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Oliver Stone’s film is criticized
for taking aim without evidence

I}-El'lihpﬁ Hanson
Wwashingon Comeepondent

ASHINGTON = In hizs new

film “JFK" director Oliv.r

Stone purports to enlighten ug
on two questions that have lmlwﬂod
the country for nearly 30 years: Who
killed Presideni Kennedy and why?

The fllm exoncrates accused wp-

sailant Lee Harvey Oswald. It depictl
& squad of shadowy hit men gunning
down hnnodylnlmp d'etat at the
behest of & cabal of arms makers,
Pinl.qon brass and ClA ap:rltlm

Their motive? To pment &!
from breaking out Acco
film, KEennedy intended lo thtﬂw
from Vietnam and to press for de-
tente with Moscow. He was killed
because the cabal had a hla ideologi-
cal-Anancisl ll'.ll:a in com‘.enuin; the
Jietham War and the Cold War.

; M:l ‘dﬂi is “an mmt&on—
al ot oncl at apeaks a 1]
truth, P‘ n 25 vears of research
by llwthl Ilk. ex-New Orleans dis-
trict attorney Jim Garrison, the mov.
je’s hero (played by Kevin Costner).

It is markable plece of Nim-
making Brilllantly Interweaving ac
tual news footage and re-enactme tl.
prasenting very complex mate
& riveting way, giving shert shrift tn
details that ralse doubts about Garri-
son's case, "“JFK” manlpulntel the
emotions very effectively, M
b« nd to leave the theatar %um
that Stone's version (s the true ona.

The problem is with the facts, or

% of them. Critics =say Stone
wsaped recklessly beyond the
dence, relying on the wild specula-
ton of sundry assassination to
depict rumor as reality.

ed groups have, Without proof
blamed the nation’s flls on cabals o
Magons, bankers, Jews, water fluori-
dationists, etc.

In much the same way, erities say,
Bt:;l Is llmt:‘lﬂ#m? two blmat.m
m NI'P j

Kennedy's death nnd the Vietnam
War - to yet another grand cabal,
again without proof.

The film's Garrldon eharacter
even suggests the 1088 murders of
Robert Kennedy and Martin, Luther
King were the result of the same
sinister force that killed John Kenpe-
dy. Reasonable peuple can believe
conspirscies exist, Hofsladier wrote,
but whtt distinguishes me paranoid

e is the rupﬂnu of “s ‘vast’ or

This ia the kind of conspiracy the
movie depicts.

In & commentary on “JFK," soclal’
critie Jefferson Morley wrote that the
mesassination, & persistent
mystery, Is llke &n enigmatic Ror
schach ink blot'into which Americans
read thelr fears,

Enigmatic it s What we really
hnou tthe mlmgnn-umungly
skimpy: On Nov. 22, 1083, at
p.m., Kennedy's motorcade mnde &
-hnp leht gtrﬁ into Daﬂey Phu.

a1 a8,

neshots - witnum d'lluru
o\%u mw took off the top of
Kennedy's head,

o ot
[:]
!llhnt ou;:nnn mﬁ'ﬂw unrl ﬂ:
umf‘nﬁ o oG Yo
apos . ‘Whare
POBILOTY

.'I'l! was arrested that afternoon,

Thay say “JFK" Is jun the Intest aecund afklllinga pollmnan oz wall
example of » sort of manis that has two days later,
mJ up porlodlelll.v in U.S, mm- rcliee cun . Oswald wes
Richard Hofsiadiar eafled “the park- .
nold style.” Over the yeoars, W_ﬁ Page C8 .
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JFK: Stone says criticism

From Page C1

Ruby.

The Warren Commission, ap-
pointed by President Johnson to
investigate the crimes. concluded
in 1964 that Oswald. an unstable
leftist, had acted alone, as had
Ruby. But in 10979 a special House
commitiee concluded a conspira-

cy was likely and, in all probabili- .

ty, more than one gunman had
shotl al Kennedy. No researcher
has been able to demonsirate who
masterminded such a plot or for
what reason.

HAROLD WEISBERG, 78. who
has been researching the killing
since 1963, says Stone's biggest
mistake was to base his story on
Garrison's book, “On the Trail of
the Assassins” (1988), which as-

serts a government cabal killed -
Kennedy and then systematically

covered up.

Weisberg, who once worked
with Garrison but quit in frustra-
tion, says the book is a fraudulent
apolou for a botched Investigs-

on. 2 K

In 1989, QGarrison put New
Orleant businessman Clay Shaw,
whom he alleged to be a CIA
operative, on trial for conspiracy
o murder Kennedy. Shaw was
acquitted afler the jury deliberal-
ed berely an hour, making Garri-
son a laughingstock. 2

Worse still, the DA was ac-
cused by NBC news of bribing and
threstening witnesses.

Stone admits Garrison had
faults, but defends using the Shaw
trial In his film. He CIA
officials recently admi Shaw
had ties to the.agency, and the

House commitiee determined

there had been an association “of
an undetermined nature” be-
tween Oswald and Shaw.

