Jim larrs 8/17/93
P.0.Box 109 )
Springtown TH 76082

Dear Jim,

Ity sorry I do not remember you from Jim Tapue's. The only one I vcmember of 'bl_lose
viho came while I wa there ig Jaclk “hlte. But I am glad tv hear from you.

I begin 1»111:]1 the last part of your letter because it raflect what L re{;ard as a serious
problen from consvirscy theorizing rather than proofl 0‘6 one* in plajn English, and 1'm try-
ing to ge’ you to pay attention and leoarn from it, you do not lmow what you are talldng aboutb
although :,'uflﬁa_x?ere comected with Stone. You do not even lmow what I was wanting to get
lmovm, and is now a matte.r of record for our history. (One oz thq reasons I wynt to gel
all Iean of copies of what U,gf-zy Haryy is and has been up to,) _,.

I believe so strongly in the firsl amendment that .T. do nof even lmov what those who
coue lere and lxaw/{mauperv:_sad access to all I have cop:f. And a few times steal even though
all have access to cur copicr. But there ave limits to whatl can be called a firs‘]:—aenmdmezﬂ"
ight, ag the Supreme Court said in the Gitlow case: it does not give a right to cry "fire"
in a crouwded theater, You appar-nily lmou-;l:c;ut Stone only the bullshit he put out. The
setual snd the literal truth is that vhen he first went publie about his movie he said
he would record their histroy for the people, tell them who killed their Yresident, why
and hpv. He also, then without mention ol your boolk, alss soid he wus poing to base his movie
Carison's On the Yrail of the figssa ssinge Vhat few if any of you know or recognized, if
belatedly, as I did, is that the -l.ra:Ll of thc assessins is the one trail Z:arﬂ*laon naver Loolk.

S0, and I r%ncmber even the dete, I wrote otone at sone length on I‘cbrua.r,v 8, 1992, ¥

Y

vihdelh vas well belfore he sta.r‘l:ed shooting, (Tou' i‘e also swallowed his bL.s. about the c g

on

in the script, which are entirely irselevant 'l:o any of the ritieism I was involved :Ln.)

I went into considerable detail off the atrdeities {;E_larrism was going to perpetrate that
even lis staff ecould not talls him out of. Those who were, to my lmoiledge, the two most
loyal to him and worked more ertra hours for lim asked me to try. To give you anexample, he
was going to cemem conmemorate the Tifth anniversary by charging two grassy knoll assass—
ing. One vag Ddgar Bugene Bradley, and that on the basis of the always mab:epresented
"Lramp" p.]_ctfa“s;- nothing besides a mis 3.dc11t..f.‘s.cut:l_o§ of Bradley in them, and they had no
fﬁ.czvmnce at all, The other was to have becu llobert ‘;l_ee Periin, Who had Jgilied himself in Uew
Urlenns, asp Garrison kag.:, the yuer before. He made up a coclt and bull story about the

conspiradTors, in u/fg, falding Pervin's death and bubying a Venezu.ylan seanan under dEre-
Perrin's naues. Can your begin to imagine what 1.:31_-11;_ would have done? I condicted the in-
vesti{;gztion never made by Jin or for ldm. The ut:'\sauir[: of the firing of Boxely i Jim's bool
is 1000 false. There was no phony information pea@ntcd on lim, none by the CIA, none even by
Loxley, His fault was trying to prove the falsehoods Yarrison just dreamed upe 1t was I,
ot Selandrdn, and I have my copy of the roport I handed in that told Jim he did not dare



Wl .
pull that obe. Vith the docuncyTation, Tuo months or more was—% by and 4 hegrd usthing from

Hhones L'0 attached sone proof, ofcered him more and soid I'd answer any gueutions he might

hoves That wrectch:d covigreialiser and exploiter had no questions at all. And to this day,
Q&a lmovn nothing at all about

the _i_,_mc_:.-b of thutrive. A1l they cared about a8 riving his bullshit ca;eden'l:.ials.

together with his ao—sallodkgeseurch cogdrinator, he and’

