Fr. Frank llankiewicz T627 01d ileceiver ioad
Hill & Knowlton Yrederick, kd. 21702
901 31 St., MW 11/10/91

Washington, D.C.

Dear lir. ilankiewicz,

First, several apologies. I wrote you the enclosed letter as soon as I read the copy
of it th&t had been sent me not knowing your address. 1'd also forgotten thit I had a new
tyevwriter ribbon. i'or this rcason and because I rnust sit with my legs elevated and with
the typewriter to one side and because xxEEt right now my fingertips are cracked, the
typing is not what 1'd like it to be.

Ly pu.'rpose is not to embarrass you. Nor was that or harming hin in any way my phr-
pose in my 2/8/y1 letter t:-o Uliver btone. I do regard what he thereafter did as his do-
ing and his responsibility.

It may not interest you, but I add that among those writing about political assassi-
nations and their official investigations I am alone in eschewing theories that are pre-
sented as credible and factual. There is no such theory in eny of my seven published books.
My work is a rather large and I think you will find accurate study of how the basic in-
stitutions of our society, including the media, functioned in those times of great stress
and since then. If you want credentials, I will provide themn.

Beginning with my first venous thrombosis in 1975 and despite a series of surgeries,
several life-threatening, the most recent open-heart surgery with bypasses, I have devoted
%hat energy and time remain to an effort to perfect the historical record of these great-
national tragedies.

It is my belief that for representative society to be ablex to work as intended it
is necessary for the people to be able to know the truth about major events. Consistent
with .this I interpret FOIA as making me surrogate for the people with regard to the rec-
ords I get and I make them freely available to other writers. I do this despite knowing
that virtually all will write what I do not agree with. No writer has the right to censor
any other writer and I have made no such effort, inc.a.uding by ref using accdss to this
‘considerable volume of records some of which cannot be dupl:.cated anywhere else.

The controversy in which you are now involved is not gouing to end before the movie is
out or after it i%. It has already begun abroad, too.

I ask nothing of you. I expect nothing of you. I write fo inform you.

/tz / ’///AW“Q"/

Harold Yeisberg



Dear M¥. ravucewics

“he Liew Yori: Hues stor on the controversy over the ULliver Stone film concludes,
quoting you, "I‘l.{tr:ri::g to present a lejitinate oosition for Uliver itone in the light
of soue of the sensationa;/and hostile ssuff about hin." It also says thet one of the
reasons vou were hired is vecause of your prigf conitection with the Kemmedy fadly. Yhe
latter fits nicely with his "Canelot" wr-duction conpany and his titling his filn,
which is not about the nariyred Jres:idewt, "JFH." Consistent with this, the coming re-
orint of Jin Garrison's book, "Un the Trail of the assassins," the one trail Garrisoen
never took, also has been retitled, "JFL"

The story errs, perhaps with assistance, in stating that tlds controversy is "be-
fause the news ::19(@: have eriticized iir. Stone's defeuse of ..r. Garrison's conspiracy
theoriey."

L do not lmow what lir.Stone hals toid you. I also do not kmou whether or not you
care about what vour clients have you defending. iorgotten but not lost in history is
qne I:{i:;t;}l:e you nade when you worked for licbert :lennedy sl he was aé;;qs?inated.Yulx

“-F;;}i_'d;'-fr-:lanrters that he had asked vou to rea:l the bovls critical of G{;h:gfjl-‘}{ assassination
éﬁd“‘ t:m:t wvou had told thew there was nothing in them. You could not have said this hon-
estly. iy first of six books on the JFK assassination, which is an analvsis of the Warren
“eport and espouses no theories at all, also the firot book on that subject, has no error
in itf. Yhere are few errors in the bonks that fol_.owed mine and you could have read. I
write to let you lkoow what you are now involved il, not your client's version but the
truth. “Yruth, alas, is something hef has trouvle stating even Ly accident.

I an the ohe who siarted the exposure of wha’ hr. Stone is real]g, up to. le lkmows it,
whether or no: he told you, because I warned ldin before he sﬁ:agf'ed shooting. .'11l enclose
my letser to lin of Meuruary 8, 1991. If he had not ;.ven vou the other letiers I urote ’
him and if you'd like copies, I'll provide then.

