Vear editor, 1/13/91

The enclosed letter relates to some of what + lnow about Oliver Stone and his
movie.

If I did not kmow that pending stories may lead to Times possible ase for the
information in my letter I would delay sending it and would rewrite and shorten it.

However, that will not be possible for at least several days.

So, my apologies.

As you will see, [ ask nothing of the Times at all.

You nay also want to know, most if not all the Tines people whp knew me not now
being on the “imes, that I give unsupervised access to the appromimately 350,000 pp
35 once-withheld JFK and King assassination records I obtained through a series of
FOIA lawsuits.

Harold Weisberg



Hational Editor 7627 0ld ieceiver Hoad

The ilew York Yimes Frederick, Md. 21702
229 W 43 St, 1/11/91

New York, N.Y. 10037

Dear Editor,

Because contruve:;% over the couming Oliver Stone movie is not going to end, because
he has succeeded in misrepresenting the nature and substance of this controversy, as in
Bernard Weinraub's H/’I story, because I an responuible for this coutroversy, and so
that the “imer can loowm the truth and where, if it desires, .where it can get accurate
information, I write.

The controversy is not about the conelusions of the Warren Commission or whether or
not JFK was the vietim of a conspiracy, as I'll explain. First, after an apology, a little
about me so you can dg % whether vou can depend on me. The “imes has in the’pa.st. as
Peter Kihas, John Crewdson, ‘iendell Rawls and llartin Waldron did. The 13@1' three spent
censiderable time here, Mo also socially. Hd was to have visited ilobert Sherrill and us
the weeltend he was sent to Florida on the fffa-body story and that was followed by the
Tatal consequences of his illness. ' S

I am a TB-year old former investigative repprted, Senate editor and investiga
and }iitallhgenoo analyst. I am the author of the first book on the JiK assassination,
Whitewssh, of) six additional such books, and despite serious health impairments,obtained
about a third of a million pages of official records by a series of FOIA lawsuits, soue
precedental and one leading to the amedding of the investigatory-files exemption in 1974.

Sinee 1975 T an required not to stand still and to keep my legs elevated. Tiks the
typewriter is to the side. That and cracked fingertips, in part the consequence of one
of the medications that keep me alive, account for my typos.

Unlike the otherd writing and spealdng about the political assassinations, I am not
ﬁd never have been a conspiracy theorist. My bouks are strictly factual, sdvancing no
theories of any kind, and there is no significant error in any of them and veyy few that
%s/e‘nﬂ.nor.

I velieve that FOILs does not give me any property rights but rather makes me surro-
gate for the people, copies of whose records I obtain. I make these recomds available to
all writers - as Oliver Stone knows - although I know that almost all are cpnspiracy
theorists and will uri'l::{ vhat I do not agree with.

Knowing this, and not having asked for aocad"to them or for copies of any, he
nonetheless has said and received unquestioned acceptance for his deliberate lie, that
all these recogds have been and will be sfpressed uitil at least 2039. At thé same tinme
he also boasts that he has drawn on "all" the information that has come to light since
the Vlarren Report. ‘

ids record is clear: he has trouble telling the truth bmcidmlt. These are only
A



a few of his almost non-stop lies clearly designed to make it appear that on one hand
his research has been exhaustive and on the other that he is nersecuted by the major
nedia which he infers is working for the UIa and,in George Lerdner's case, stated this
unequivocally.

The falsehood that he uses in his film all the inforuation that has come to light
when in fact he has ignored all of it, leads to one of the real and basic causes of the
criticism of him that I started. Tye other is that he bases his movie on the fraudulent
and knowingly dishonest fewriting of his own history by Jim Garrison in his'On the Lrail
of the dssassins. The original script makes a hero out of Garrison %o such an extent
and is based so completely on his book that it is impossible to rewrite that script
to eliminate this. _

It also is impossible for Stone to withdraw his own repeated description of his
movie as non-ficthon. He stated over and over again that his movie would record their
"history" for the people and that it would tell them "who" killed their President, "why"
and "how." '

When I learned that he was basing his movie on Garrison's book I wrote him at some
length in full detail, from personal imowledge that Garrison's bock was a fraud and a
travesty. I gave him some documentation and offer'ed him more. That was on 2/8/91. He
did not reply. He then had ample.-opportunity to do a new script. le did not.

Then I was sent a copy of the script. I was aghast, it was that dishonest, that
bad a script.

