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1" Mew Orisans
Dlrector Ohw.r Stone’s behav-

vior lmcs purchasing Jim Gar-

rison’s fictional script about the
John F. K nnody assassination is
reprehensible. '

Btone, in fact, exemplifies the
entire coterie of self-
acolytes who have hung onto the
former district momay’l coat-
tails since Garrison announced
he had “solved” all the mysteries
surrounding the prnudonhal
assassination.

+ That was back in 196‘1 l.nd .
. '1968; when Garrison was'fab-

ricating & new phony *conspir-
acy” to kill the president almost
daily, including the one that ru-
ined an innocent man’'s life. I
tll;:w fclnr a fact that Gnt;:ilon de-
iberately pmeoodud with a fraud-
ulent case against Clay Shaw.

He knew he had nothing, his
key assistants — Jim Alcock, Al
Oser and John Volz — knew he
had nothing and yet proceeded in
the mostt;:nchmv
to abuse power entrusted to
them. |
In the style of the Dnyfm case
of the last century, they deliber-
ately selected a lcaunat for
purposes totally political, totally

petty, and then set about de- "
-‘ltmyms onl of the most creative

whthdnlthu
atyhnmp
I know for a fact that Garrison
toldhuthan,ttuhnglthuﬁnt
news conference on the sub-

"_t;c.ﬂen-dtomm.mm

saying he'd never beep given
ortunity to comment on

the ew Orleam Stat,es Item

story revealing his inv tlon

before the ltnzwn prin

that was only the bepnmng

ian fashion

v a ey

r stampe for Garrison,
who had Mr

Shaw m&% info!

We believe they uqui
pohrnlnn.‘who

cause they fu,udu:e wonld

Many ‘of us’ pgo cal] Naw
lbout t5 be prmd um A

t as a subject of
ridicule. We are offnndodwll:yl
Stone's comments, such as, “The
truth is not important.” I prefer
tt..ou believe “the truth shall set ye
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-Stone s p!ans for Gamson‘ inovue arq oﬂensive
The liss were exploded mn.

Rocentl Georu' Lu-dner.

during a ‘six-week trial, _respected journalist:for Tha
lunatic publicity hounds — Gar- ' ‘Waghington Post who- ﬂportad
rison's witnesses —. mexpoud_ on Garrison’s “theories™ in the
torwhatﬂqum'l‘ho Boa.ubm“dlmbmleopyof
mnadmermlywmutnmh Btone's script for the movie and
a verdict of not guilty. - revealed its flaws in twp of
. The jury was pollod bﬁmhﬂ newsprint. Spies in_the gto
media later. Mlﬂ camp report that he' ‘wu Imd
believed as t ﬂ”" Wwes & His public comments were
conl-?drncg that Lee Harvey t out of the 19608 Garri-
t agt algne. They  oon hook: He described Lardner
.aump not Hm‘, nor. d-ld a8 A mt wt in mrt.
mmd'k“’h"'hul Il ¥ Siabarad that Garri pndncnue. L oredy ;
LaNAg YT, e T Most of all, we are offended
S;Yn ti;'ﬂuﬂunl 15'let- * that serious money is ‘being
, member of wasted gwmg credence to Jim
tho lmson ‘sn.n }ury, ycl. Garrnon s falsely engineered
“conspiracy” case, which proba-
hwethomndm bly prevented serious inquiries by
Garrison: We' le into ions
exerted total contro vonr th- raised by m:rrm mmis-
- gnndsé::y during the period of  sion's incompetent effort.
persecution. .
ith "‘m to the three-judge Thul': m‘hnmnnblo theories
pane belig acted 8bout how the assassination was
as ru a ey carried out, theories iavolving

underworld figures liks the late
Meyer Lansky, Garrison’® glways

* refused to investigate any leads

that pointed in those ‘directions.
Rapomwhomadannhmsge!
tions were threatened personally
with grand jury inquisition and
. indictment. N

It makes you wonder what
Garrison and his acolytes then
and now really are about. Cre-
ahn.g smoka screens, perhapa?

