
Dear Frieda and Sol, 2/16/91 

Thanks very much for the N.Y.Observed arbiie gon Oliver Stone's masterpiece—in-the 

works. It adds confrination to aes i've believed for months, that vhatevr kind of pes 

he is he is involved with and rutting of the assassination nuts. i've ‘isittan him a sort~ 

of warning, not in the expectation that he'll heed me, if the letter gets to him, but in 

part in the hope it does and + can prevent another assassination atrocity, one that can 

reach a large audience, of not the largest, and in part because I am trying to make as much 

of a record as I can for history. 

His judgenent is terrible, he anticipates great prozits (with which I agrre, as 

much as what 1 bout that business justifies) or both. 

He began withk the Dallas nuts' uenter started by a wealthy and w,ersonable Washin,;ton 

lawyer, Bernard Bud" Fensterwalg, who has an insatiabie yen to "solve" the positical assassi- 

nation and who was able to get James Harl stay to ask to be his luwyer. Bud blew that case 

early on by chickening out on a proposal I'd made and with which his then partner not 

only agreed but drew uj) the papess bid then did not file. ¢ had a soli case of irremdial 

denial of Vonstitutional rights - intrusyion into communications with lawyers by inter- 

cepting mail, ot which I have copies, after this was prohibited by the trial fgjudgee But 

a nice guy. 4 and his associated buts in Dallas got *tone interested iuylthe overt fa’ 

fraud of a son who claimed his futher was a Jk assassinggé \ihen they could not longer 

"avoid las 2ensterwald et al have not) facing the fact that this rascal was a rraud »tone 

and his people continued their interest in the JI'K assassination and according to a friend 

who claims to have seen the contract, have’ given that nut center 580,000 to act as subject 

consultants. “hat in itself is enoughs# to yive ~tone's character and reputation danger if 

not ruin. 

I'd thought of writing ~tone and his reported producer, 4lex iGtuan Ho, of Canelot 

Productiosn vVorpe ys the only address + could then yet, buf decided not to until + knew more. 

I did learn more from a friend of mine who becane a "Lan" the lust tine I spoke in New York. 

It was at Yarnard and he was then at UYU. iie ani his friend/roommate come up to me after I 

gakex spoke. (I wiknt there and returned the sane day so.f had no tine to get in touch with 

friends, afternoon speech.) The friend wanted to be u "cause" lawyer, did and died young. 

this fellow, obert, said he wanted to becone a Hollywood writer, went there fron college, 

and is u success. He was a writer on ‘the Golden Girls and that croup, I think from a note 

€ just got fron him Disney, sd tcheu hin to writing on a né’w show whose nane I recall as 

The Fanelli Brothers. (Ghat was the Last {ine i saw allard Lowenstein. He was teaching there, 

had been in the audience, and came up to ne with aduiration for the way in which + handlexf 

the speaker-terrorizing Yupotes, to yaten I'll return, by poate that they be allowed 
Iau 

to interrujt and then making? a bauliin,-stock of them in my responses.



Scan” a 

4fter getting information from lobert that Stone was going for the Garrison dis- 

gustingly dishonest self~pronotions that also are not factual I did write Stone c/ o Ho. 

There are tio caftincidences in the other Stone sources reported in ae 2 Obse: ‘ver 

story. One of the the books "Coup d'etat in anerica’ is by A.J.Weberman, who #8 believe 

was the foundex otf those wild %p Yippies. itis book, coauthored with a ay named Canfield, 

made "pond tijve" identification of Watergating L. Howard unt as an assassin based on 

an Zallegedly positiove identitdfication of hin as onexkex of the so-called "tranps" in 

an assassination-tiise photo of three men who were not traups. If I reeluber correctly, it 

was by ear identification, a process) invented by a fellow with whom Lil and I were friends 

after “oover fired him from the FBC for dariny; 0 tryg@ to organighe union in about D0 

Nike Fooner. and it happens that I'd directed the author of the other book, an Irdihnan 

who had vorked for BuC fb /Aousst he now lives in treland, to like Pons book on J. Edgar 

Hoover, now behing schedule. (When the bBC crew with whielythis man, Tony Summers, was work— 

were here when he was Pn Dalilas about “xg 20 years ago they were anxious get get him here 

in an effort to disabuse him o!' sone of his wilder theories. One of that crew » and I go into 

this as a sidelight on Mark Lane, was living With Lane's forner wife, a Danish woman who'd 

Piel dane te’ childvea, and ke Lane had abandoned them when he was making much money, sending 

no support at all for his own children.) 