Having known George Lardner for about 25 years and having been his source on in-
nunerable stories, I invited him hﬂl'% guve him the script and all the copies he wanted
of my Garrison records. This and his personal knowledge from having cov ered Garrison
when that story broke is the solid, factual basis of his completely accurate story.

Parts of the script wa are so ridiculous that withftone:representation of his own
allegedly exhaustive research, with his co-author Geoffgy Sklar having been editor on
Garrison's bouk and with Yarrison having read the script a number of times and told the
Hew Orleans papers hovw fine and accurate a seript it is, it still had two villains
holding Davifi Ferrie's head in a toi.'?ét Hheri"-]i'erria wag without a hair on his l;ody from
alopsecia totalis! K

I should cynfess my own failure to recognize Garrison for what he was, angd egoman-
iscal fraud and poseur. As did most who were critical of the Warren lteport,I assumed that
he had the case he charged in court and that his excessive public statements were fighting

fire with fire because he was being interfered with by the executive agencies, as he said.
My interest und my work in New Orleans were an Oswald, not #n Shaw. I never discussed

his Shaw case with him, which I now regret. I did learn more about Oswald but he had no in-



terest in that. In retrospect I realize this should have alerted me to what he was up to.
When I did realize this I believg that the case should go to trial., and although I had
agreed to be what he called his "Dealey Plaza expert" I was not. although from what he said
the Vimes reported that I was sitting at the counsel table, in fact I was never in that
courtroom and never even laid eyes on Shaw,

If stead, after learning from them what their alleged casd really was, I told his
two main trial lawyers that shey should lose the case, would and why.

The PHat gave Stone an exceptional opportunity to correct the inkredible statement
he had asked it to publish in response to Lardner's acticle. liis revised article was
smoother and had some of the crude errors eliminated. It was still a monument to in-
fidelity to fact, mkm enhanced by his overt and g];lﬂ'/liea.

When it appeared I again wrote him at some length, pointing out his errors snd lies.

fhis time I got a response, Not from him but from the woman who signed herself as
his "research coordinator." It was a thinly-hidden attempt to bribe me. I declined and
that letter also is without response. )

Since then, when he nfld his coauthor had the gall to tell reporters that I was
"helping" them, I've written him each time and asked that he withdraw and not repeat
this crude and to me defamatory lieg.

He has not responded.

If you would like copies of this correspondence I'll provide them. If you

have unyhuas'd.on about my accuracy or dependability, I suggest you ask Lardner. If you
do not hlava copies of what the Posg published and would like them, ,f:m can also pet
them faxed by the Post and I suggest that the first will be more convenient if you ask
for the version published in its weekly., In that form it is of but two pages.l can send
you xeroxes of clippings from the Vost and the Dallas and New Urleans papers, auiong others.

in telling Jtone in my l'ebruary letter that Garrison's book is a seif-justifying
lie from beginning to end, I illuafratad this with the most Ludicrous of hi?aalf—-glorifi—-
vations, confirmed by the attached FBI report, and the must startling and potentially dan-
gerous, the latter because that lie was about me add bexamuse he kmew I could be teumpted
to expose him, I was ill and didn't. a1 %’

It was about his reason for alleging that the CIa inf,'t’ltrated Boxley onto his
to wreck his investigation and his reason for firing Lpgl Boxley, whd*ha had hired per-
sonally over vigoro 'rnta.ff objections. 4s it turned out,when I got the script this fan-
tasy was also central in it and for the same purposes.

Garrison's petty fabrication was that when Buxley allegedly unexpectedly and for no
putpose joined him in Alberquerque Garrison was offended that Boxley would squander Gara
rison's neager funds and ofdered him to return forthwith to New Orleans.



Boxley was not an assistant district attorney, as the script I read says. He was
paid by private funds Garrison collected and used for varivus purposes that would not
pass city inspection.

The truth is that the day before Garrison sent his two detectives who were his
drivers and bodyguards to ask me to accompany him to the airport. When we got there, in
the Pink Panther actuality, Steve Bordelon and Lynn Loisel both parked the car while I
walked to the ticket counter wikh Garrison.

"You have a ticket for me," he said, "ily name is lobert levy."

After a double-take, the & foot sim Garrison being the best-known man in the city,
she gave him the ticket. Ve waited for the detectives and then the four of us walked to
the gate, who%é we chatted until the door was opened.

