE AR]THMEI'IC woum APPLY HERE.
TLET'S SEE: THE WARREN REPORT, MINUS ;.
“THE TAINTED EVIDENCE OF THE FBI AND :5;3.}
ClA LEAVES——WHAT"_ ANSWER NOT MUCH

1

Pt S s

ST v i Er -

“gle theory—the hotion that perceptlble Jerks in the

film are traceable t6 ‘cameraman Abraham =
Zapruder, who shook involuntarily in reaction ok

~ each shot, this occurrence 'making the jlgg’leﬁ'iah"'
lndex of the number of shots fired— has beer
Jaround a long whﬂe 'Furthermore, the Jiggle ph
nnmenonhasbegnreadindiﬂ'eﬁngbut persuasﬁ;'g
“ways. Robert Groden, working for the Housé Se i
Committee On ‘Aésassinations; used it to sync )
t.he sounds of Jfour shots with the film. Posneﬁ‘ll;
enamored of the jiggle factor because a Jiggle a
frame IBOallowshnntoclaknashotisﬂred
thantheConmissionhasOswaldﬂﬂng musldea
“was first proposed by Commission critic Sylvla

- Meagher in the mid 60s.) This in turn allows Posner - -

_ theé near-impossible span of 6 seconds to the vast.
" commiodious huxury of 8 or $o seconds. This 8'seé:
‘ond ‘span is supposed to make Oswald's a]leged
~ feal-2 hits in an incredibly short period under the
" ‘most strenuous conditions-more, well, possible. ' ¢
%547 Leaving aside the question of whether a 2
“second difference makes shooting from the sixth -
floor a cakewalk, we should note that many things
in this world— outhouses in orbit, for example— are
possmm This, however, does not mean they're at all -
probable and it certaln.ly doesn’t prove thcy hap-
pened- R ey
LT Thig emphasjs on the possfble 1S another old
“saw. When it comes to issues like the magic bullet's
_trajectory, the rifle’s recycling time, or Oswald’s -
“presence on the second floor 90 seconds after the
shootlng—Le any ‘scenario that might support the
Oswald-did-it-alone view—the apologists apply a = -
‘standard of evaluation that is very generous, The: -
maglc bullet scenario is possible, say the oomput-r-;-

“to cxpand the lone gunman's killing window from. -
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* sadly, a necessity.) Photo records of the scene like *

- eyed reporter types like PBS's Robert MacNeil as

~ ‘well as numerous police officers— professionals "
. trained to comprehend gunfire and its reverbera~ :

' medical personnel about entrance ‘wounds i the *

: oftheseshots thefom‘thune camefmmthegmssy

mg drummer Steve Barber was surprised to hear

policy ‘maridated that aryone' returning froni'the
Soviet Union be debriefed by government officials.”
Some researchers have found an apparent answef in
Raikin's €onnections to political organizations nét’
' mentionéd 'in ‘the Warren Report. In"3 note, Posner
comments that Jim Garrison eharacterizes Rafkin as
Secretary-General of the friends of Anti-Bolshevik
Naﬂons. exg;mp hooked into ‘both- US intelli ence
and the me right wing of European ‘politics.’
But,’ sayd” Posner, Garrison supplies no citation 'for’
this' claim.* Maybe not, but numerous other writers
do 'cite th&gource, a fact that puts in question’
Poener'ee mastexyofhjssubect.'meclaxm

alg tdva.nced by Peter Dale Scott in his
Nav 1973 nmparts article, *From Dallas To'
Watergate*#Aside from being one of the most ¢lear™
headed "furmldable and respected assassination’
researchers, 'Scott is also a university

cols. It would be iriteresting to see Posner challenge
Scott, ' but’pii& gets the sense that Posner Is less’
interested in the issiiés than in'plc klngmthe eas|-
est targetsiidele sl tounilambnal sl sl
3 “ nmdﬂ'& ,b.}' l]“§l‘, {‘,xﬂ."’fﬁ gty e S50 éf 5[3
—quiier‘ nts the ‘photograph of Gen. ' Walker's
backyard which Oswald allegedly took while casing
the"jolnf”ifnd which'was found among Oswald's