Well, it wasn't Hunt and could not have been, a gorpali ty applicable to just hbout 

&ll the assassination theories bon kind ot kewantt followed and I've forgotten the end. 

I have a file on what is wrong about Weberman and his book but Stone wong be intereste/, 

I think. 

There is another coindicence on Summers. a woman student who is giving me part-time 

help o’n such things was i11 and could not cone so + spent sone time do he some checking 

on another momser with a rh and I came to where he'd written that a Dallas printing plant 

that anpigted a nunber of people like Oswald at minimuwa wage did the Cla's developing pee’ 

and interpretafgon of its stacllite phovos for the Cla. Ilis source? Sumuers' book "Cons 

spiracty."Of course that is impossible. all these self-desiygnatedd intelligence epperts are 

not only imaginatively ignorant off intilligence, chey are pclpid. ule Cla does its own 
Inte Ng € nce? 

such work, as is well known, thought in National Mhotographic 4anterpretation Yenter, it I 

@eaz% recall the antt’s anes cormuc}tly. and who can imagine that such secrets are en- 

trusted to anyone? Ven those who can see that kind of stuff require a "need to know" 

besides higsh security clearances. 

Self4tportrait of Stone und what he is working on, I feur. 

iis friend say he fears being buaped off. Ii there were any danger, as there isn't, 

the kind of thing he is working on is his best insurance because it helps “she only ones he 

can imagine would have any such motive.The story names the CIA. I've seen sone of therr 

  

agar ———" + . 7 . records, more of the # FBI's, gex rellectiny the uses they make oi such awiul stuff, It 

fez does help them.within the governuent.



You asked why my books are not mentioned. « story in which %ol was involved is 

illustrative of a generality that has been true since JFK was killed. 

Sol sent me to seehis friend Mort Puner in early 1965, after the contracted pub- 

lisher broke thg contract and never returned the manus.vipt, in itself, + imagine a rar- 

ity. Puner nee he iS overnight, was enthusiastic, thought they'd do a first-print of 

50,000 copies, high fror tht dayy anyway, but that it would require Frederick Praeger8s 

approval. When Praeger returned from San francisco Bdarejected the book, I asked Puner 

why and he told me that Fraeger told hin, "we publish only recoynized scholars." In a few 

years it was public knowlgdge that Praeger was a SGN publisher. 

4nd who do you thiuk published the book:, of the #hO momser I was doing some checking 

on when I came on his citation of Summers' fiction about the printing plant doing the 

CIA's most secret work for it? Praeger! , 
a Pratgeh 

The second and current one, py Saga, alter it was apparently rejected by a sub- 

sidiary «® having a reputation of publjshin; only scholarly works that can't be other- 

wise published, often small. and e:.pensive printings. Greenwood Press. It had asked’ me to 

read and offer an opinion on the ei and Yor vheir lousy $100 I gave them 97 pages like 

this page. com iMg 

These are two ot the ¥ absolutely worst books I've read and the nost dishonest, all 

of which I documented in HEX gf pages, which + really took that tine for to nake a 

‘record for history. 

it is not imnodesty and no~ an exaggeration to say that I've done just about all the 

original, factual and meaningful work on she JDK un: king assassinations. I have about a 

third of a willion waxdsxm pages of govermient records alone. lou've seen the extent. So, 

perhaps sinplisticully, + believe that anyone intendkn.; any serious work hug to want what 

everyone it, vie PVield knows I give access to, those records, or he is not intend&ng ser- 

ious work. There is a possible alternative: Stone nay think he is beings serious but is 

influenced by the nuts and those who are jealous. but he can “+ know anythings about the 

field vwishout knowinj; the volume o © goat #4 have and that neuliers else is there such an 

archive. So I believe thav his intent mi no- his Judgenent areg@f cleurs he does not in- 

tend a serious, factual production. po df 

Because I do want to Tawe as corp tete a record as + can and beCauseypaeeeée publi- 

cations £ do not see, I'll aspreciate any ovher such clipoings on the subje.:t in general 

that you see. 

P.S. The Observer's 2/11 story has no by—line. hanks and best to tou ull, 
Would you tuink of ph¥ning the paper and asiciny: j 
fod the aurhor to see if he thinks the person he Mee 
identi ied. as a friend | of Stone's: would b¥n- 

erestéd in get angels and other such info to Stone? 

 


