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Stone responds to crltu.‘lsm of his ‘JFK’ movie

’ B N.w Orlms
Raeema.ry James’ attack om my
forthcoming film “JFK” (Letters,
June 20) is riddled with factual
"errors and reveals a mind-set
hopelessly stfuck in the latethlmlse;
Instead of focusing on the
issue about the John F. Kennedy

assassination that confronts

America today — the govern-
ment’s continuing cover-up of the
truth — James gets bogged down
in rehashing Jim Garrison’s pros
ecution of Clay Shaw.

James complains that Shaw !

. was prosecuted with a “fraudu-

"lent case” and that Garrison’s
witnesses were “lunatic publicity

hounds.” The truth is that the

prosecution was sabotaged by the
-~about -the script stem from her :

- federal government from day one.
‘Every one of Garrison’s
attempts to extradite key wit-

_ nesses !filom other . s;atee was re-
Jected 8 requests for important
. - evidence such as X-rays and pho-

 tos of the res:dant's autopsy and

: tax records and in nce files

- on Lee Harvey 0, were de-
= med.

: His ofﬁce hones were tapped,
: and he andphla staff were fol-
= lowed everywhere by FBI agents.

» Key witnesses were bribed or -
'Jemes stated in her cloak-end .
" .dagger version of reality, to figure

% died under mysterious circum-
- stances. And all the district attor-
ney’s files were stolen and turned

« over to Shaw's defenee counsel

= before the trial
~Who, then, di o ‘receive a

. fair trial — Shaw or theé state?

Sadly, James seems unable to
gasp that “JFK” is not the Jim
arrison story or the Clay Shaw

; story. It is the flm exploring who

killed Kennedy and why.

James incorrectly asserbed that
I bought “Jim Garrison’s fic-
tional script,” implying that
“JFK” merely regurgitates Gar- -

rison’s 1969 investigation. The -

trath is that the script for “JFK”
was written by me along-with
Zachary Sklar. It is based on -
Garrison’s book “On the Terail of
the Assassins,” Jim Marrs’ book
“Crossfire” and the separate
investigations of nearly a dozen .

- researchers and scholars.

"It incorporates a great deal of
information that was‘not known
in 1969 when Clay Shaw was

tried, including the fact that’
-Shaw was employed by the CIA.

James’ misunderstandings

reliance on an inaccurate aecmmt
B ublished in The Washin

ost by George T, W om
James described as a “respected

journalist.” Respected by whom?

-Lardner’s diatribe ¢ st a pi
rated early draft of “JFK” broke
two cardinal rules of responsible
_journalism:.1. Be fair and et both -
mdes have their say; 2.- Review
the complete film, not an ea.rly
draft of the script. ':--'-‘

‘It did dot amr “spies,”

out that I considered Lardner’s -
f‘review’’ irresponsible.” The ™

,Washmgton Post published ‘my

y . point-by pomt refut.atlon

_ '._.‘ot‘ 'S eITOorS.

‘It is particularly u'ksome that
James m1squoted me as say-mg,
“The truth is not important.™

'I‘l:us ns a. preposterous out_ f-

]
&

_fear is

Kennedys

_ context statement, and I have no

idea where she came up with it.
“While I am a dramatic filmmaker
anddonotpurporttobeadocu

tanan,thereasonlammak

mg “JFK” is that I want the 1.

truth about an event that pro-
~foumdly changed all our hvea to
.ﬁna]ly come out. ;

If the government had not hed :
from the beginning, there would
be little need for a film like
“JFK.” Unfortunately, the gov-

- . -ernment has yet to release crucial

“evidence in its possession, and we
“must all try to get to the bottom

".of the assassination as best we
 ean.

.Rosemary James said she be-
‘lieves there was a conspiracy. But
- what is she doing to further our -
‘knowledge? Taking potshots at
-Garrison and me, calling New
" Orleans judges and a grand jury
of citizens “dupes” and trotting
out the timeworn, discredited
““Mafia-did-it” -theory, this time
with the novel twist that Meyer
Lansky was running the opera-
-tion. I'd love to hear her explana-
tion of how Lansky got the
‘Warren Commission and the FBI
“to cover up for him. .

