104-10429-10049

]

\

VOLUME 97 » NUMBER 2 ¢+ APRIL 1992

The American Historical Review

AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION
Founded in 1884. Chartered by Congress in 1889.

Elected Ofhcers

President: FREDERIC E. WAKEMAN, University of California, Berkeley
President-elect: Loutse A. TiLLy, New School for Social Research, New York
Vice-Presidents: BLANCHE WIESEN COOK, John Jay College, CUNY, Research Division
SusaN SocoLow, Emory University, Professional Division
ROBERT A. BLACKEY, California State University, San Bernardino. Teaching Division

Appointed Officers

Executive Director: SAMUEL R. GAMMON
AHR Editor: Davip L. RANSEL, Indiana University, Bloominglon
Controller: RANDY NORELL

Elected Council Members

WiLLiaM E. LEUCHTENBURG,
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill
Immediate Past President

SuUzZANNE WILSON BARNETT CaroLE K. FInk BARBARA A. HANAWALT
University of Puget Sound Ohio State University University of Minnesota
RoBERT L. KELLEY NELL IRVIN PAINTER " SaM Bass WARNER, Jr.
University of California, _ Princeton University Brandeis University

Santa Barbara

" CIA HISTORICAL REVIEW PROGRAM
RELEASEINFULL

]




Contents VOLUME 97 « NUMBER 2 APRIL 1992

Articles

The Paradox of Women’s Citizenship in the Early Republic:
The Case of Martin vs. Massachusetts, 1805
BY LINDA K. KERBER

Learning to Talk More Like a Man: Boston Women’s
Class-Bridging Organizations, 1870-1940
BY SARAH DEUTSCH

AHR Forum

A New Intellectual History?
BY RUSSELL JACOBY

Intellectual History and Its Ways
BY DoMINICK LACAPRA

Review Articles

The Use and Abuse of Black Athena
BY MoLLy MYEROWITZ LEVINE

Black Athena 2: History without Rules
BY RoBERT L. POUNDER

Slavery in Africa and the Slave Trades from Africa
BY JANET J. EwALD

AHR Forum

JFK and the Culture of Violence
BY MARCUS RASKIN

JFK: The Movie
BY MICHAEL ROGIN

JFK: Historical Fact/Historical Film
BY ROBERT A. ROSENSTONE

349

379

405

440

461

465

487

500

506



Y

AHR Forum
JFK and the Culture of Violence

MARCUS RASKIN

THE FiLM JFK, By OLIVER STONE and his colleagues, has had an extraordinary
effect on the public consciousness. In a few months’ time, the film has generated
concrete political actions that never would have occurred had the film not been
made or had it not struck the chord of reevaluation that comes at the end of a
war/Cold War period. JFK seems destined to lead to the opening of the hundreds
of thousands of papers collected by the House Select Commiittee on Assassinations
and the Warren Commission but now under seal. (Perhaps this time, the
government will even index the papers and hearings, something that neither the
House Committee nor the Warren Commission did.) The reason for the film's
effect is that it is powerful cinematically. Contrary to what some would like to
believe, it is surprisingly accurate. On the complex question of the Kennedy
assassination itself, the film holds its own against the Warren Commission. The
speculations that various characters spout are too broad brush. Even so, the seeds
of further inquiry are planted. '

As a work of art, JFK succeeds because it confronts powerful emotions and
political truths that are as age-old as Homer and Sophocles. It does no good to
pick apart the rendering of an event by an artist. His or her purpose is not the
particular but the general. Itis to take an event and see within it a series of truths,
some felt, some unconsciously understood and hardly articulated, that make sense
and meaning of an event, its cause, and its implications. Indeed, artists-dramatists
dare to present through a book, drama, painting, or film the structure and moral
character of an entire age, which necessarily includes its agonies and foibles. Some
of these explanations are tendentious, silly, paranoid, vengeful, scapegoat-
oriented, and sheer lies. But JFK cannot be dismissed this way, for it is not a lie.
It is a myth of heroic dramatic proportions that “is tru€ precisely because it has
happened so many times that it must be retold again and again to explore the
dimensions and varieties of its truth.”

