Mr. Stephen 8. losenfeld _ 12/27/91
The Washington Pgst

1150 15 5t., W

Washington, D.C. 20071

Dear lir. Rosenfeld,

Thanlts to you and the Post for a generally excellent commentary on mome than Yliver
Storre's crude conmercialization and exploitation of the JFK assassin&tion 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 umedical reasons * live and the fact that enfeebled at 78 I have undertaken another rather
large job nov that responsible book-writing is impossible £of me, of trying to keep the
hibstorical record straight. With an able and unscrupulous monster like “tone this had meant
much work with many interruptions.

A major part of this has been defending tiie Post and George Lardner from an assault
of libels from Stone and his sycophants to publications vhere there is little prospect of
publication. This does, however, leave part of the historical record phonied up corrected.
Of course, I am also responsible for his indecent assault contrived to &t the sume tine
oromote Ytone and his movie, because I got it all started through George.

George'y stories were entirely accurate and more than fuir. ‘

If the Pgst had not been late this morning, a rarity, I'd be certain of being able
tb get this in Frederick's one outgying nail this evening. I'11l try in part because I
anticipate that Stone or one of his hired-hands or syoophants may attack inmnediately., Tye
paper was not her: until I réfhrned from my e ly-morning walking therapy and soon I nust
leave for an hour and a half of physical therapy. 1 am also a small publisher and do not
dare let orders accunulate because thaz nekes problens that both wistd time and present
other difficulties to ne. ‘

If you have any question at all about what I say, please as, George. We have known
each other for 25 years. I think he wili tell you th;f‘he knovws of no inaccuracy of any
consequence in any of ny six JFK assassindtion books or in anything I have told hin for
Bny or nany stories; that Thm alone auong those us of us generally lumped together ’ﬁs
Pcritics” or "buffs" who begun with an apporpriate professional background, who has and
advamces no conspiracy theories and who to the best of my now linitdd abildlity under-

take to debunk all of them because there exists no factual basis for auy of then,

The crime itself wa3 ONE¥E Tever intended to be investiguted and wasn't. I believe
George has anple documentation and I can provide a few illustrations if decired.

Ihis means that there are no leads from the official noninvestigation for private
persons to follow and nmost in the field ‘ack the knowledge and experience anywaye.

a few tidings before I leave so I will not forget them.



L(}flg; before dﬁ;tight the 24 I began a redponse to ﬁ\tone's exceptionally long oped piece
but wa/s interrupted and could not finish @t. It will be longer than the Post could use (I
an not assuning it will) in part for the hbétroical record and in part for the Post's in-
formation and perhaps response to new attacks on it.

4dding more misinformation and more confusion without giving the veople any fact at

allﬁ‘tonﬂ has generated great subject-matter intercest that, while it has no chanees of

going anywhere, has generated public discussion nost of which has been on xx his terns. I
think it will not subside for a while. _

However, aside from the Post, I know of no paper with a reporter like George, vho is

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

He also hag copies of uy correspondence vith Stone, I warned hin 2.’/8/ 91 that he would
be a Hack Sennett producing a Keystone Kops with a 1}:‘_nk Panther in basing his movie on Gar-
rison's "On the Trail of the assassin”( the one trail Garrison never f ollowed) because it
is a fraud and a travesty. I offered all the information and doaunentation 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 the next day.

To tlmt‘% "research coordinator” replied in a snotty letver that caxi be interpreted
as initiation of a bribe. I could not find any other me.ning or interpretation.

You are al'é:'(flu(a@ly correct about the influence on yonng people expectuble fron this
movie. It has been apparent in thuussgﬁds of letters to me from th&;’;‘:{n which they reflect
the sume evil and misleading influence on them in particular from the f looy of conspiracy—
theory books. (The compendium of them, Jim Marrs' "Crosfire," is according to Stone his
second source.) But whatf is even vorse, sonevhere in ny files is Stone's sgatement that
he i:s preparing I do not recall what for use in schools!

The nman is sinister! He has knoun i‘ron the tine #o ot ny Tirst letter that it éximply
is impossibl: to do anything vith Yarrison's dishonest self-justification that will not
emerge itself dishonest.

. [schedls

X hope thaf:,\ cun be exvosed before it is too lute.

as you use it the Commission was "impeccable." In fact had the nation not been over-
whelnmed by the tragedy LiJ's brilliance in vhat he did could have cusused guestions. liy own
belief is that he vanted to quiét everything down. Vhatever his motive he did vhat I think’
is unprecedented: he apjointed a 5-2 majority of the minority party. “he tio Vemocrats
vere not JPK people. No former CIa head should have been considered. Russell 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 tine on kormission iiorke ltussedl Bolieved he had



convinced Johnson.