48 you can see., L told him, of personal lmowledge, as soon as I learned that he was
basing his book on Garrison's unabashed dishonesty i‘u—&_rewriting lds own history that
# he wourd e producing a fraud and a fravesty. Uhis was not uecanse Garrison advanced
conspirac;r theories but Lecause he lied over a:ad over a;ain aid because L. Ston}z, "ueg;'Lmd_ng
not later than when he pronoted this £ilu and his "Doors" when 1t was released, f”.fg i,
aud I use his words, that his new filn would tell the peonle their‘his‘aor:,r',' “who' Jdlled
their i’remident,.wlw‘ zm(f huw:

If lr. Stone mﬁ?éam that his filn would be non-fiction he wouid l‘jave the unquest-
ionable izht to say auvtiing at all that he wants to. But the truth is that he suid what
I quote above over and over again for quite sone tine. wong after he laed the truth frou
meé he reneated these exuct word, save for a single qualification, "we think," before "who,"

to a llew Urleans reporter. This was aftdr he filied in Dallas.



re

Uoing alon: with this representasion and nany other thinss Lr. vtone did to tell the
corld that lLe was sticldng scrupipu]ﬁﬂf with the actualities, like renodeling the build-
img fro.o vhich alt the shots were fired, according to the official "solution," he also
suid over and over again tE:a‘-%le had the :.:os’c\"l*(z:;;mc:teal researchers” sorkding Tor apd with
nim. Tlis was a :2wovwing and deliberate lie. With the sipgle excption of those he naned,
a1 lie has avoided nadng nanes, ofy eninent oathologist, he surrownded hinself with those
who liow nothing at all aoout the f‘act that has been established, soue, notoriously en—
tirely indifferent to fact. le has relied on thoge w)}w invent theories that for tie nost
vart are unicnable. /V uts! Ask o F yw wbwt” Letziby,

Congistent with this, he has Loasted, again repeatedly, that he has inclu(teduall."
the <inforniation thas has cone to light since the Warren teport. s bigger iie even he would
have trouble stating, and again T have pe sonal kowledge.

Br neans of about a dozen iUILa lawsuits I've obiained about a third of' a nillion pages

of once-withheld governnent assassination records, nostly those of *he IFBI, about a quar-

ter of a nillion pages relate the the JIFH assassization. ot only is it well izowi ip the
field that I rake al. these records available to all writers, Utone I(}i'._t} loww this. lie has
not asiml for ac ess to @ sihkgle vage, nor has he asked s to nail hin a copy of any.

a8 vew lawovw if you real George Parduer s shory in the Vashongton Yost, the story
that triggered all. thosc that Tolloved, you izow that I was his sowrce. I had been given
a couy of the script— Hr. Stone calls me a thief - and alon; with copies of ny records
of 11 oun relationship with Garrisen and what I did to prevent one of his nore nonstrous
adventures, this was the basis of Lardner's story. Jespite ir. Stone's contrary claing,
there %s no error in lardner's story. Ner s it M ‘N’IH W*'av L‘—"[“"EfL”

Yhen the Post printed a second version of whal lir. otone asked it to publish, T efie

"

wrote Mr. ~tone again. That he respomdled to through his "research coordinator. it vas a

thinly-hidden effort to bribe ne. I rejected it, ,‘Elﬁ"ﬂ l‘at'i:elf‘:i-:ithmlt response, as are also
several other letiers when i learned tha®t he had the coll.e'ﬁsal xall . to be telling reporters
that T was "helping" hin, a Tie repeated L lis co-aughor, Sklar.

Vhoever Led Jernard Veinraub to nrite}i_u the Yines that "sut issue in the film... if the
contention that the assassination was the result of a conspiracy" succeeded in getting hin
to nisstate the facifand nisdirect attention. Hor iﬁlﬂif;' defense of Garrison's theuriea?lltm
(Ir-w.(-;i‘me, chaﬂlig an innocent nan with considiring to kill a President on tie basis of a
theory only and a tovie then being made of this trul® outraseous imlecency'.)

“he real quesution is of lir. Ytone's misleading nmore people than anything since the
darren “eport and in the course of this vaking a hero of the nan who perpetrated this
fraud and travesty, o Mr. “tone's right to rewrite our +ragic history and fell the world

it is a true accountt.



Ly letter of *ebruary gave lir. “tone al.. the time he needed to do a different movie
ot the sume subject. I offered lhin all the additional infortation he needed, asiding no-
thing in return. ile asked ne no q-lfa=31'1 oil, vanted no other information, and proceeded with
what this, too, naies it clear that 1e 3_7/ exploitiiy and commercializing "the crine of
the century," the crine that turned the uokld aronnd.

Un this basis alone, !r. “tone is lLis own vietin, There has been no campaign a aipst
hin by the "establishuent" press, as he hac reoressnted. e even clains that becausc he
says that Dardner is a "CIa" reporter, another lie, the Ciln is out to get hin and block
his novie.

