Mr. Stephen S5, Rosenfeld 12/27/91
The Washington Post ‘
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Washington, D.C. 20071

Dear lir. Hosenfeld,

Thanks to you and the Post for a generally excellent commentary on moge than Yliver
Stone's crude commercialization and exploitation of the JFK assassingtion in hes attenpted
rewriting of it to suit his preconceptions.

I explain why this will be rough and perhaps disorganized. It is the strange life that
for medical reasons + live and the fact that enfeebled at 78 I have undertaken snother rather
large job now that responsible boolk-writing is impossible fof me, of trying to keep the
hbstorical record straight. With an able and unserupulous monster like “tone this had meant
much work with many interruptions.

& major part of this has been defending tie Post and George Lardner from an assault
of libels from Stone and his sycophants to publications where there is little prospect of
publication. Yhis does, however, leave part of the historical record phonied up corrected.
0f course, 1 am also responsible for his indecent assault contrived to &t the sume tine
oroumote Stone and his movie, because I got it all sturted through George.

George'y stories were entirely accurate and more than fidr.

If the Pgst had not been lute this morning, a rarity, I'd be certain lof being able
to get this in Frederick's one outging pail this evening. I'll try in part because I
anticipate that Stone or one of his hired-hands or syoophants may attack imnedintely. Tye
paper was not her: until I rélurned £ron ny edrly-norning walldng therapy and soon I nust
leave for an hour and a half of physical therapy. I am also a small publisher and do not
dare let orders accumulate because thas makes problens that both wistd time and present
other difriculties to me.

If you have any question at all about what I say, pleuase as, George. Ve have known
each other for 25 years. I think he will tell you that he knowa of no inaccuracy of any
consequence in any of ny six JFK assassinstion books or in anything I have told hin for
Bny or nuny stories; that Ji(un alone auong thoaﬁ'—u—aqof us generally lumped together fss
Deritics" or "buffs" who begun with an apporpriate professional background, who has and
advances no conspiracy theories and who to the best of 'my nov linitdd abildlity under-
take to debunk all of them because there exists no factual basis for aay of then.

The crime itself wad emev® never intended to be investiguted and wasn't. I believe -
George has anple documentation and I can provide a few illustrations if deusired.

This meuans that there are no leads from the official noninvestigation for pravate
persons to follow and most in the field ‘.ack the knowled;fze and experience anyway.

A few tiings before I leuave so I will not forget them.



.u(,hur before dﬂrlii,ht the 2?1%- began u redponse to 51:0113 3 exceptionally long oped picce
but was :uxtarru')tad and could not finish it. It will be longer than the Fost could use (z
am not assuning it will) in part for the hbftroiuul record and in part for the Post's in-
formation and perhaps response to new attacks on it.

hdding more misinformation and more confusion without giving the people any fact at
all.‘)"tonn has generated great subject-matter intercst that, vhile it has no chances of
going anywhere, has generated public discussion nost o’ which has been m;—}l'is terns. I
think it will not subside for a while.

lousver, aside from the Post, I lmow of no paper \Jith a reporter like George, who ia

far and away the best-informed reporter on the subject, and he has a good idea of what I
have and can provide.

He ulso has copies of ny correspondence with Stone. I warned him 2/8/91 that he would
be a lack Sennett producing a Keystone Kops with a f ink Panther in basing his movie on Gar-
rison's "On the Trail of the assassin"( the one trail CGarrison never followed) becuuse it
is a fraud and a travesty. I offered all the inforuation and douunentation he might vant.
He ne-ver responded.

Stone lied and was otherwise incorrect in what the Post published 6/2 and I wro*e him
about tho next day. "

To thut'% "research coordinator" replied in a snottr letter that cuan be interpreted
as initiation of a bribe. I could not find any other me.ning or interpretation.

You are a\i@'lutgﬁly corract ubout the influence on yonmny people expectublc fron this
movie. It has been apparent in th.;usgﬁd:: of letters to me from thayin which thoy reflect
the scme evil and misleading influence on them in particular from the flooy of conupiracy-
theory books. (The coumpendium of them, Jim Marrs' "Crosfire," is according to Stone his
second source.) But whatf is even uorse, sonevhers in 1y files is Stone's sfatement thuat
he is preparing I do not recall what for use in schools!

The man is sinister! He has knoun from the time he ot ny tirst letter that it sinply
is imposuibl: to do anything vith Yarrison's dishonent self-justification that will not
emerge itself dishonest.