I did not sthal the seript, os he said. ;[-t was one oi'\jthm mahy he gave avay. When all
that time pasied and I l:n-i:j: he vas going to pull the most\rliensive and effective disinforma-
tion and I had that seript I gave it to f!fardner. There is no error in what he wiote. Stone
Fipst aske! the Post to print morsc of his imaginings and then he asked to be able to doa
diffevent oue on ulich he had so-called eipert helpe Lt was another atrocity, if you give a
demn abdut truth and facT; and I 3@t wrote him again, not the Post. In reply Ruscont sent

: r
me a gearcely hidden solicitation to accept a bribe. . 3

-
Andmstone had the balls to +tell reporters he was also basing hismovie on my work!
Hou it le had not lied to begin with— and tﬁrea weeks after thzfl’gs‘h gtory he had the
game false claim in the papers all over again, about recording history and saying who Hlled
the Presidont, why and hovw - and had said his movie would hewe besk fiction, I would not
have had a workk to say.
But he did lie, and if you wznt the record to show that quri'son was a hero vhen he
was a fraud and a phony, I suppose you have that right. But I sure as hell have the right
totee to it thot lies are exposed as lies, And that, without your havihg a glimmer of wnder-
stending, is what I started and did.
There was more of the crudest lying in Jim's boolk and I told Stone about some. liore
then enough 4o tell him he could not do what he guid he would do with Garrison or his books
Yot you lmow nothing at all about the 1%', 1 suppose inevit;ble immersed as you
have been in ‘i:her%g:m”g and nightmres of so many, and you even scy of the movie, "after all,
it was just a film." Hot in the assurances Stone gave! ﬁL e never roally stopped claiming
it wasmea! and iy{-us true. ﬁ!f all those "fecipied" CIt‘L. 1‘:;;?: rsqb@ils down to one old
and ill man the CIA hates.
Tou are woy off bage in some of yout other colmmonts, again because you believe the
stE{o‘ieu pec';il':lc malze up for their own pubboses. ALL that stuff about Bagister was made up
by his former secretary when she got ihio a fight with the wife, Hone of it is irue as it
Yilates to the assnssination. "They existed and their information," more of your words, €8
again reflect your lacff of factual lmowledge. They existed only in tez_\fﬁg of being alive and
Wiiat came from any of them is not "information." ‘
You have been so deeply immersedﬁin the fabrications dignified by éeing called
"theories" I fear you cennot nou make contact with roality. Vhich is atrange to those
people in any event, That is probgbly why there are so mony errors in your bouke Yc%1
have bech belicving and trusting the wrong peoples. You wrote about people you knew nothing

i w
about. Pleagse do not ask me to go into it. I'm past 80 now, umwell an\nb ant to, rite and



wiiat is done cannot be undone. And that ifcludes the ernormpus smount of harm from all the
many supposed theoriémint are not even theorivs. It is fun and gemes with the horror
of thatovme, 1t deceives and misleadythe people, conlusing them even more, and it is used
as Justification in the mejor mediza and inside the government to sew to it that nothing
that does or can meaniEL a=fy anything gets any attention. I an not Y¥allking about an'yone's
intenty althoush :;.1: does apoly to a few, amd\tt am sure thic vas not what yo't had in mind,'
ﬁut if you'd seen the government /C-::oz‘d.s I've seen on just this kind of thing, not you,

and the thow:nds of lottors I've gotten, mor:-:/mrl nore mfﬂ! cting understanding of and con-
cern over all the bullshit palmed ofl’ as theory vhen it is not rgtionally even that, you
owhd unﬁfétmul uy concern and wly, when each thing I now S8 do and for years I have done is
at th: cost of sometldng I'l1l not be able to do.

Uith livingeione, wlat can you do that can moean a.\;gd’:é a'l:fall after his bouok is out?

Can y u show mlice, For example, in all the lien he t6lls about sof. many, probably
aew ineludins you? Is it in anyrense meaningful that you have the right to sue? If you
think it is, osk around.0f those who lnow, lawyers in particular,