‘IThe*photo ‘shows a ‘57 Chevy in the‘drlve—

amm“verslon of the photo, there is' g

hgg“;w ‘where the auto’s lleense’bla

eee:ma abltodd but’ things’ geth_ui

d!sproue it; it can’t be ruled out.
+"' %'~ On the other hand, whenthe apologistsdea]
with evidence that would support, say, a shot from’
the grassy knoll— Le., evidence they don't like—they
apply a very strenuous standard. There is no evt-
dence that conclusively proves a grassy knoll shot.
Well, neither is there any absolute evidence proving
the single bullet theory. But the double standard, -
with its equivocal language, tnplicitly favm's the oﬂl-
cial view, e
Regarding the grassy knoll, Posnet’s stmtegy
is to cast certain witnesses—typically those like
Beverly Oliver or Ed Hoffman who can be most easi--
ly discredited—as de facto representatives of the
very possibility of a grassy knoll shot. Thus, when'
he has cast doubt on the clatms of, say, Beverly -
Oliver . Posner pretends he has devastated the
whn]esecondgunmanhypoﬂmsis fai o b el s TR
* But the second gunman theory doesn't need
Beverly Oltver. (I could have begun the preceding '
sentence with "needless to say”; but Posner's "
omnipresence in the mass media makes the saying, .

the Nix film show a horde of people running tmme-
diately to the knoll. Amnngmiscrowdaresharp—

tional properties. And of course there's the Zapruder .
film, back and to the left; the splattered outriders to "+
the limousine's rear; the testimony from Parkland .,

Tbm‘:gh *pl;oto 1s small, oné thing Is per-
fectly "Ihe*]icenne’“"’late has ot be_en'g&aed ‘
en Tise to queéstions;
aﬁ'indeed-]t ld, ‘This 18 o “problem for’, go.nef
thotigh}'whe 'simply ‘asserfs, ‘like'Lewls "Carroll’
Humpty] ty;. that, this isn't o, that the ucsﬂsie
plate, even in’ theOswald desk shot, ‘was already ¢ut
out."As 1 write this, I am lJooking at the two photos
{they i:‘b"f‘eb:ﬁtea i Robert Groden's The Killing' of
A Presideni), In dne there Is a crater where a license
plate’ shotild: bei 1n"one’ there {s ‘not." My Wife and
neighbor verify this_ I guess we necd some of those

r glasses. :
gﬁ!mgja ﬁ‘!n‘;-h.n‘ »‘.smf t“'!'& !t"' i 4 ';K!'mm xn'f

—Moreé br zenly éven than the 'Warren Re]gort
Posrier parades Howard Brennan'as the key witness
in“Dealey’Plaza, "this ‘despite Brennan's lnabﬂlty
identify Oswald Ih"a police lineup and Warren staffer
Ball's' crmclam. internal to'the Commission, of
Brennan's testimony. Posner tries to refute criticism
that has pointed to Brennan's poor eyesight:’ he was
fmghmuyu Posner, ‘an asset in eyeballing the
sniper's nest. More ‘pertinent though is the fact that
in a March: 1984recomtmcﬁonofthe assassination,’

Badtroubleseelnganysortofﬂm!n the
sixth floor window. Posner makes no mention’ of this,’
but then as'we have seen, he has vision problems of

front; to say nothing of the House Committee's *
acoustics evidence, -+ -izodn YaS s anohefer e
120t ¢ But as you mlght guess, 'the acoustics evi-
dence is dismissed out of hand by Posner. He uses :
the same lame rationale the National Academy of
‘Sclences used, in 1982, to refute the Committee's * -
evtdence a rock drummert'rom Ohlo sald it was

wrong.

'I'hls debate concerns the police dictabelt
recording which was found by the Committee's.
experts to have recorded at least four rifle shots in
Dealey Plaza around 12:30 pm. Furthermore; said
the scientists, there was a 95% probability that oné