I hope thgt ‘t.un be exposed before it is too lute. -

a8 you use it the Comumssion was "impeccable." In fuct had the nation not been over-
whelned by the tragedy LJ's brilliance in vhat he did could have cuused questions. Ly own
belief is that he vanted to quiét everything down. Vhatever his notive he did vhat I think
is unprecedented: he apjointed a 5-2 majority of the minority party. tYhe tio Vemocrats
wers not JFK people. o former CIa head should have been considered. Hussell told Yohnson
bluntly, or at least he so told me and I believe hin, that he would be too busy leading
the anti-Civil Rights fight to spend any tinme on Lomiission wori. lussedl believed he had



convinced Johnson,

The Commission's "solution" is what + an gé]\.d you callf it, a.;‘.henry"aml Nno 1ore.
Neither the FBI nor the Secret Service agreed and to ny last kuowledge still adher to
their also impossible "solution," thut no shot missed. I filed an afiidevit in one of' the
FUIs cases fron the man vwho susiained a slight vound from it. It is m{u thoe ‘f;)_icu broad-
casta. nuwas observed and reported by the police, and it iw what caused urlafx Specter to
imrent the single-bullet theory, also impossible, l/ hFZ/ Mw-daf ﬂ'up’fﬁ‘f Hf& ant’ ﬁwﬂ

You compare the credibility of the Comrdssion's with other theories and say "i% may

have proved i%s theory. " It did not. It could not. What it published, ius ieport and
the .6 volumes of evidence, the only officianl inforuation available when I wrote ny
first book, completely destroy the lteport and I regret to say tho crc&ibility of all
associated with it, llo single error in my boolk has been called to my attention after all
these yeurs. in this I include ofricial references to it in the 250,000 page disclo:;nl to me
and in response to my FOIPa rouests for all records on or about me,

The nodia did not have tine to rewd and analyze the Report and it had even less time
to master the 10,000,000-vord appendix, -

H“Houuw:r, the Post itselff pointed out the inpossibility of the ofi‘iciallsolution in

a ;'Ae:.]orial Day article by Dick Harwood in his puge-one ruport on Ed Eputein s unpublished
book and mine, which Dan Kurzman had read carefully. in fact, Ben Bradlee sent hin and
Larry Stern to ask questions I was asked to propare for thems I limited nyself to a single
page. Wlile Larry reported to Ben, Dan told me that Howard ‘.fill'qerm:va did not have a satis-
factory answer to any one ol those questions, Kérm.mn departed and Harvood, withou® anvugh
time, took thu story over.

In response to Stdne's uttgqeks the Post may wint to remember that its questioning
story had a banner head across the top of page 1.

That there was "mor: than a lone gunman" was apparent from the outset. The sinplest
proof is that the besl shots in the world wer: not able to duplicate the shooting attri-
buted to Oswald and the Commis:ion asusenbled them at the aberdeen sroving Grounds to try.

I do not kmow what you mean vhen you sy that Stone's nassive conspiracy theory
"plugs a gap." It may perhaps to the uninformed and as a theory only but in fact it has
nothing at all. Period. Do not take tine to tell ne. by only purpose is to im‘oﬁx ym; and
the Post. )

I think it is se.f-defouting to respond in Stone's terms to his version of the Viet
guestion. I made no referenee to it in writing him. The HBAlD on which he bases his theory
was actually prepared by the JFK administration, just before the assassination. LBJ sigmed
it, as * unserstand it.

There is too much else available that is definitive, including on Garrison and his
book.



When “tone can reall¥ be clobbered for the deliburate liur he is is his repeated
fulsehood that all govermment records reusined suppressed until gt lecst the year 2039.
mlihtNthu rappa r&k?jhia in sone forn in his Post article.It was never trie. / n The et

ot the same time, official behavior was vwretchedly bad. But the Comnission's records
were made available at the archives as they were processed, - believe begimning in 1965,

Before Garrison's book was published I alone had about a quarter of a million dis-
closed pages fron my FOLa litigstion and ut least one friend got close to 100,000, all
these, once foreced free in FOLa litigution, are readily available # in the agency reading
rooms. Stone knew what + have and ruke available to all writers when he was uttering these
movie-~ and self-promoting lies. It is in my 2/8/91 letter, or he kneu beilore he started
shooting.

Il‘e;f self-important are uuch# big targets for ridicule.

When “tone boasts of bein;; helped by “reupected researchers" he is really referring
to mostly nuta. le had no real need of then. He wanted them for exploitation and he did
exploit their names as he misrepresnted thedr knowledge and reputetions.

“his is why he paid respected and established actors a repgrted $50,000 for little
more than bit parts and you will find his trading on their names in what he wrote Ben
Bradlee. P

I believe that if the movie doea less well than he expected he is capable of starting
up another campaign to promote it. Ii" he does he'll be looldng fomgeta, vietind,
The bigger his target the more likely he is to get attention. and he does have a cldaque

wpkick vorldng hard and effectively for hin.