" Perhaps James’ most pecuhar,
t “JFK” could subject
New Orleans to “national ridi-
scule.”. On the contrary, I believe
“m0st Americans will view New
Orleans favorably as the one city -
in the country that had a dm:nct
- attorney, judges and grand j
with the guts to stand ght
for the truth about President
s murder.

e

Oliver Stone' :
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: Stonef s plans for Gamson moi’near

-+’ New Orieans

Director Oliver Stone’s behav-
ior since purchasing Jim Gar-
rison’s fictional script about the
John F. Kennedy assassination is
reprehensible, ' - - ¢ -

Stone, in fact, exemplifies the
entire coterie of self-aggrandizing
acolytes who have hung onto the
former ‘district attorney's coat-
tails since Garrison announced
he had “solved” all the mysteries
surrounding the presidential
assassination. R

» - That was -back in 1967 and
1968, when Garrison was'fab-
ricating a new phony *conspir-
acy” to kill the president almost
daily, including the one that ru-
ined an innocent man’s life. |
know for a fact that Garrison de-
liberately proceeded 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 most Machiavellian fashion -

to abuse the power entrusted to
them. ? n

In the style of the Dreyfus case
of the last century, they deliber-
ately selected a scapegoat for
purposes totally political, totally

petty, and then set about de- =~ .

-.8troying one of the most creative
business and cultural leaders this
city has ever produced. -

I know for a fact that Garrison
told lies then, starting at his first
hig news conference on the sub-
{Ject.-He lied to the media at'large

“by saying he’d never given
-an opportunity to comrent on

son and his ho!l};hq;q'm_;gwgred .

vesipdnse £6.the Juns 15 let-

£

The Iiéi:_' i;é'l"a :é.xlbloﬂed';irﬂetlx, ;
during a ‘six-week trial, assorted
lunatic publicity hounds —: Gar- -

rison's witnesses — were exposed

for what they wers. The jury re-

iraed after only 50 minutes wi

‘The jury was polled by the
media later. Many of the jurors
believed as I doﬂ{nt there was a

conspiracy, that Lee Harvey
Oswald did not act, ajong. They

-simply did not baligve, nor.did

any thinking Derson, that Garri-

ter by Jay Albarado, member of
the Garrison grand jury, yes,
thinking New Qrleanians do be-
lieve the grand jury was.duped by
Garrison: We elieve (iarrison
exerted total control over ‘the

: gnnd jury during the period of
lay S i

w's persecution.
With regard to the three-judge
panel, yes, we believe they acted

as rubber stamps for Garrison,

who had originally indicted Mr.
Shaw with a bill of information.

" We believe they acquiesced to -

rrison;'who had considerable
political swat before the trial, be-

- cause ‘they feared he would

oppose them for re-gl

“Noew comes a m La-

Tegurgitate all

.are offended by the

: again, our city is

fl:]oe‘llltgh to bhe p::lgellédfi'ntot{:ﬁ
t as & subject of nati

ridicule. " We are offende'do by

‘His
- straight out of the 1960s Garri-
-.80on hook: He described Lardner

- ot b

o

ive

‘offens

o

Recently, George Lardner, a
respected journalist.for The
‘Waghington Post who reported
on Garrigon’s “theories™ in the
'60s, obtained a sub rosa copy of
Stone’s script for the movie and -
revealed its flaws in two of
newsprint. Spies_in\gl;a tone
camp report that he was livid.,
ublic comments were

a8 a government agent in peport-
gradisguise, : , . -

Most of all, we are offended
that serious money is being
wasted giving credence to Jim
Garrison's falsely engineered
“conspiracy” case, which proba-
bly prevented serious inquiries by
reasonable le into questions
raised by the Warren Commis-
sion's incompetent effort.