"iold it, bogs," one of tlm}le‘bectives daid. They said they wanted to check the plane
out, They returned to report that all seemed safe and secure, he entered the plane and as
soon as he was out of Jearshot they erupted into laughter.

"Je've got the boes fixed up," one of thei. told me. "We told the hostess who he is
and he'll get two steaks for supper." .

4dbout 4 a.m. tie motel operator had a call for me. It was from a former reporter,
Harv Horgan,who then had as responsible and popular s talk-show as there was in San
Francisco. I asked her to hold the cali and got my tape recorder with a suction micro-
phone used to tape telephone interviews. Believing that he would not have gone to the
time and trouble at that time of th!#norning to reach me without what he regarded as
important, I taped our conversation.

He told me about a partly-confirmed plot to kill Garrison. He'd checked some of it
with the police.

I awakened Garrison's chief investigator, fouis Ivon, told him what 1'd been told,
he phoned several assistant UAs and we met them at the office. They listened to the tape
and decided to send Hoxley, who carried a pistol and who they vere glad to have away for
a while, to .rotect Garrison.

Rather than packing Boxley back to New Or cans, as + learndd later, Garrison took
Boxley with him on a fund-raising trip to New-Ordsand, where they lived it yp for a week
or B0.

When a pgakage was delivered to Garrison Boxley grabbed it, took it into the bathroom,
filled the tub with water and held the package under water until the presumed bomb was
ruined. When he then opened it & /1% contuined - a ruined book!

In early 1968 two of Garrison's staff, worried about how he was going to ciommemorate
the coming fifth anniversary of tlie JFK assessination - by charging two men as assassing -
asked my help. .le had intended ch\%ging more "assassins" but had with difficulty been per-
suaded to forget all but these two.



Une was Hobert Perrin, whose wife, Mancy had been a Warren Commission witness. I knew
Perrin had killed himself, in New Orleans, }l.n 1962, so on that basis alone he could not
have been a 1963 assassin.

Yhe other was Edgar tugene Bradley, then west coast representative of the ultra-
right Cape liay preacher, ltev. Carl licintire. The ohly alleged reason for including Brad-
ley was that Garrison imagined he was one of three men photogra;hed in Dealey Plaza a
little more than an hour and a half after the shooting in news photographs Garrison
dubbed "The Tramp Pictuee" because he imagined they were tramps. They were not traups,
although Stone still inists they are and were involved. But before Garrison coupromised
on "Bradley" he and others lud an incredible series of "jdentifications" that include
E. Hq\ard Hunt, General Lansdale (in the script, disguised and not so named, an article
of faith to Fletcher Prouty, who knew hinm and is or was one of Stone's “expert"advtaers)
and auong many others a man they first called "Frenchy" for no reason at all and wound
up describing him as ~yndon Johnson's farm manager!

Two p\cﬁ'feasionnl investigators made independent investigations of those plctures for
me, each yielding the identical result. The men were winos. They were 8rinking it up in
a railroad boxcar where they were found about an hour and a half after the assassinatiion
when the police checked the entire area out.

The railroad,‘trac#m a block west of the scene of the crime, in front of the Yexas
Sehool Book Depository building, and more than two blocks south of it, hehind the Central
annex Jost Office, hardly a point from which they could have done any of the shooting.
Two policemen and a deputy sheriff, taicing them to dry out, toock the only path possible,
north on the tracks ané Aoff of them when thnd_crousad the triple-underpass, when they
walked them past the TSBD. There theal( were photographed by the news photographers, who
were taldng plctures of everythin; that moved.

Even pretending that these men werg assassins was insane. Unarmed assassins? ot
handeuffed? The officers without any pistol or revelver in hand?

They were released when sober, without chagres being filed. Garrison and Stone in-
sist they were arrested and the recu';la destrowed.

Ao recently as in his Post article Stone continued to insist on the fiction and that
the men were hiding in a pasunger car behind the TSHD. No proof. le just states it. The @
source of this particular nonsense is a buff named Ered Newcomb. It is well kmown.

Garrison, with his staff of professional police investigators, had not directed them
to nake any Perrin inveatigatiunf:![:; sent them out to obtain the evidence J kmeéw had to
exist, the hofpital records when Perrin poisoned himself, the hand-written morgue book,
police reports, etc. I also examined what little of his work soxley had put on paper. He
generally reported verbally to Garrison, who made notes I could not hope to get and did
not try to.