lmoIl iE EEYE vEns b
Scmttrnzdng a published copy of the record-

what sounded like a voice underneath the gunfire
saying, "Secure the area.” This was a police com-
mand that is documented as going out around
12:31 or 32, after the shots had ceased. Lone lay-
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—In dl,acusslng Garrlaon s case. Ponncr brings up
Gordon Novel, whom Garrison fingered as a CIA
expert with knowledge of a plot. With the
gall that is his calling card, Posner says nope, sorry,
wrong; Novel was never a CIA agent. This however
flies in the face of statements attributed to Novel and
his lawyer, and it definitely contradicts the New
Orleans States-Item of April 25, 1967, which report-
ed that Novel “told a number of friends and inti-
mates that he was a CIA operative and will use this
role to battle Carrison's charges.? Then there is the
tricky matter; omitted by Posner but reported by §
columnist Jack Anderson on August 15,1974, of
Watergate: Novel allegedly conspired with Nixon J-
hatchetman Charles Colson to_erase the incriminat- §-
ing White House tapes using a high, tech gizmo.
Finally, there Is Novel's appearance on.a January
1993 Frontline detailing J. Edgar Hoover's secret life.
Here, Novel describes, on camera, being
mail material on Hoover by.CIA superspy. James.
Angleton Clearly Gordon Novel is the most
guyn.WhatcouldJlmGardaonhavebeenthmk

ﬁ |

given black-

r""..,

—Again llke th,e Warren Gnmmlaaum‘.

heavily on the testimony of Marina Oswald, particu.
the case ﬁor Oswnld as lon¢ nut.
But both Warren and House,,Committee utaﬂ'en
upressed the gravest doubts about her testl.mo
which seemed to change with_the weather. In
words of Commission staffer Norman Redlich,
“Marina Oswald has lied to the. Secret Service; the
FBI and this Commission’ repentedly on matters
which are of vital concern to_the
try and the world." Moreover, thetelnMarlnao 1988
interview with Ladies’ Hm
repudiates her earlier testimony, says she was in
idated and coerced and asserts her b¢llef
Oswald was a patsy. But the way Posner treau
Marina's testimony, you'd t!}lnk ne, onq,hnq ever
m.lned an eyebruw about ll. 3

‘of this coun-
; wherein she

B%

—And'when Posner lsn't relylng on Ma.rlna. he‘-
quoting her mouthpiece. Patricia McMillan.
McMillan’s book Marina and Lee purports_to accu-
rately recreate Intimate details of the Oswalds’' mar-
ried life, as well as the mental states and conversa-
tions of Marina and Lee. However, other than the
supposed word of the problematic Marina, the book,
to use a phrase beloved by Posner. provides no _cors
roboration. Then there is McMillan herself, whose
unusual history has been noted by more scrupulous
researchers, She Just happened to tum up a tourist
in early sixties Russia, coincidentally meeting and

ewing a young American defector named Lee
Oswald. Later fate anointed her spokesperson for
Marina. All this and a CIA grouple too. In the words
of Anthony, Summers: “McMillan has testified that
aheneverworbdfortthlA.Hmm she applied
for work at the CIA in 1952, was debriefed by the
Agency In 1982 after a Suvlct trip. nnd has provlded

“ tests; they simply embraced Barber's assertion and s {5

" It was a convenient way for Ed Meese's Justice
. Department to get off the hook: no acoustics cvl

_ lined computer lab; they involved painstaking reen- :

mdlovel P-u-, roB ::ms, st. unn-, Mo szm‘_'. 4

manBarberpmmtedhisﬁndtotthAS who had.
been assigned by the Reagan Justice Depamnent to
review the acoustics evidence. Common sense, said
the NAS, tells us that if the voice command of 12:31
is simultaneous, on the tape, with the sound of the:
shots, those sounds must not be shotsi
(Interestingly, the same people who here tell us”
common sense is the key have for years been telling -
us that, when looking at the Zapruder film, common

sense doesn‘t count.) i ;’ :

)4 ‘I‘hercare hawcvcr nthcrwaysto account i -
for this mix of sounds (needle skippage or tape’’ :
_print-through, for example) that don't rule out what'
the experts said was undoubtedly the sound ofrtﬂe'“
fire on the tape. But the NAS and the Justice

. Department obligated to review the HSCA evidence. =
did not do the scientific thing, ie., conductﬁ:r&mr";

1.1sed11;1totflla’.missthe:acoust:lc:e;<-,-vidtma::t:axalnval,t_rgl_f’f:é;?it

dence. no conspiracy; no need to do adamnthmg
. But the House Committee ﬁndlngs we

F,v.

