
Preface

From the outset, the research and writing for this book have ben-
efited from an ongoing and intimate collaboration with the film-
maker. On one level, this depth of engagement from Oliver Stone 
should come as no surprise. All through his career, Stone has 
shown willingness –  and indeed a deep interest –  in engaging with 
academic and journalistic debate about his films and their contex-
tual significance. For him, being actively involved in the afterlife of 
a movie and the discussions that it generates is part and parcel of 
the filmmaker’s responsibility. For example, he directly accepted an 
engagement with the American Historical Association concerning 
its debates over the merits of JFK and Nixon, recorded in Robert 
Brent Toplin’s Oliver Stone’s USA. He also was involved in detailed 
discussions about the academic commentary on Alexander out-
lined in Paul Cartledge and Fiona Rose- Greenland’s Responses to 
Oliver Stone’s Alexander.

However, Stone went even further with our project. He gave his 
time and energy over a significant period, thus committing his life 
and work to the long- term and sustained investigation of him and 
his films. He provided hours of interview time over many meet-
ings, roughly within the space of five years of his working life. To 
assist with this process, we wrote up pre- interview notes outlining 
the issues to be covered at each session. In response, Stone never 
arrived unprepared. Invariably, he had read the notes and had his 
own written summary of what he wanted to cover by way of reply. 
His spoken responses were rich in detail –  more than we could 
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make full use of in this text –  and so we have taken the decision to 
publish the full transcripts verbatim. In addition to this personal 
commitment, Stone provided full access to all of his production 
files, enabling us to spend many weeks working at Ixtlan’s offices 
in Santa Monica, California, where all of the files were retrieved 
from storage and reviewed.

In view of the degree of access, it is a legitimate question to ask 
how a critical distance between authors and subject could be main-
tained. No doubt, Stone’s previous work with scholars helped here. 
He understood that there would be –  and always have been –  dif-
ferences of opinion on topics, and he seemed to rather embrace 
that fact, almost as though it was borne of a career where disagree-
ment from critics had become so instinctively second nature that 
he welcomed it back like an old friend. His only concern was that 
we should work with the facts and tie any conjectures firmly back 
to that factual base. Stone never sought any editorial input to the 
project. He understood from the outset that our independence as 
authors would strengthen the book. The unwritten contract –  such 
as it was –  was that the faith implied in such openness and dis-
closure would be answered with a professional assessment done 
to the best of our abilities. We have sought to honour that aspira-
tion, but leave it to the reader to judge. Stone took up the invitation 
to read a final version of the manuscript, which allowed him the 
opportunity to highlight any factual errors and to respond further 
on any of the debates if he wished.
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