Using & borrowed and broken portable 1 typed up my investigative report and gave it

S



to Andrew Sciambra, the most juniom of the assistant Das and the one who spent most time
with Garrison.

My report begins quite explicitly in stating that Boxley just made up what Garrison
had told him, what Gerrison himself had made up with no reasonable suspicion that it was
true. (“hat there was no veasonable suspicion, however, d.oeyhot mean that Garrison hin-
selm did not believe his own inventions. I believe _thp,t at least to a large degree he
really E&:wﬂgt he had dreamed up anfl for which he had no factual basis at all.)

I was not present when Sciambra confronted Garrison with my investigative report
and its attached documentation. They met at the New Urdeans Athletic €lub. Garrison used
itiika lis private office in the stupid# beliejﬂ Ba that he was less subject to surveillance
there. Beginning with the switchbourd ‘thﬁugh whichf all calls went, the opposite is true.

Soiambra was in great exciteuent when he picked me up to teke me to dinner (it was a
Sunday) at his home. After eytafining, “Hal, you've done it!" he added that I'd saved
Garrison from being disharred. I presuue he meant in a way I did not understand that
this would have related to theShaw case thf“o ngpeal/

We Loth assumed that Garrison vwould blame Boxlay and fire him, }%e went fapthar. In
his ress release, which I have, he attacked the CIli, claiming thatﬁ' g:a"plantsd Boxley
on him to wreck hig " 'vestigatiou" from the inside. He says this in his book, as Stone
did in the scfipt I read.

On either the next or the following day Garrison convened a lunch at the NOAC. Of
hias staff I remember that bciambra,{nd ﬁluck were there, as was the former ax FBI
black bag specialést,4ill Turner. harriaon had & blackboard in there for his chalk talk
in which, having drawn a rough outline of the United Ltates, he located sowe of the najor

“conspirators of whose guilt he was so convinced, without even claiming evidence to support

his allegations. He put a mari: in the nortﬂ'eat and Mdeltified that as Boeing. In Califor-
nia his "x" was for Lockheed. He also made mrka he said were for a Boeing subsidiary in
Hew Urleans, as ¥ now recall the name, Michaud, and then there was another in the Leorgia
area of his map for Martin-larietta. ind this was only part of his theorized conspiracy.

When Garrison's back was toward us as he made additionsl nmarks I remember thas Jin
alock made faces to me, refluctmg’hia ineredulous reaction.

Sheer idiocy, and just one of many exauples of it as well as what ~tone and S8klar
adopted unquestioningly and w:ithout any checking.

With them and in the aoﬁpt #as well as the books (Stone also bought the right to
use #in Marrs' "Lroaafirey'}(@na not a matier of fact. It was a matter of belief and of
belief only and the beiief was based on nothing other than whim and desire.

There are quite a few official records that could have been used to make a case of

a conspiracy but neither Garrison nor Btone had any interest in fact or documentation.

There was a considerable amount of evidence availamble in lew Urieans, Garrison's



jurisdiction, leaving it without question that Uswald was not as utterly alone as the
official story says. I believe there was more than I was able to authenticate. Garrison
had no iuterest in it. It is not in these books or the nutty theories so Stone also had
no i:uterest in it. Because Garrison had Oswald charged as a ammﬁirator this is particu-
larly odd ® for a prosecutor.mlm}-h' il f’”’( thers w, f'“f Wﬁ‘“"’%ﬁ '33‘] )‘;Wf'“f&f" d. )

The ‘cript I have is based on the CIA intrusion- concoction, with Garrison as the in-
corruptible hero. lio matier what -changes Btone unade beoa_use of exposures, it is not
possible to make enough changes to eliminate this and ‘ﬁ; other rewritings of history.
Stone would have had to junk the seript based on which he got Warner's $40 million and
all those stars to whom he phaid large sums for walk-on parts, thereafter trading on their
names.

he didn't.

411 his nmany public statements, many in attempted justification of it, leave it
without question that he filmed from a script he knew beyond question was, in the words
I used, waa & literary fraud and a travesty by a man who was in his book a kuowing liar.

In his public statements “tone went even further. le alleged not only that ali the

official records relating to the assassination were suppressed until at least the year
2039, he charied that Garrison had been denied access to the autopsy infornation and
what relates to it, like the Uswald rifle.

