Dear Jerry, 9/1/94
In my Case Cpen I refer to “.rald Posner as a shyster, a literary thief, a lmow /¢

linr and a man who has trouble telling the truth even by accident.

The sole pe:-pense defense he is able to make in the Anchor reprint of his kmmscmzly

we admittedly mistitled Case “losed is, in full:
the -
"Harold Weisberg, one of the dseans oﬁipénspiracy press, found his first publisher

(he had previousls self-published @ix conspiracy books) to bring out a book titled
Case Upen, a broadside attack attempting to climinish" the impact of my work." (xiii-xiv)
He also suys my salss were "dismal". (451)
ind he refers to limself as "the Salmon Rushdie of the assassination world."(page xiv)
He ig in fact its Clifford Irving!
Carroll & Graf is in Tact my sizth publis@er. Edit%Pns of several of my books have
been publri-ahed cottercially 13 times, i L-"U—? i u/b?,
Rather than being the Tirst by Carroll & Graf it is the third they published, with
the Tourth sc;}‘}zduled for Barch.

—_—

liy Uhiteuash, the “eport in the Warren Report, rather than having e "disual"

sale vont throush five of my oun printings, the cmallest of over 5,000 copies and the
last o over 8,000 in only a feu mont}m'bofore Dell's first oi; four reprintings of it
sas of 250,800 copiese (How "dismal" can sales be when that one Dell edition was ever so
much larger than all of Random House's printings of Poasner's book?)

‘-'ﬂl:i_“:gfila was also published in England and in Ttaly. It would have been published
in Germany, ton, il that publisher's mail had not been intercepted. Hogﬁ of it ever
r~-ched nes /‘/T er ’j';j'uf,”:_.-/-—/{é‘}

One change Posner had to make for the Anchor reprint was with one of his plagiarismg
from the werk of Failure bnalysis Associates. I exposed that in Case Open inclur*ing with
.ﬂicttcr to me. (pages 99-04) In his lengthy footMote on page 317 he still fzils to
aclnowleldge that he did plagiarize that work and he grossly misrepresents the side of

that work be pretended did not e:xist, the defense side, as the letter to me leaves without



any wuestion at alls Rondom House defingés plagiarism as,

" . Apprapriation or i@#itation of the language, ideas and thoughts of another
author and representation of them as one's original work; 2, Something appropriated and
precented in this manner."

s particular Posner plagiarisn was so successful the fhiladelphia Inguirer
ran ail editorial praising him folir going to all that trouble and expense.

Random House definds shyster as,

™. 4 lavyer who uses wiprofegsional or guestionbble methods; 2. One who gets along
by sharp practise."

llere is what I urote about JEm this (page 173) that is one &f the innumerable proofs
that Posner is a shyster and what forced him to his further indulgence of that pg his
tany skills lor misrepresentation i¥ which he still does not admit that he used that

work as his own:

There are few people bolder than Posner in his dishonesty,
few who respond to criticism by making personal attacks on
those who criticize him more than he does.

One of the many illustrations of this is when Dr. Cyril Wecht,
to Posner's face on CNN, said that Posner had used Failure
Analysis’s work as his own. Posner launched a false and a
personal, attack on Wecht instead of addressing the obvious
truth Wecht spoke. That was, as Wecht soon proved, a false
attack—another Posner lie. But in responding to Posner's false
attack Wecht used up all the time, Posner got away with it and
was even able to add to his lies that Wecht had *‘distorted™ in
telling the literal truth.

Posner got away with the same thing in a letter to the Wash-
ington Post's weekly Book World section. In a perceptive re-
view, reporter Jeffrey Frank had noted the same factual and
truthful criticism that Posner used Failure Analysis’ work as his
or for-him. Here is Posner’s response, which is not only not a
response but is a carefully-designed lie: the Post accommodated
him by publishing it in its December 12, 1993 issue:

*“The insinuation that I claimed that FAA's enhancements
were commissioned for the book is false. In the book, the cita-
tions to FAA's work and Dr. Piziali's testimony refer to the
1992 ABA mock trial which is a matter of public record.”

In this Posner intended to lie, having no real choice.

There is no mention in his book of the American Bar Associa-
tion or its mock trial or of “‘testimony’’ there by Piziali!



%)

If Posner had mentioned any of that he could not have gotten
away with his studied pretense that all that work was for him.
That the mock trial was a matter of public record is irrelevant.
Posner’s shyster-like reference to it here s to say that he told
all of that in his book, which he did not.

Had he, he would have exposed himself and his book and
he would have killed it in the writing.

He is clever at such deceptions and his practise of them
never ends,

{(Dr. Robert Piziali phonied up the obviously faulty *EXE prosecution side of the
C a4l
case that was presented to the American ;_';Par Associationrcgnvention as an illustration

. L gl
of hov lavyers can use modern technologies. Posner demonstrates how lawyers amd mis-

use those technologids.)