There are reasonable theories
about how the assassination was
carried out, theories involving
underworld figures like the late
Meyer Lansky. Garrison® glways
refused to investigate any leads
that pointed in those ‘directions.
Reporters who made such sugges-
tions werp threatened personally
with grand jury ipqu_iaitiqg and

indictment.
It makes you wonder .what
Garrison and his acolytes then
and now really are about. Cre-
ating smoke screens, perhaps?
s . Rosemary James

Rosemary James was one of three
New Orleans States-Item report-

the New Orleans States-Item Stone’s comments, such as, “The ers who broke the Garrison inves-

story revealing his investigation truth is not important.” I prefer tigation to the public, and then
before the story was printed. And  to believe “the truth shall get ye reported the subsequent events in

that was only the beginning. free.” _ _ both print end television medio.
- SR eyl of .
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STONE RESPONDS TD CRITICISM OF HIS 'JFK' HWOVIE

New Orleans
¢ Rosemary James' attack on sy forthcosing filw "'JFK'! (Letters, June 15) is
riddled with factual errors and reveals a sind-set hopelessly stuck in the
late 196@s.

Instead of focusing on the key issue about the John F. Hennedy
assassination that confronts America today - the governaent’s continuing
cover—up of the truth - Jases pets boggped down in rehashing Jis Barrison's
prosecution of Clay Shaw.

Jases complains that Shaw was prosecuted with a '"'fraudulent case'' and
that Barrison's witnesses were "’lunatic publicity hounds.'' The truth is that
the prosecution was sabotaged by the federal government from day one.

Every one of Barrison's attespts to extradite key witnesses from other

e states was rejected. Hig—reguests—for—iaperianti—evidense—such—as—i—rays—and

96, 2 oF 4, DB NO1, DOCUMENT 178193
: Eﬁ5?3?‘iT‘thoﬁpnaxid;nt_s,auﬁegiy-and tax records and intelligence files on
g es—barvey (sweld—ware denied.
His office phones were tapped, and he and his staff were followed
everywhere by FBI agents. Key witnesses were bribed or died under mysterious
‘,——a#cuntnm._ﬂni all the district attorney's files-were stolen and turned
-—ower—tu Shaw' s” defense couns¥l before—the-trial began.
Who, then, did not receive a fair trial - Shaw or the state?

¢ Sadly, Jases seess unable to grasp that "*JFK'' is not the Jis Garrison
story or the Clay Shaw story. It is the film exploring who killed Kennedy and
why.

! James incorrectly asserted that I bought ''Jim Barrison's fictional

script,'' isplying that "*JFK'' serely regurgitates Barrison's 1969
investigation. The truth is that the script for "'JFK'' was written by me
: along with Zachary Sklar. It is based on Barrison's book ''On the Trail of the

Assassins,'' Jim Marrs' book "'Crossfire'’ and the separate investigations of

nearly a dozen researchers and scholars.
1t incorporates a great deal of information that was not known in 1969 when

L Clay Shaw was tried, including the fact that Shaw was esployed by the CIA.
James® misunderstandings about the script stea from her reliance on an
. inaccurate account published in The Washington Post by George Lardner, whos
- Jases described as a ""respected journalist.''! Respected by whom?

Lardner's diatribe against a pirated early draft of "*"JFK'' broke two
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cardinal rules of responsible journalism: 1. Be fair and let both sides have
their sayj 2. Review the complete fils, not an early draft of the script.

It did not take any ""spies,’' as James stated in her cloak-and-dagger
version pf reality, to figure out that I considered Lardner's "'review''
irresponsible. The Washington Post published my lengthy pomt-by-point
refutation of Lardner's errors.

It is particularly irksose that James misquoted me as saying, "'The truth
is not important.'' This is a preposterous out-of-context statement, and I
have no idea where she case up with it. While I am a dramatic filesaker and do
not purport to be a documentarian, the reason I as saking ""JFK'' is that I
want the truth about an event that profoundly changed all our lives to finally
coae out.

If the government had not lied fros the beginning, there would be little
-— need for a fila like "*JFK.'' Unfortunately, the government has yet to release
———crucial evidence in its possession, and we must all try to get to the bottom
of the assassination as best we can.