Of all the mm’liea by this pair, this is the most brazen.

he won it!(I was there as his expert.Quite a story in just this that I dof not now go
into. It was in VWashington's Superior Courtp before Judge Charles Halleck, and it should
be in your morEUB-)
By now I hope it is clear that Garrison and Stone just mae Kp anything that at any
time seeus to serve a purpose and will it into reality, lie deliberately, or both.
There is nothing too palpably false for Stoune.Or hias "experta."
What calls itself the ussassination IAformation Center in Dallas was hired to be
mng Btone's "expverts) for $80,000, comfirmed. It held a press conference to introduce
R:l.c}cy White and present White's effort to commercialized®h the assassination uy calling
; his father one of the a.ssa.asini of JFK and as the assassin of Officer J.U. 'I‘ippit who,
according to the Varren Uoumission, was killed by Uswalfl. The most rudimentary checking
made it immediately obvious that Hhiteﬂa story was totally false and in part plagiarized.
The basic and completely impossible account of the Tippit killing he presented is a
plagiarism from a novel, "Promises to Keep." ly immediate exposure of this did nothing to
Seter Stone or his experts.(4s recently as two weeks ago Larry lioward oqu:ha AIB inisted
that White's is a trutiful account, in a phone call to me.) Stone had ap@ﬂn to Vhite



who had been flown to California for the consultation by the «IC. The plagiarized fiction

is in the seript. If Stone had had any authentic expert read the script, he would have
imown st the least that the account 1a,beycmtf yuestion, false and impossible.

Sone way to record oufd "history" for the people!

When the AIC's larry Howard phoned me (I suspect in an effort %o entrap me for Stone
but I cannot prove it) he boasted that he had paid Harrs to write his book that is
Stone's claimed second major source.

Howard is an expert who boasts that he never raad any of the books on the JFK
assassination. associated with hig in the AIC is Cary Shaw, who did write a book about
inagined conspiracies. If I recall correctly, Howard was its coauthor. Shaw, worlking
with an investigator, voe West,developed a theory they disclosed at a press conference,
that Sam Giancana and YJohn Roselli plus another wafim type}ﬂ were the actual Grassy Knoll
assasains. This fable was reuembered by reporters at the a“C's press conference for iy
Ricky White, vwhose assassination story is a different one.

hsked by a reporter how the 4IC (read “tone's subject experts) seen to easpouse two
contradictory explanations of the one assassination, West reponded that both were true-
thﬁ‘t in fact there were two. assassination teams on the oue Grassy I{no]}ﬁt the sane tine!

Even this did not disenchant Stone with those of his e:gf:rts on his mbhe mDovie
that would record ous "history" uful tell tie people "who" killed the iresident, ];‘i‘zw" and
"how." Stone continued their relationship as he did when he later got my first letter.

This re_ationship still existBi, mccordang to Howard in his phone call mm to me.

He then hgasted to we that he had paid tarrs to write that book, both being inter-
ested in conspiracy theories. 625-page

Miggs Marrs!first words in his/compendium of nutty theor:l.os. none proven and and vir-
tually all impossible on the Desill basis of established 1act.. "o not trust the this
book." These are the only dependable words in his tc;t-k

Probably intending that it be taken to refer to the Warren Repoet he has on his
title page ,“Thﬂ great nasses of the peon‘s will more easily falk victims to a groat
lie than to & small one . . .—Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf", It is applicable to Marrs’ book.
Across the top of his cover is this unatributed quotation, " « may be the final word
until 20%Y when the ggramment files on the case can be unloulmd." Thas /s wivsl Ap1€ z"’y”'

Vhether or not larrs is Stone'§ source, and both may have had the saue one, k£ both
dazual lowow a/ia false (I began acquiring my 250,000 pages of these "suppressed" records
in 1966, when the Times also had acceas to soue because I reuenber driving your reporter,
apple, from thfisrnhi.ﬁes to your Washington bureau). It was pever true.

Thia alene sagys much about Stone's recording of our true history for the peovle and

telling them who killed JFK, why aud how. It also says wuch avout what kind of "experif!
n,u-:'a/z.dw bt

and as he has also descfibed them, "respected] he uses in his mobie.

A



So also dogs the last 11 pages in liarrs' book. He cribbed thé idea and much of the &
@& content from the Pamnoidnl former Texas country weeffly publisher, Penn Yone§,but Kers
Harrs made a slight change in what Jones called "mysterious deaths." Marrs says "convenient ”
deaths.