James

Rosemary James was one of three
New Orieans States-Item report-
ers who broke the Garrison inves-
tigation to the public, and then
nportd the subsequent events in
both print and television medw.

Commeluynl nf .
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Stone responds to critidism of his ‘JFK’ movie

New Orieans

Rosemary James' attack on my
forthcoming film “JFK" (Letters,
June 20) is riddled with factual
errors and reveals a mind-set
ho; I?.I;k in the lntaﬂ}sﬁkna

of focusing on the key
issue about the John F. Kennedy
assassination that confronts
America today — the govern-
ment's con cover-up of the
truth — Jamu gets bogged down
in re Jim Garrison's pros-
ecution of Clay Shaw.

James complninl that Shaw
was prosecuted with a “fraudu-
lent case” and that Garrison's
witnesses were “lunatic publicity
hounda.” The truth is that the
prosecution was sabotaged by the
federal government from day one.

Every one of Garrison's
lttompt.u to extradite key wit-
from other states was re-

His office were tapped,
" and he and his ltaff wou fol-
- lowed everywhere by FBI agentas.

Key witnesses were bribed or
= died under m
. stances. And all the district attor-
ney's files were -eolan and turned
ovnr to Shaw's defense counsel
» before the trial
“Who, then, did not receive a
fair trial — Shaw or the state?

S-dg.;l ames seems unable to
“JFK” is not the Jim

-rnlun story or the Clay Shaw
- gtory. It i is the film exploring who

ious circum-

killed Kennedy and why.
James inco: asserted that
I bought “Jim Garrison's fic-
tional script,” implying that
" merely regurgitates Gar-
rison's 1869 investigation. The
truth is that the script for “JFK”
was written by me along with

Zachary Sklar. It is based on finally

Garrison's book “On the 'Ihil of
the Assassins,” Jim Marm' book
“Crossfire” and the separate
investigations of nearly & dozen
rsnm ers and scholars, it oo
It incorporates a a great o
information that was not known
in 1869 when Clay Shaw was
tried, including the fact that
Shaw was employed by the CIA.
James' misunderstandings
about the script stem from her
reliance on an te loeount
bhlh.d m Tha Washi

onthy ", Wi om

’ mlrnllht.
rut.od mty dn!t of “ﬂ?‘nbﬁgo

Joumnlmn. 3 Be fair md mboth
sides have their say; 2. Review
the co &lm film, not an early

draft of uﬂ. ra ’-%

It did not “gpies,
James stated in her clnk-and
dagger version of reality, to ﬁguro
out that I considered
“‘review’ irresponsible. ho

Washington Post puhhlhod

pomt-by pomt rlfuhhon
It is paruoularly irksome thnt
James muquoted me as sayi
“The truth ie not important. d
Thu is a preposteroul out-nf-
L
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“gvidence in its

cg::mhmwinent, and I h“tlen no
idea where she came up with it.
While I am a dramatic &mmnker
and do not purport to be a docu-
mentarian, the reason I am mak-
ing “JFK” is that | want the
truth about an event that pro-
foundly changed all our lives to
come out.

If the government had not lied
from the beginning, there would
be little need tor a film like
“JFK.” Unfortunately, the gov-
ernment has yet to release crucial
ion, and we
must all try to get to the bottom
of the assassination as best we

can.

Rosemary James said she be-
lieves there was a conspiracy. But
what is she doing to our

“knowledge? Taking potshots at

Garrison and me, cn.lhn' New
Ofrlemmju 2 and a gnn jury
of citizens “dupes” and trott::s
out the timeworn, discredi

“Mafia-did-it"” theory, this time
with the novel twist that Meyer

Lansky was tho -
tion. I'd love to hm ﬁ.
tion of how Lansky got the

Warren Comn.umnn and the FBI
to ;0\0‘]!:. up gor

er] ames’ most pocuhu

“JFK!I
New Orleuns to “national ridi-
cule.” On the contrary, I believe
most Americans will view New
Orleans favorably as the one city
in the mungzu tl::d had n district
attorney, ju grand T8
e B et o fioht

for the truth nbout Pm:dent
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