The plagiarirm is one of the two bases for Posner's work. The other is his represen-
tation that Ugwald vas a born assassin awaiting his historic moment. His source on this
is a Hew York shrinly Yr. Renatus Hartogs. Hartogs exzamined Osvald as a little b? truant
for How Yorlk City,

# Posner and his Random Houce editor, Boh}' ?oomis, who is also its executive editor

X
and viece precident, both insist that lthis new psychological vrsion of Oswald is what is
Lin s
most important in their Dboolk. He is Posner's sole basis for it from both editions:

Hartogs's diagnosis was “personality pattern disturbance with
schizoid features and passive-aggressive tendencies. Lee has to
be seen as an emotionally, quite disturbed youngster who suf-
fers under the impact of really existing emotional isolation and
deprivation, lack of affection, absence of family life and rejec-
tion by a selfinvolved and conflicted mother.”® Although
Hartogs thought he “was quite clear” in emphasizing Oswald's
potential for violence by “the diagnosis of passive-aggressive,”
he did not explicitly state it since that would have mandated
institutionalization. Instead, he recommended that Oswald be
placed on probation so long as he was under guidance, prefera-
bly from a psychiatrist.* (N &Lﬁfﬂ [ 7\“

This is in the reprint aft er Posner read what I wrote about it fn cgge Open:
P "Posner Legins his book with his f'abrication that Osuald was that bornsssassin.

at the very outset, in carrying this fiction foruird, he says that Oswald was so pleased

e S . - b it . "
with himself alter assassinating the President he 'smirked' repeatedly. Posner repeat-



edly § seys that, using That word tidice on page 4 alone, for example.
L (aveded
"I 1§ vechakd all Posner's sources out. Like Renatus Hirtogs. Posner cites theiw
Lo Lew ) : .
Uassren gorviiscion testimony. Hot one of his claimed sources used that word or cven sug-—

T u
rested it!(page 174)

Aft ¢fr having his deliberate lie called to his attention in Case Open, FPosner

1
1'1peats it in fhig reprint.

That same question-came up before the Warren Cgmmission. Wesley Liebeler is the
{ péingded
Com dgsion ('ho questihoned Hartogss . '

F

Mr. Ligngrer. It would not appear from this report that you found any hndi-
entlon in the eharneter of Lee Oswald at that thme that would Indicate this pogsi-
ble violent ontburst, I8 there?

1or, Tanroos. I dldn't mention 1t in the report, and 1 wouldn't reenll It now.

Mr. Lignzier. 1F you would have found It, you would have wentioned I o (he
report?

Dr. Hawroas. I wonld have mentioned it; ves. 1 Just hmplied it with e
ilnenosia of pnesive-nggressive, It means (hat we are denling here with n
voungster who was hiding bebind n geemingly pussive, defnehed facnde npgres-
gion hostitiy. T mean (his Is what 1 (hought was quite clear. 1 dil not say
that be had nssaultive or homieldal potentink,

Mr. Lignener. And In fact, ng we remil throngh the report, there 14 no mentlon
of the worids “Ineiplent sehizophrenic™ or “polentinily dangerons” o the report.

D, Hanroos. Noi T don'l know where ghe hna it from, but [hese are my words,
1 use IL I olher reports, hut here it is not.

Posner did guote Hartogs'
‘,'_ 15
this page,.in Vgolume 8, page 221,

Commission testimony— iboth sides of this page but not

The report referred to is the one Posner claimg as his source!

If when Posner was here and b.ud feee and unsupervised access to all my files he had

looked in my Uartogs file he weuld have lorrned,sssuming he did not already know it, that

# d . a buﬂ‘luﬂ .
artogs is onc of those shrinks who got freesex from his ewman patients. Free to him,
i

that ise They peid him for it!

Until, that s, he was foreed in court to pay one oé those Womez;% $350,000 for it,
d¥ no th Uou Tork Yimes of ‘arch 25 and TIIE magazine dated March 20, 1975, buoth reported,

. cuitd C@f‘”ﬁw

he totality of deliberate errvor (in Posner's formule bock—- he even aflmitted he

[t ’—.‘-\ b
3a¥ a m}‘l‘;et created for that side by the dhver jtone movie JFK -vil'l\;'he formula c;‘.l“'_::d‘iéch
required disié?nesty ~¥ io the only thing that made Bé.élngtle book possible, as L document
i

in Case UvensCoge Open vwhich he read and is not truthful about in his rperkwkx. lies about

it,a few of which we have seeg above. My original mmuscript was of at least 200,000 wlels



When I decided! that enough iz enough, without exhausting the opportunities the totality

of Feener's deliberate lying and misprepresentations afford.

yiy Fefles

There is one,'-’ﬁowever, ﬂmzhﬂamnﬁkwsﬁtzxdma
that is toc rich to overlool.