Commlttee'stmtswerenotccnﬂnedtosomeplus_b

actments in Dealey Plaza. And, unlike Posncr’s'cum-.*
« puter results, the acoustics findings were verified by
. two independent studies and two sets of experts..’ i

‘:_ and criteria. If Posner or the NAS were serious | ¥

_about evaluating such evidence, they would conduct
"some serious tests. But these ministers of science 3
" march to a different drummer, oncmstepwiththelr A
. preconceived agenda. i it na e s At e
# i And the doublethink doesn't stop there.
. Posner—like all Warren apologists today with the’
possible exception of Gerald Ford— admits what crit-
ics long have known, that the CIA and FBI lied to

. the Warren Commission, manipulating and derail-
Ang its investigation. One might think that simple

arithmetic would apply here. Let's see: the Warren
Report, minus the tainted evidence of the FBI and

+ CIA, leaves—what? Answer: not much. But Posner,
- the apostle of science, is undeterred by such a cal-

culus. No, despite a CIA/FBI coverup (which was, of
course, innocuous and benign), the Commission -
somehow stumbled onto the truth— Oswald did it

. alone—in this matter. 'I'hey were that honorable. y
these honorable men. <1 *.éwn a0 e
‘Ihistouchingfatthhmﬂidalbodlcscxtmds

in'Case Closed, beyond the Warren Cummission




- involvement in the assassination. But even a moder- 13

r,a Soviet mole within the Agency. The Nosénkoéase 4
~ was, to coin a phrase, closed in the mid 70s. 'Ihisk
¢had little to do with any certamtyﬂbout Noscnkos B

the FBI and ‘the CIA to includc even the’ KGB T
Posner relies heavily on the word of Yuri Nosenko, a
KGB agent who turned himself over to the CIA in -
1964, 2 months after the assassination. Nosenko '
claimed to be a defector, dissatisfled with life in the -' 7
Soviet Union. He also claimed to have handled
Oswald’s file while Oswald was in Russia. The KGB,
claimed Nosenko, had ng contact with and lndeed i
no interest in Lee Harvey Oswald. 5’ i s Dsils &6 :‘ {
In the CIA of the cold war 60s, Nasenkos
claims were dynamite. In ways too complex to " 7
explain here, they played into existing agendas and
phobias within the Agency. Suffice it to say virtually |
no one believed Nosenko. A hardline faction, led by .‘
CIA Counterintelligence Chief James Angleton, held
that Nosenko was a plant sent to disguise KGB

ate faction found most of Nosenko's claims—bath i
‘about Oswald and other matters— dubious; the .
moderates stmply ascribed nothing sinister to this™ *"
fact. In the moderates’ view Nosenko was menda- “
clous and desperate but basically well-meaning, a““'
boozy bureaucrat willing to say anythmg if it might 1
gethimoutaftheevﬂempire. AR TR T t.
« The war over Nosenko wmtonfor 10 years v;

- and tore the Agency apart. Tt mvolved isolation and 3‘
_-mterrogaﬂnn techniques that seem ught out of The

“claims and much to do with exasperatlon about
‘Angleton’s. When it was all over, Angleton had been ' i
fired, the moderates had won and Nosenko was g
declared a genuine defector and qade an’ ofﬂcer in -

- the CIA. g e M B ‘*ﬂ BN """"iP &1_.5 %._a'sﬁ-_ e h this bi

.frlendsmthe CIA doubted, isaeccptedbyPosneras
gospel. The same goes for retired KGB Colonel
Maxim Nechiporenko, who was stationed at the

embassy in Mexico City when Oswald allegedly visit- “ ?*“'
ed there in September 1963. Like Nosenko, T

Nechiporenko says the KGB viewed Oswald as a

possible provocateur and a deﬂnlte nutcase and "f )

steered clear. -, aty s s T
- Fine, butwhatlsthewordd‘sumeonellke'
. Nechiporenko worth? He was renowned in Mexico ,'.'_v.
as a master of intrigue and deccpﬂon. Back in the .
not-too-distant days of the Cold War. establishment "
types like Posner would have regarded such a Soviet
as the evil empire incarnate. Now, in the post-Cold
War thaw, he has an American literary agent and
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.,'hy ‘e'néﬁﬁ:ase Closed, it seems like Wayne's
World. The Appendlx “Non-Mysterjous ‘Mystery "
Deaths,™ finds Posner draingd-of debating tricks and
reduced to shouting "Censpiracy...NotI".in heavy
metal tones, Certainly some of these dcathsa.measl
ly expt;‘alned Moreover, one could, erase them all