Virtually none had any connection with the assassination and none took any secrets
to the grave. WMost X died of natural cé,uété'gf J. lidgar Hoover and the judge in the
duby case. llany if not rost do not ees even ap.ear in the text. I quote a few examples
intendi.nq_tlmm morc as a mean of evaluating what “tone is perpetrating than of Harrs'
scam. 4l and of what Ytone evaluates as relevant in his "history."

Marrs says he does not know the cause of LIFE's C.D. Jackson's death but he lists
it as sigm-ficant because LIFE bought the rights tu the Zapruder film of the assassination.

4nother kind of conspirascy manifestation is what Maf rs sag.u about William Whaley,
who had been a Commission witness. His iumportance is that he "dro¥e Dswald to Oak CLiff."
What makes it significant? He was ';ﬁa only Dallas cab driver to die on duty," in a "motor
collizsion." That is indeed how Whaley died but it can have significance only if the CI4
and/orrotlmr alleged conspirators employed 82 year old kam.ﬂmzie) because that collision
was caused by an 82-year-oid man driving the wrong wag on a divided highyay.

$+i11 another category of conspiratorial %g is another Warren Commission witnes§
which larrs does not say, and then a boy, as he also does not say, Phillip Geraci. How

~ Gerach did have connection with énd re_evance to the investigations, but ned=es larrs ds
""yw‘f. He alse—= is not mentioned in the text.

According to liarrs his relevance is "Friend of Perry Russo [who was Garrison's main
witness against Shaw],told of Oswald /sigua Shaw conversation."

in addittion to there having been three Philip Gdracis then in New Orleans, Jeevs
Marrs not indicating this, also bearing oy the dependability of Stone's second most

important source is that fact thak:(}eraci aaiddgthing about that alleged Oswald/Shaw
conversation. Garrison got that allegation from a dmug addict, Vernon Bundy.

What makes this alleged Geraci deat@x nysterious and of greater than average signi-
ficance is that he died of electrocution.”

The reievant Philip Ueraci was not electrocuted. His father was, non-conspiratorially,
in an indiwtrial accident for whicl: he was responsible.

Garrison was such a vigorous, no-nonsense prosecutor that he did noth;ng when the
youngster ignored three grand jury subpoenas. However, when he was in Viet llam ¥ had
no problem interviewing his parents and when he returned after his father's death he
readily agree to the interview that at my insistence was with his famil¥ lawyer present.

Garrison, Stone and larrs haven't the slightest notion of what they missed, too!k

Pedhaps already longer than you'd like to take time for, this is but a peek at the
to me (ruesome, the sick and disgusting commercialization and exploitation Stone is about
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to perpetrate on the trusting people, on our history and on reviewers, none ol vwhom can
have “he knowledge required for a fuir and independent evaluation.

His production company is "Ca;nag_lot." IIig movie title is "JFK" for a movie not about
the Piesident. Hearranging and repainting the TSBD and having a strong fight against
/‘ﬁroug ballas opposition to do it, getting considerable publicity for his professed deter-
mination to be completely faithful to fact. Lven signing Garrison for a small part. and
retitling the Warner Papberback of Garrison's book and making it "JFK," too.

He really did con all those famous actors into bit, walk-on parts for attractively
large sums and he did use their names, the only need he had for them. I have a letier he
wrote ih which he sought to validate what he is up to by asking if tbe recipient really
thoughtUBE (and Ts ISR it ZSw 47,000,000 Kevin Vostner) Ed Asner would have any-
thing at all to do with any remotely queationﬁbla production.

I wish I were up to it. ‘hat a book this and so much else like it, so very much on
Garrison and his book and all the investigations Garrison ghould have made and didn't
make could have yieied yielded and what those I did mm‘i‘# yield, along with what is
4aaown 4n all those FBI records I got under FOLA could make, It surely would bring
little or entirely unknown aspects of our history to light!

Aside from alerting Stone in my 2/8/Y1 leiter that he would be filming a fraud and

travesty I warned him what he could 4o to his reputation: "... you have every right
dt play Mack Sennettd )
in a Keystpne /ﬁ)pn Pink Panther, but ..."

He then had plenty of time to either check out what I told him, which he did not do,
not even by phbning me, or to prepare a different script. I believe he saw still another
Osficar and was so convinced he did not care.

Parenthetically what kind of journalism professors do they have at Columbia when,as

“the editor on Garrison's book and ms Stone's coauthor, he‘kdid no checking at all? What a
way to teach journalism, what a role model for future feporters!
S rely
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Hurold Weisberg