Stone also alieges that news
media — ‘“paid-off journalist
hacks,” as he put it in USA Today
— &re In league with the govern-
ment to perpetuate a conspiracy
Coverup by criticizing his film.
“There's an lfenda here,” he loid
the Los e$ Times. “They're
the Establishment, Doberman pin-
schers trained to protect the gov.
ernment” - )

THIS COMMENT may suggest
Stone is prone to see plots where
others do nol As historian Hof-
stadler put it, central to this way
of thinking 15 “the feeling of

rsecution” and a tendency to
eap beyond the facts to assert the
exisience of a cabal, -

In a 1051 speach,

went through a litany of national
ills, then leaped to this conclu-
sion: “This must be the product of
a'great conspiracy."” A Communist
plot.

“JFK,” although far from Me-
Carthy in ideology, makes similar

' leaps in logic to embrace conspir-
atorial exp anations. Three exam-

piles:

W Lax security. Kepnedy's se-
curity in Dallas was appalling
Buildings on the motorcade route
were not checked for snipers. The
Secret Service was not backed up

. by military security, JFK's guards
. reacled slowly to the shots. This

much most people agree on.

But the film goes much far-
ther. It leaps to the conclusion
that, because government officials
were responsible for JFK's securi-
ty and failed to protect him, the
gclwemment had to be in on the
plot. : -
“Does that sound Iike a bunch

of coincidences to you, Garrison?” '

asks the character “Mr. X" in one

scene. “Mr. X" is a mysteripus

informant from military_intelli-
gence who confirms for Garrison

| that a government plot was indeed

behind the crime.

tion is incompetence or human
error in JFK's security team, This

.was the House committee’s con-

clusion. -

B “Coverup.” Although War-

ren C ission members like
Gerald poit) stand by their conctu-

S

sions, many reputable analysts

think the Warren Commission

failed to conduct a thorough in-
vestigation. With a tight deadline
and incomplete data, it rushed to
a one-gunman judgment,

Just a day after Oswald was
shot, Deputy Attorney General
Nicholas Katzenbach wrote in a
memo: “The publie Thiust be satis-
fied that Oswald was the assassin;
tht:t he did not have confeder-
a s.ll < !

In the film, Stone leaps to the

conclusion’ that, because the gov-

Of course, a simpler explana- "

‘nam. Some: of his ex-aides are

to
* fight harder.

Intend to with
‘,mf he was killed for that rea-

wrole a long letter to the Washi
ton Post, "responding to w3
criticlsm. %

i

ut” explanation, the Bovernment
j:ad to be part of the piot. Stone's

research direcuor, Jane' Rusconi,

wrote Weisberg: “A coverup |s the
third stage of a conspiratgf — |
has to follow the planning and the
actual murder get." )

BUT, AGAIN, there are alter-
native reasons government,
might have leaped for the one-
gunman idea: avoiding dangers,
for instance, that would result if
ar::y tt::ul:um or Russisn involve-
ment were exposed, or avoidin
disclosures about CiA plots, dntg-
ing from the Eisenhower era,
:? kil! Fidel Castro with Mafia

W Vietnam. The film accurate. ,
ly notes how Kennedy signed a |
memo, shortly before his death, |
ordering 1,000 U.S. advisers out of !
Vietnam, with the rest to follow by |
1965. Tt depicts how, shortly after '
he died, Johnson intensified the -
war. Then comes the “leap™ “Mr.
X" tells Garrison that !?ennedy'
was killed by the cabal to pre- |
serve the war and safeguard war
;?nﬁ:;:"“_h!oney was at stake, big

In fact, it is not clear Kennedy
intended to withdraw from Viet-

convinced he did. Other anal
like "historian William Glbbm_
think Kennedy simply used the
troop-withdrawal memo as a ploy
persuade South Vietnam to

Of course, even if Kennedy did
draw, is no

In his own defense, Stone

press
» 1

ST
of hi

‘emment was pushing the “lone-
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film is

“Profound doubls persist
about how President Kennedy was
killed and why," Stone said.

“Qur movie is a metaphor for

gl those doubts, suspicions, and

unenswered guestions. . . . In the
‘words of Jefferson, ‘Eternal vigi-
lance is the price of iiberty," ™
. .The New York Times colum-
nist Tom Wicker, who was in the
Dallas motorcade, was unpersuad-
ed: “The film (lreats) matters thal

- are wholly speculative as fact I'm

* willing to believe . . . there was &
conspiracy (but) only if someone

! presents an explanalion . . . that's

- believable and remsonable — nol
pargnold and fantastie” =~ -

v MIFKY may be: manipulative, -

art of a co

- -

&nd it may distort reality. BOy --
especially for those who admiped
Kennedy, its black-and-white ex-
planation satisfies an emotiofip!
Kennedy's death becemes e
more comprehensible and, 1A% '©,
sense, more acceplable if ¥ .
seen as the result of a powerfil
plot by dark forces 1o silencé
good man. -
. “For.a low-evel nul (lo havé w ]
killed JFK) just seems so puny 0
for the size of the action commil-
ted,” said Rep. Al Swift, D-Waph, ﬁ.
Swift still belicves the Warren
Commission but he says Stdd@$

thesis [s “more emotionaly salig .
big® .. f..u 1
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