I an not Cla. It, the UL and other agtmcie:s I have sufed do not like ne. and I
i‘u}};%uwtw cism published after I started all of this that is not factual. 4ll the
misstatenenss, usual.y overt lies, have been by or on behalf of AMr. “tone.

lle has as nach ri-ht to public-relations counsel as he has to a?ii Lauyer and you
have every ri hsu %o provide hin with this counsel.

My purpose in writing you is to let you knov what you ave really into. as I told hin,
L tell you, I'11 ansver any questions to the best of ny ability and you are welcone to
access to not only all I got L}H, this FOZia litigation but to my records relating fo Uarrison.

In this regard . encourage you to read with care what I told lir. #tone abaut how
Carrison was about to commemorate tie fifth anniversary of the Jli. assassination and how,
when asked by his staff, I prevented tha*, and what he then did, all so utterly falsely
handled ip both the book and the movie.

This alone - and iw. =tone did not question it - told him all he needed to know
about how nuch he could depend on Yarrison's word about anything - ret he ignored it and
proclained that he would record their history for %he people and fell then who 5 1led

their President, wly asd how.

Ml(,fwuf?»f

(L LaZtZan
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" ByBERNARD WEINRAUB

'r'; Special to The New York Times.

= LOS ANGELES, Nov. 6 — Twenty-

‘Reight years after the killing of John F.
;—,‘Kennedy, a film by Oliver Stone about
Sthe assassination has touched off a
‘mgAve of controversy and accusations
simyolving both the movie's conclu-
9idhs and the way the film was made.

=24Vith Mr. Stone working virtuaily

iind-the-clock to complete the

ee-hour movie, which is scheduled
S be released across the nation on
.=Bee. 20, movie executives say that the
.g]ect, “J.F.K.," starring Kevin

mtner, will be the most widely dis-
‘BEssed movie of the Christmas sea-
~sqi Hollywood is nervous about the/!
T8aason because an array of expensive:
sftims, like “J.F. K.," are bem§i res
iT¥ased, while box office receipts have,
mmeted over the last year. The

2flm’s producers are plainly uneasy
Pahfut  the audience reaction to
w'JFRK"”

& At issue in the film, written by Mr.
ZStone and Zachary Sklar, is the con-
mlention that the assassination was the
Sresult of a conspiracy and that the
'EWarren Commission was wrong in its
Sconclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald
®acted alone. The fact that the movie,
Shudgeted at $35 million to $40 million,
eatures Mr. Costner, one of the top
=stars in Hollywood, and is supported
““hy one of the more prestigious stu-
~dios, Warner Brothers, adds consid-
Zerable weight to the impact of the.
-«film’s thesis, which presents the kill-
Ting as a conspiracy but does not pin-
:point the conspirators.

Z Mr. Costner plays Jim Garrison,
sthe District Attorney of New Orleans
Bin the late 1960's, whose investigation
Fand assertions about a conspiracy
Swere, critics said, fraudulent and
‘-:driven by a desire for publicity.
- SThe Vipers’ Nest’
> "We describe the forces at play at
>that time,” Mr. Stone said in a tele-
hone interview. “From those forces
zyou can draw your own conclusion.
*We deal to a large degree with why
Kennedy was Killed and the policy
splits then about Cuba, Vietnam and
S3m0s.” Mr. Stone, who won an Acad-
1y Award for “Platoon,” a Vietnam
film, said the conspirators were
=32+ ambiguous. s )
) hope people will respond,” he
natid, 1 think people smell a rat in the
S4Zarren Commission. My film cer-
ctainly opens the floorboards and looks
Zfaih the vipers' nest and raises seri-
».oE questions about the Warren Com:"~
®Rjssion. Whether you accept my con- ;

ait Andecson for

Oliver Stone, seated, on the set of “]. F. K.,” which he said “looks into
the vipers’ nest” of the investigation of the assassination.
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clusion is not the point. We want’
people to examine this.”

Asked if he was nervous about the
impact of the film on the country, Mr.
Stone replied: “Am [ scared? Yes;
I'm scared.” )

Beyond the questions about the
film's assertions, which have been
criticized for months in The Washing-
ton Post, Time magazine and other
publications, is controversy about
what Mr. Stone’s critics call the use
of muscle to thwart potentially com-
petitive films about lEe assassination*
from appearing at the same time as,
his own movie. For Mr. Stone, who
relishes controversy but prides him- |
self on his tolerance for freedom of
expression, the accusations rankle.