Wihen L wrote you and you did not respond my interest, if I did not tell you, vas in
giving th  locel prosccubor prouof that he is a felon under Maryland law, g is, lo question
aboutl thate What is a question is whether any prosecutor wants to file anything against a
writor. I fgnve coples of some of what I got from others, along with whgt he wrote me, to
the prosecutor. lis agsistant, on skimaing them indicated fedcral offenses and pz=rhaps
olhers. I was- teld that aftor the prosecutor vient of » it and after they consulted I'd
Iletrfl i!cl)m then. I have not and 1'm not been back to ask or anything like that.They have

not :ch.:L(led and + leave _Lb that waye dnything else I get I wan Just mail in for the I':Lle.
I've don: that with several things. When I began I had no idea that he would de a book on
il.IHs publicher's boast about that bool has us all accessySies after th facte. Pretty
dirty stuff. &%e= Also, I want all of that kind of evil for the record for history.l've
ven all L have, when Ian no longer use it, to a very guad 1 c,ul oiloge. It will make
everythin; available to other institutions with souwe lkind of \ﬁemﬂ vizardry when it can
put that iﬁfc It has made lecgher's recovds available for remearch. And we'll see whit
I'11 write when L knou move about his book.

So() these are the uses I misht roke Tor anything you crn cend me not in your words
but in his, copies of lette s or of thalt tape, otces In the real world henrsay has no value,

T'ron what you say about vhat zyou ftold Lv*'% and Tron what 4 acL told me I candee how

lie Iont @dded his oun uigue geniu, to it.le has not given me copies of your lettori or a.ci
aml I'd weleome them fron th: two ol you, again 1,& only for the record for history.

I have n o Toason £ boliove 4 at Y

roden wrot: nuch if any of the first High TrasheI
thinle Livingstons nade him co-puthor for the pictures and infeo. I have no idea what the

Tight Letuerm them come: from but I do laoy that lon:: before he pripted it or mentioned G



~

Gipoden to me ho sent me very large chunls i Iis computer printout. Groden had nothing
5o do with those mamyr pagese. The roit + do not lmou about ¥ ut getting Groden M,{"ite a
letter is :\llill)'.i‘l:‘ :r-;l:i.n; ;1 the '.'uzlpnsnj.blc.ﬁnless, purhaps, he has his oun objec ives

Lo‘ng anpo Liviagston: sent ne a letter from soneone at #’unfard. ' : ."

In sny event, id like 4o have anything frou hir#rou cun lot.me p&@e, Ditto for-what
vas sent to ﬁviczi,.uhu peinnes o male a direct recponse. g preaches, sermonizes, ponti-
Ticates bub h cvgd.os dircet response. dnd I lmow ol nobody ¢ %her than Livingston: who
has even snid sueh things about ne as he asled in his affirmative question. liy only rial
Uder-gt there 4o eliminabing all othey thaM Livingstone as his sowrce, if 5.1' vas not hiu
Sun iden,

If wou lilk: : wny othor Tave the iden that “hone will be the couse of the disclosure
of rovords, thus Cor 4t luis sloved all dovme IT he had not bGCl_’}EI,Belf_'in{j,‘ personal publicity
all thab uould have been rejuived was o i'-}ajo : motion oi (he House of Yopresen atives to
vurn all ISCa's record over for processing For disclbsbrel But Stone wYed the personal
abtontion, he tertilied to vhat the ffembazrs lme he lmew nothing about and was very often
very urong, ond ke demanded that "all' &e dimclosed.’l-l:at put it in law and in fact in a
@fleront catomoy and the net effomet will be that vhat is of possible value will be
lost in the great volume of me.ningless records thai neither you ng{é anyone clse will be
abie to o through. imE) the government widl look lile it has at last come clean,

Another deception of the people. g

I hops ypu understond that I heve talken this time not to bawl you out but to given you
mndervstandings you do not have.

Thanls; and best wishes, .



August 11,1993

Mr. Harold Weisberg
7627 Old Receiver Rd.
Frederick MD 21702

Dear Harold,

Thank you for your letter of August 4. It isalways intriguing to learn what new rumor
mongering is taking place within the JFK assassination research community. Over the years]
have studiously tried to avoid this type of personal infighting but itseems impossible to do so
once yourname gains any prominence within this community.

First, let me geta few things straight between youand I: (1) have NEVER stated nor
even intimated that youare a government disinformation agent because (2.) 1 do not, nor have [
ever, believed that youare such. (3.) | have always, and still do, considered you to be one ofthe
most diligent and credible of the assassination researchers and have always held your work in
the highestregard. Youmay recall our only personal meeting some years ago in the home of Jim
Teague.