Pogner and Random Hou'e both boasted of his use of modern teclmologies not available

Yo the Comnission. Ungf reprint pogs 320 he refers to some of these as "enhancements "

GFu
of the lame! amabeur movie taken by Abraham Zaprider. -#n his account of how he discoveed

hia alloged timine of the shosting in those "enhancementd" there and on the next POgC.
I cite the reprint, which iz identical with the hardback on this, because after

Ly PR

the harlback ge oul and while Posner. was @ correcting innumerable minor errors he
mode no clhrnge in this, !

and that “é’;ﬂ I exposed it in Qasfe Open (,-pegeﬂ-é&-é (28-9) as cribbed from the
m@z inaccurate work oi' a f 15-year-old boy!

‘hen that boy, éavid Lu:i.;’ s was a freshman at Sroun Universoty he wrote a lengthy

a{;ﬁicle on his assassination rescarch. It was syndicated by the Los éngeles E’:j,zt_lg_s_a.

Luig is from that area.
/.

If this ic not e oush M a s&lf—portpray‘yﬁy Posner, what makes it even worse is
that he not only did not use any "enhancements" other than of what Lui wrote, he did
uot even cxamine that film itself s

O ',Jm il 9
L'ui’é‘ said What he saw in ¥ he saw witfl the naked eye, no/if' computer enhancement"

porner claims he used.
: Posner bases his tuw from all of this on his saying that a 10-yuar-old girl .it—
in shown o react to the first shot fired in the assassination by turning %ooldng at
it allepged source, the sixth floor of the Tems Hchool Bock éepository.

@& She does not!

Because ol thé cizwe curve of £lm Street at that point, without precise analysis =

hich is ot ncedod}it is not possible to gy with complete accur‘ﬁy where she is locking.

Bub Lhe film shows her leooldng not upward at all and eilher to the Presidential limousine



or over it toward the éx-assy Jémoll.

Az I szid in _@_‘_a_sg Open, besides referring to Posner as a shysterﬁﬂ plagiarist, a
liar who has tvouble tellins the truth even by sccident and other no more complimentary
thinga, his is the most deliberately dishoMest of all the many books that commercialized
and exploited the JFK assassination.

lle has made no complaint or geprotest to me, no¥ has his publisher or any lawyer
spealdng for either of thems

dnd nov he c:hm bvms my Cage Ccen against him all over again in his reprfint

pfngHJ ind st
in uliich he did makes chnfiges, one cited above based on my exposure of him and

-y .
lies, whils leavin - those,lies I exposed in his reprintd ot and ""’”‘;h“"’?‘fﬂ
llo hnd no choice, If he climinated what I referred to as his deliberate lies and
mispepresentations he would not hrve had any book remaining at all.
It iy that deliberately dishonest.
Salmon Rushdie?
Eove over and make room for the new Hehamp, Clifford Irving!

R

As so olton happens, Jea:'ry , as L urote this it grew into what ,i_j..hope some publication
can get interested ine It is, I think, the major publolshing scandal of our time- and ei-
eopt in oy boo}' ‘ln.ch he camnot and thus does not dare try to 1'ei'u.te it is unknoun and

unre portod.
vl ¢

Ia'dy in thn event yﬁ/ may kmow someone in Hew York who might be interested, that
althourh + did not check my copies of the Zapruder f£ilm, having given them and all my
sli:l,:uf‘i:hat I used in appearantes, aleong wit];g my other movies, to Hood Upllege, here

2ll my vecords will be, a man who read Lase Open sent me a slow-mothon version ol' the
Bopruder film )for regearch oi a YUR cassette. He studied it. I did not, not necding to
notle His mtewpxel:ah.on is that the girl and others are actually lookdng towamd that

lmolls lle is Richard éarrsll, 76-23 73 Pl,, Glendale, NY 11385.

Detlors roturning it to Harrell, I loaned it to Hood, which has a dub in the library



for stulnts to unes L knou i‘lli\q:ﬂ antecedents and in fact go into that in my almost
el foletely dreftey Incide the JFX Assasgination Industry.

It was made professionally for the man who stole from NBC-TV its print that was
maide ei’her from +lie original or from one made from the original. So, it is quite clear.
It may also interest you to lmow that in an unsuccessful lawsuit filed against

; . | W cii- L :
Posner and 1 over the wiauthorized use ol n(fa:-.ce in on ad g affidavit coming en-
rirely fron Case Wien uas used to refubte the cheap trick used to influence the judge,
miving lvim a copy of Case Clpged - nd o thick stack o;_*‘ reviews praising it. By those none
ol whem chocked 'dum ouhe There was not even a gesture at refuting that affidavit. And it
ia writion as vigorously as my book and this lettors

“est wishes,
, o y
iy
llarold Weisberg

Are you beginning to et o notion od the riches of +the information for Inside the

JIL Assassination Industry? dnd the nead for that information to be known?