from _and ‘still have enough tr:m.{l

for a hundred masonahle doubts. But it is the height
of chutzpah<or hystefia— to assert (with virtually no"
contextual packground) that the deaths of Sam
Glancana, Johnny Roselli, George deMorenschildt,
Eladio del Valle and David Ferrie are not at least
suspicious and worthy of a pause.’Here again,’
Posner's instinct for obfuscation comes to the fore.!
Regarding Glanéana., Roselll and deMorenschildt,
Pomerm]msnnment!nnofthel’actthataﬂ three

tte'e‘s‘;;f hout what? .‘Oh, nothing much, g.uat
certalnearly} es ‘assassination ‘plots. This'
ﬂot is,“;ll,ln 1g, but at theveryt P‘::ant‘
the Mn we terestl.ng. But I re ner,
dtxeinylg allud thlufact,hcde?:mtm
nt!empt ol s qtralned rel‘utatlom ‘Oh well. |
our ease, b/ ik i vy "’f""’if‘t
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‘and the hnn'or the horrm’?
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. gument Rush L!mbaughls
"ﬁ_v&;an know what a Young Soul -
¢ ’stock rlght wing atrategy

n:ussed with the usualpsychologml explanattan of
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thetr appeal: They answer our need to find meaning -
in events. In fact, says Posner, there is no such -
meaning in events, and conspiracy’ is anal-
ogous to the religious thought of primitives.” In thJs
view, conspiracy is the opium of the people. it s@
balm for those not tough-minded enough to
world where shit just happcns and political leadcss
just up and die. - s

" * - However, the appeal’ of theo!

view has its own dubious appeal, t . American
myth of the individual and his supmé'nﬁpdr;‘amc.
In this Great Man view, history is the function
personaltty and its mystcnes Such

groups, and downplays context; At
, ovcrs!mpllﬁcatlon. at its worst it's h
magazme’ o
Jaif Besides, the Osw
ﬁun for the people. 1t is ver} cumf—
a‘bsolvm us of any rcsponsibﬂitymfnpl_ :
to question power and its ‘workings
'z’ But cutting off questl
purposé tn Case Closed. He'
terested party. calmly evalu

,t:

openness and the spirit ofmq hy“b%fcase

is about clostire, of the most align it

shut the door, shut off discussion
- Our
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Its nearest cousins are The Real Anita Hill and the
works of D'Souza, Medved, Roiphe and company.
We might call this genre “The Empire Strikes Back,”
most of its stars having been seduced by the dark
side of the force. Many are the rewards awaiting the
young writer willing to sell out truth to shore up
‘conservative hegemony. And this is why Posner’s
‘picture is everywhere, even though his book is so
B A Q‘LA"D LG
Compare the Posner medla blitz to the cover-
age, thirteen years ago, of the House Select
Committee on Assassinations. At that time, the
Committee released its finding of a “probable con-
spiracy” in the murder of the Presldentr: The

Committee's report fingered Oswald, but ‘said he -

was part of a larger plot. The report implied that
this larger plot involved mobsters, probabiy anti-

* Castro Cubans and possibly individuals connected

to U.S. intelligence. However, It said, the identifica-
tion of these other conspirators would require” more

time andﬁmding asthe Commltteehadmn:mtaf'
: both T T 1T ;
e 'I‘hlsastomshmg conclusum came attheend -
* of the longest and most in-depth invcstigatlon to
date. Yet the play it got in the mainstream media— 2
. in journals like USNewsandtheTrib—wasvirEually i3
nil. To this day; few Americans know what the' 5
House Committee found. I suppose a hype of Posrier . :
proportions might. have been out of the question,”™

SRR

but the conclusions of the House Committee were -
" hardly cdvered at all, But then, the House
Cumnutteesverdlctwas caseopen -‘-' “‘f”--f»
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T'hlrd pnnbng ﬂrsl time in paperback

"AIDS AND THE
DOCTORS OF DEATH
by Alan Cantwell Jr., M.D.

The underground bestseller that
explains why AIDS is a man-made
disease with a genetically-engineered,
laboratory-produced virus. Thoroughly

researched and documented.

$12.00 postpaid.
~ Available through
Aries Rising Press
... P.O.Box 29532
~_Los Angeles, CA
... 90029-0532
. Also available toll free

(800) 356-9315
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