The main allegation is
Stone and his agents, the Creative
Artists Agency, tried to thwart pro-
duction of “Libra,” a film based on
the Don DeLillo novel about Oswald.
Mr. Stone and the agency strongly’
deny any such efforts were made.

“QOliver Stone wanted to make sure

he had the only movie coming out on "
the assassination, and he did what he

had to do to insure that,” said Dale
Pollock, the president of A&M films,
which owns the film rights to the
critically acclaimed DeLillo book, a
fictional exploration of Oswald.

‘After considerable turmoil over the
production of “Libra,” the film is
expected to start production in A ril
and is to be directed by John Malko-
vich, the actor. -

It is the contention of Mr. Pollock
and several others at the independent
company that the “‘Libra” film was
virtually in place when it unraveled
under pressure. Mr. Pollock said that
after the film's original director, Jon-
athan Demme, dropped out, a second .
director, Phil Joanou, a rising 29-
year-old film maker, became in-

that Mr., ivolved in the project. But after Mr.

%Sione had a conversation with Mr.
“Joanou — the two men are clients of
the Creative Artists’ Agency — the
young director dropped out. At the
same time, Home Box Office, which
expressed interest in the project, also
dropped out, largely because HBO is

P
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wen - Continued From Page CI9

,~.owned by Time Warner, HBO said.
-w.Warner Brothers is producing
L LFK”
e Mr. Stone and Creative Artists
-, deny that any pressure was put on
~a.Mr. Joanou. And Mr. Joanou said:
“This whole thing has been blown
.i-~way out of proportion. I was sent the
«.-.script of ‘Libra.’ I found the subject
~,-matter interesting. | was toying with
b the idea.” But after reading a rewrit-
s=nten version of the screenplay, Mr.
-nJoanou said, “1 felt this wasn't the
. +right film for me."” :

S~ A Different Tople
The director said that he had met
- Mr. Stone but that they largely dis-
~.'¢ussed a coming project together,
ou f*Panama,” about the. Noriega re-
i~ .gime. “On ‘Libra,’ ** Mr. Joanou said,
v.-“'the only thing we discussed was
~. 'whether Oswald was the lone assas-
a1, sin. Oliver feels he wasn't. Everyone
thinks Oliver prevented ‘Libra’ from
getting made. It’s the most ‘absurd

~_ thing I've ever heard.” i

A" widely heard report was that
Creative Artists called HBO to stop
the film, but Robert Cooper, a senior
vice president of HBO Pictures, said

4 that although the company consid-

ered doing it, ‘‘we heard our sister
company, Warner's, was releasing
‘J.F.K.) in December and at that
point we realized it was foolish to
compete.” Creative Artists also de-
nies putting pressure on HBO.

_ Mr. Stone has also been embroiled
in a dispute involving a third film
connected (o the assassination. The
movie **‘Ruby,” starring Danny Alello
as Jack Ruby, was filmed in Dallas

by

Oliver Stone is *
atcused of |
upsetting other .
Kennedy films.

1

and was to be released early next
year. Its producer, Joni Sighvatsson,.

-and director, John Mackenzie, have’

contended that Mr. Stone made sure ¢

that any film project about the assas- |

sination would not have access to
important Dallas locations or be able

- to hire actors used in “J. P. K.”” until
long after the Stone film was re- .

leased. The movie is being produced
by Propaganda Films, which has
made successful commercials and

& apagte
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film videos and David Lynch’s “Wild
at Heart.” ’

Mr. Stone vehemently denies these
charges and says the criticisms come
fram “‘cry-baby sources.” Speaking
of the Ruby film as well.as of "Li-
bra,” he says: ‘I can't tell you how
many pictures 1've been beaten out
of. I wanted to do a civil rights movie,
but Alan Parker got there first with
‘Mississippi Burning:* | don't cry over
it. This is a very corpetitive busi-
ness.l! = .

J Warner Brothers, meanwhile, has
taken the unusual step of hiring
Frank Mankiewicz, the Washington
public-relations executive and for-
.mer campaign manager for Robert
F. Kennedy, to promote the film and
seek support in the news media for
Mr. Stone. Last week, Mr. Stone flew
to Washington and had dinner with
representatives from The New York
Times, The Washington Post, People
magazine and CBS.

Mr. Stone’s associates said that Mr. -
Mankiewicz was hired partly because
1ie has been identified with the Ken-
nedy family and partly because the
news media have criticized Mr..
Stone's defense of Mr. Garrison’s

3 conspiracy theories. - E ;

“I'm trying to present a legitimate’

“position for Oliver in light of some of . |

the sensational and hostile stuff about
him,” Mr. Mankiewicz said.. -