The Commission's "solution" is what + am ggﬁd you callrx’ it, a“theory"and no 1more.
Neither the FBI nor the Secret Service agreed and to ny last kuowledge still adher to
their also impossible “solution,” that no shot nissed. I filed an afridevit in one of the
'OIa cases fron the man who susyained a slight wound from i+, It is ozflu the ;_ﬁ)lice broad-
ceitsh-uwas observed and reported by the police, and it iw w}uztl caused arlen Specter to |
invent the single-bullet theory, also impossible, //‘LF'?/ MM/ ﬂ\z/tfﬂl 7"5%5 ant A/M"JJ

You conpare the credibility of thoe Commisuyion's with other theoriecs and say "i-s nay

have proved i%s theory. " It did not. It could not. What it published, ivs deport and
the .0 volunes of evidence, the only official info-uation available when I wrote ny
first book, completely destroy the Heport and I regret to say the crec.libility of all
associated uith it. lo single error in ny book has been called to my attention after all
these yeurs. *n this I include ofiricial references to it in the 250,000 page disclds;ed to me
and in response to nmy FOIPa rocuests for all records on or about ne,

The nedia did not have time to read and analyzme the Report and it had even less tinme
to master the 10,000,000-iord appendix,

Houever, the Post itseltf pointed out the inpossibility of the official solution in
algfazc.loi-ial Day article by Dick Haryood in his page-one report on Bd Ep:-.teinl-.; unvublished
book and mine, vhich Dan Kurzman had read carefully. xn fact, Ben bradlee- sent hin and
Larry Stern to ask questions I wags aske:d to prepare fo.r them. I limited myself to a single
page. Vldle Larry reported to Ben, Dan told me that Howard Uil]gl:&fw did not have a satis-
factory answer to any one of those questions. K;!rzx.‘xan departed and Harvuood, without cuough
time, took the story over,

In response to Sténe's atitgeks the Post may u-nt to repember that its questioning
story had a banner head across the top of page 1.

That there vas "mor: thun a lone gunman" was apparent from the outset. The sinplest
proof is that the besT” shots in the vorld were not e;}‘).]_.e to duplicate the shooting atiri-
buted to Uswald and the Commis:ion assembled them at the aberdeen croving Grounds to try.

I do not knouv what you mean vhen you .y that gtone's nassive conspiracy theory
"plugs a gap." It may perhaps to the wninformed and as a theory only but in fact it has
nothing at all. Period. Do not take tine to tell ue. hy only purpose is to inrorn you and
the Post. N N

I think it is se.f-defonting to respond in Stone's terns to his version of the Viet
question. I made no referente to it ia writing him. The HBali on which he buses his theory
was actually prepared by the JFK adnministration, just before the assassination. LBJ signed
it, as * unserstand it.

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



Vhon Ptone cun really be clobbered for the deliberate liur he is is his repeated
fulsehood that all government records rerained suppressed until gt leqst the year 2059.

I belkeve he rappated, this in some forn in his Post article.It was never trie. / n D Lot
vty koAl thic: o

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

_Before Garrison's book uas published I alone had about a quarter of a million dis-

closed pages fron ny P0fa litigstion and-ut least oneA friend got close to 100,000, 4ll
these, once forced free in FOIa litigation, are readily available # in the agency reading
rooms. Stone knew what + have and neke available to all writers when he was uttering these
movie- and self-promoting lies, It is in 1y 2/8/ 91 letter, or he kneu beiore he started
shooting.

1"91\1‘/ self-important are ;-;uchx big targets for ridicule.

When Stone boasts of being helped by "respected researchers" he is really refer:ing
to mostly nuts. HMe had no real need of then, He wanted them for exploitation and he did
exploit their nanes as he misrepreented thelr kmowledge and reputations.

“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 urote Ben
Bradlee.

I believe that if the movie does less well than he expected he is capable of starting
up another campaign to promote it. i he does he'll be looidng for frag targets, vietind,
The bigger his target the more likely he is to yget attention. and he does have a cdaque
wpkkx vorking hard and efrectively for hinm.

I bedieve he never mentions my name save as in the 12/24 article is because he recogni-
zes that perhaps his greatest vulnerability is that he asked nothing of me after my 2/8 »
letter and proceeded with his fidm knouing it was based on a ¥fxx "Yeaud and a fravesty."

Again thanics and best wishes,

- . Sincerely,

e
s

Harold Veisberg
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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 instruct 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.

I 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 iestablishment
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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 Jone 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 according 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 is 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 Nwa%@m:u\

‘Great Societv: The Next Phase