I bebieve he never mentions my name save as in the 12/24 article is bLecause he recogni-
zes that perhaps his preatest vulnerability ius that he asked nothing of me after my 2/8
letter and proceeded with Mis fidm nowing it vas based on a #fxu "Fraud and a fravesty."

Again thaniss and best wishes,

Sincerely,

/
Harold Vieisberg
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Shadow Play

So total is the shredding of *JFK,” the new
movie about President Kennedy's 1963 as-
sassination, by all the most knowledgeable and
fair-minded students of the event that it seems
impossible that this wretched work is going to
convince anybody of anything. = - )

But watching it the other night, I could not
escape the sinking feeling that the dramatic
intensity contrived by director Oliver Stone and

the seeming documentary factuality are bound -
to win support for his view of a giant Cold .

Warriors' murder-and-cover-up conspiracy.

Young people and others who have not
taken their own compass bearings on the
assassination and who are inclined anyway to
skepticism about authority make up one reser-
voir of credulity. An overlapping second con-
sists of people whose politics imstruct them
that the Cold War is a hoax, an artifice of
American conservative concoction, and who
may have been confirmed in this suspicion by
its sudden evaporation in the last few years.

1 say this in consternation. Even those of us
who did not idealize John Kennedy, or who at
some point stopped idealizing him, received
his death as an unspeakable assault on demo-
cratic legitimacy. For the likes of Oliver Stone
to come along and inflict demonstrable simpli-
fications and mistruths on this complex, de-
spondent tragedy—and in a medium and in a
way that ensure mass public exposure—con-
stitutes a cruel second assault.

True, the powers that be had some of it
coming to them., The Warren Commission,
whose lone-assassin (Lee Harvey Oswald) the-
ory is the film’s particular target, was set up
not merely to find the truth but to settle down
a traumatized nation. Who of us of a certain
age does not recall how urgent it was thought
to be to demonstrate that no larger “conspira-
cy" existed? An impeccably establishment
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The trouble is, the myth of a shadow government’s
spider-web conspiracy plugs a gap no other
generally accepted theory fills.

commission within months hustled out a re-
port that supposedly demolished that case.
But even as the Warren Commission pub-
lished its report, the Vietnam War, the civil
rights struggle and much else were discrediting
the whole notion of an establishment compe-
tent to administer wisdom and calm to the
society from the top down. The report itself,

moreover, though it may have proved its theo- .

ry as well if not better than other accounts
proved their competing theories, left too many
spots blank and too many linkages unexamined
to stand the test of time. This was evident, of
course, long before “JFK" hit the screen.

That the assassination probably encompassed
more than a lone gunman now seems beyond
cavil. “Some attributed the supposed plot,” sum-
marizes historian John Morton Blum, “to Fidel

Castro, others to the Kremlin, or to adherents
of [South Vietnamese president Ngo Dinh]
Diem, or to southern segregationists, or to the
Mafia, or even to the CIA or FBL" Stone's
movie attributes it to a blurry “shadow govern-
ment” including a remorseless military-industri-
al complex and, as an accomplice, JFK's vice
president and successor, Lyndon Johnson, -

Their immediate purpose, according to Stone,
was to keep Kennedy from following through on
hints he had supposedly made of withdrawing
from Vietnam—in fact, no competent historians
find such an intent in the evidence. Their deeper
purpose, again aceording to Stone, was to stop
Kennedy from ending the Cold War—again, an
unsubstantiated reading.

The theory of a shadow government’s spi-
der-web conspiracy is myth or, if you will, a lie.
The trouble is, it plugs a gap no other generally
accepted theory fills. It also fits a general
anti-establishment way of looking at things, and
it may take additional wing from recent events,
although, if life were fair, it would not.

It &5 remarkable that the Cold War has
ended so quickly. I think there is a perfectly
plausible explanation in the visible workings of
the political process. But I grant that some
might yet conclude that “they” determined, for
whatever reason, to call it off. If you believe
that the Cold War was ginned up artificially in
the first instance, it is a short leap to believing
that it could be turned off sharply in the last.

Your true conspiracy aficionado, however,
must accept the burden of showing why a
powerful shadow government would suddenly
find it in its interest to reverse a policy of
decades and to allow the deconstruction of its
own sinews and rationale. How then to en-
hance and exercise its power? What a pity that
our Oliver Stones are not embarrassed by
hard questions. Their hubris is less salient
than their lack of shame.

William mn%@m:u\
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