Rosemary James said she believes there was a conspiracy., But what is she
doing to further our knowledge? Taking potshots at Barrison and me, calling
Mew Drleans judges and a grand jury of citizens "'"dupes'' and trotting out the
timeworn, discredited '"Mafia-did-it®' theory, this time with the novel twist
that Meyer Lansky was running the operation. I'd love to hear her explanation
of how Lansky got the Harren Cosmission and the FBI to cover up for his.
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Perhaps Jases' post peculiar fear is that "' JFK'' could subject Mew Orleans
to ""national ridicule.'' On the contrary, 1 believe most Asericans will view
New Orleans favorably as the one city in the country that had a district
attorney, judges and grand jurors with the guts to stand and fight for the
truth about Président Kennedy's surder.
#0liver#Stones

TYPE: LETTERS
TRG: 91862708132
END OF DOCUMENT.
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STONE'S PLANS FOR BARRISON MOVIE ARE OFFENSIVE

New Orleans

Director#0liver#Stone’ sebehavior since purchasing Jim Barrison’s fictional
script about the John F. Kennedy assassination is reprehensible.

Stone, in fact, exesmplifies the entire coterie of self-aggrandizing
acolytes who have hung onto the forser district attorney’'s coattails since
Barrison announced he had ''solved’* all the mysteries surrpounding the
presidential assassination.

That was back in 1967 and 1968, when Barrison was fabricating a new phony
*'conspiracy’® to kill the president alsost daily, including the one that
ruined an innocent man's life. I know for a fact that Barrison deliberately
proceeded with a fraudulent case against Clay Shaw.

He knew he had nothing, his key assistants = Jim Aleock, Al Dser and John
Volz - knew he had nothing and yet proceeded in the most Machiavellian fashion
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to abuse the power entrusted to thes.

In the style of the Dreyfus case of the last century, they deliberately
selected & scapegoat for purposes totally political, totally petty, and then
set about destroying one of the most creative business and cultural leaders
this cdity has ever produced.

I know for a fact that Barrison told lies then, starting at his first bip
news conference on the subject. He lied to the sedia at large by saying he'd
never been given an opportunity to coseent on the New Orleans States-Ites
story revealing his investipation before the story was printed. find that wmas
only the beginning.

The lies were exploded when, during a six-week trial, assorted lunatic
publicity hounds - Barrison's witnesses — were exposed for what they were. The
Jury returned after only 58 minutes with a verdict of not guilty.

The jury was polled by the media later. Many of the jurors believed as 1 do
that there was a conspiracy, that Lee Harvey Dswald did not act alone. They
sisply did not believe, mor did any thinking person, that Barrison and his
boys had answered any questions.

In response to the June 15 letter by Jay Rlbarado, seaber of the Barrison
grand jury, yes, thinking New Orleanians do believe the grand jury was duped
by Barrison. We believe Barrison exerted total control over the grand Jury
during the period of Clay Shaw's persecution.

With regard to the three-judge panel, yes, we believe they acted as rubber
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stasps for Barrison, who had originally indicted Mr. Shaw with a bill of
inforsation. We believe they acquiesced to Barrison, who had considerable
political swat before the trial, because they feared he would oppose theam for
re-election.

MNow coses a gullible from La-La Land with a $6@ million budget who wants to
regurgitate all of that garbage.

Hany of us who call New Drleans home are offended by the fact that, once
again, our city is about to be propelled into the liselight as a subject of
national ridicule. We are offended by Stone's coesents, such as, ''The truth
is not iaportant.'® I prefer to believe "'the truth shall set ye free.®!

Recently, George Lardner, a respected journalist for The Washington Post
who reported on Barrison’s *'theories'' in the *68s, obtained a sub rosa copy
of Stone's script for the movie and revealed its flaws in two pages of
newsprint. Spies in the Stone casp report that he was livid. His public
cosnents were straight out of the 1968s Barrison book: He described Larder as
a govermment agent in reporter's disguise.

Most of all, we are offended that serious money is being wasted giving
credence to Jia Barrison's falsely engineered "'conspiracy’’ case, shich
probably prevented serious inquiries by reasonable people into questions
raised by the Harren Commission's incompetent effort. *

There are reasonable theories about how the assassination was carried out,
theories involving underworld figures like the late Meyer Lansky. Barrisen
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always refused to investigate any leads that pointed in those directions.
Reporters who sade such suggestions were threatened personally with grand jury
inquisition and indictment.

It makes you wonder what Garrison and his acolytes then and now really are
about. Creating smoke screens, perhaps?

Rosemary James

Rosemary James was one of three New Orleans States-Item reporters who broke
the Garrison investigation to the public, and then reported the subsequent
events in both print and television sedia.

TYPE: LETTERS
TRG: 9186290045
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