Inlate April [ was contacted by George Evicaregarding the Third Decade research
conference. Heasked if I would submita paper regarding institutional suspects in the case (the
CIA, FBI, SSetal)as "false sponsors". [replied witha short, two page synopsis of my thoughts
onthe subject. Nowhere in this letter was there any mention of government disinformation
agents and certainly no mention of your name. This has been my only contact with Evica since
the ASK conference in Dallas last year. On that occasion I have no recollection of talking about
youoranyoneelseas disinformationagents. [ hope this settles this matter.

AstoHarry Livingstone: I was not even aware that he and Robert Groden had published
High Treason until a chance meeting with Groden in Gary Shaw's home on March 23, 1989.1
am certain of this because I bought a copy from Groden and he inscribed it along with the date.

Some months later Livingstone contacted me by telephone and complained to me about
Groden taking credit for their book while Livingstone claimed that he wrote the bulk of it and
published it through his own printing company. I gave him a sympathetic listen and told him
thatsince IThad known Groden for several years, I just assumed that it was largely Groden's
book. After hanging up I vowed to myselfnot to getin the middle of what obviously was the
beginning of some very bad blood between Livingstone and Groden.

Shortly after the JFK film wasreleased, Ireceived aletter from Oliver Stone. It was from
one of Livingstone's associates in Cambridge and charged that  had plagiarized High Treason
inmy book. I was irked that they didn't have the decency to accuse me to my face, butIsenta
very polite but pointed letter refuting these charges. Most ofthe examples they cited of my
plagiarism were simply my quoting from the same newspaper or magazine articles, which
indicates that Livingstone has no understanding of copyright. Anyway, [ thought that would be
the end ofit.

Butthen Livingstone developed the ideathat Groden somehow worked with me to
"steal" portions of High Treason, which is ludicrousin that [ was noteven aware of their work
until after it was published, as I mentioned above. Livingstone continued to badger me by



telephone and on one occasion lefta nasty message on my answering machine threatening to sue
me and ended with yelling "Fuck you!" My adolescent daughters were quite shocked when they
arrived home and cleared the answering machine. Since this was on my answering machine and
since | knew thatthere was absolutely no basis for Livingstone's allegations, [ did notkeepa
record ofthis call. But my entire family heard his profanity. Since that time I have tried to stay
as far away from Livingstone as possible. But despite my replies, both written and verbal, I
understand that he is still spreading the same malicious lies about me.

Livingstone is free to believe any fairy tale he wishes, butIassure youthatifhe writes
untruths about me in his forthcoming book, I will notallow it to go unchallenged.

One final thought while I am clearing the air with you: I sincerely think you were used to
greatill effect for the research community by making the statements you did prior to the release
ofthe film JFK. As one who was working closely with Stone, [ saw the script change drastically
and continually throughout the process of making that motion picture. What finally was released
in the theaters bore little resemblance to what was in the original first few scripts. This was
largely due to the fact that Stone and his research people carefully checked each and every
statement of fact. I even learned that actress Sisssy Spacek went so far as to meet with Liz
Garrisonto confirm the situations and feelings in the Garrison household during the time of the
trial.

While lacknowledge yourright to voice your own opinions about the film, good, bad or
indifferent, I believe your comments were premature and were used by people notas well
meaning as yourselfto blunt the effect ofthe film. And what was that effect? I do notbelieve
that the movie JFK changed anyone's fundamental beliefs about the Kennedy assassination but
what it did accomplish was to make a public discussion of the assassination socially acceptable,
asituation we had not had previously. Forthis factaloneall of'the research community should
have supported Oliver Stone. Afterall, it was justa film. There were parts of it I disagreed with,
butasit wasonly offered as entertainment (informed as it may have been) I sawno reasonto
play into the hands of those who were saying it was all just fantasy. While I am not certain that
the actual plotunfolded as Stone presents, nevertheless Ferrie, Shaw, Banisteretal were not
fantasy. They existed and the information concerning their existence as well as otherissues of
the assassination deserve to be broughtto the attention of the public.

Itruly supportthe right of everyone to their own beliefs, butin this case, with so much
power obviously trying to split up the research community, I feel we should all resist the urge to
aid this effort by backbiting, undue criticism and personal attacks. I appreciate your letter which
obviously is meant to gain credible information and avoid such activities,

Bestregards,

P.O.Box 189
Springtown TX 76082