The Report of the Warren Commission had a different purpose. It was
ostensibly concerned with facts, although that concern was secondary to using the
language and structure of conservative authority to move the nation from dis-ease
to ease about the events of the Kennedy assassination. Stone’s JFK has a filmic
political objective in the literary genre of Theodore Dreiser: to be disruptive

! Richard McKeon on Thomas Mann, Thought, Action, and Passion (Chicago, 1954), 226.
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488 Marcus Raskin

ostensibly for the purpose of getting at the truth of the American government.
Still in literary terms, the Warren Commission’s political purpose was closer to
that of Herman Wouk's establishmentarian novels. The commission’s final report
was intended to soothe those who had doubts. This connection is noted by Kai
Bird in The Chairman, his new book on John J. McCloy, the distinguished
establishmentarian who was a member of the Warren Commission. McCloy stated
that the commission had to be unanimous even though three of the members who
held elective office, Richard Russell, Hale Boggs, and John Sherman Cooper, had
grave doubts about the single bullet theory and the notion that there was no
conspiracy. These doubts were also pointed out by Edward Jay Epstein in his early
book on the Kennedy assassination, Inquest. McCloy believed that it was time to
assuage the nation, let the dust settle over the dastardly events and move forward.
Thus he wrote language, carefully crafted indeed, that would allow healing and
. soothing to work itself into the body politic, and would rally all members of the
commission to sign on, their doubts notwithstanding.® It is not difficult to
understand why the commission sought to quiet people’s questions, however
misplaced its intentions seem today. » o ’

The assassination occurred approximately one year after the Cuban missile
crisis, a period in which people had been treated to the strong possibility of
nuclear war. It seemed a continuing imminent threat. Kennedy's assassination
added greatly to fears of instability and world crisis, and doubts about the
character of American governance spread immediately to Europe. As Harrison
Salisbury of the New York Times stated in his introduction to an edition of the
Warren Commission report to which he, Anthony Lewis, Tom Wicker, and James
Reston (all of the Times) contributed, “Not infrequently (such) groups (the ‘Who
Killed Kennedy committee’ which included Bertrand Russell, Lord Boyd-Orr, Sir
Compton Mackenzie, J. B. Priestley, Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper, Kingsley
Martin and Michael Foot)...compare the Kennedy killing to the Dreyfus
affair—the inference being that the whole weight of authority of the American
Establishment—Government, Big Business, the Power Structure of Society—has
been placed behind a campaign to rest the blame on a single (presumably
innocent) man."$

FOR AN ENTIRE GENERATION, the scar over the healing process of forgetfulness
about the Kennedy assassination hid a festering sore of doubt. This sore on the
body politic spread as a result of the Indochina war, secret wars from Angola to
Cambodia, assassination plots the United States participated in or initiated, the
CIA's involvement in the sale and growth of heroin and opium as well as its
experimentation with LSD on unwitting subjects, the use of covert agents and
assets to intervene directly in the American political process, FBI illegal wiretaps
and black-bag jobs, bribes to foreign leaders, and harrassment of black minorities.

? Kai Bird, The Chairman (New York, 1992); Edward Jay Epstein, Inquest: The Warren Commission
and the Establishment of Truth, Richard H. Rovere, intro. (New York, 1966).
$ United States Warren Commission, Report of the Warren Commission on the Assassination of President

Kennedy, Harrison E. Salisbury, intro. (New York, 1964), xxv.
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JFK and the Culture of Violence 489

Many of these governmental activities were hidden behind the veil of secrecy and
loyalty oaths, which warded off independent scholars, politicians, or mere citizens
from looking too carefully at how the national security state actually operated.
National security leaders used half-truths, lies, and plausible deniability in order
to mask the real state of affairs. And then there were the doubts raised by the
Warren Commission itself.

The proofs the commission offered grew more dubious with the passage of
time. There was a single bullet that supposedly passed through Kennedy and
Governor John Connally. Discovered on Connally's stretcher at Parkland Hospi-
tal, it was virtually pristine, an incredible possibility given what it had struck. The
commission relied on the FBI and CIA. It had no way of independently verifying
what these agencies told it. What has come to be known about these agencies since
that time has only increased doubts about the commission’s findings, which
seemed designed to protect covert activities such as gun running to Cuba and CIA
involvement with gangsters.

Nor did the commission follow what is called the best evidence rule in
reconstructing the assassination. To do so, it would have had to replicate as closely
as possible the conditions of that day to see whether another marksman could
have successfully hit a moving target in the position the president was seated. The
FBI made clear that they tested a rifle that did not replicate the one fired under
the conditions of November 22.4 Thus, as 1 have argued elsewhere, “The
Commission now credits Oswald with doing extraordinary things without showing
that one man could do them."”s The president’'s commission should have recon-
structed the events by having an ex-marine of Lee Harvey Oswald's approximate
background, physical size, and marksman ability see whether he could re-create
Oswald's alleged feat of marksmanship. The commission might then have asked
the ex-marine to perform within a 43-minute period Oswald’s supposed subse-
quent activities. Between 12:33 and 1:16 p.m,, Oswald is alleged to have shot the
president and Governor Connally, left the School Book Depository (from the
sixth floor), taken a “7 block walk on Elm Street, a bus ride toward the area he had
just left, another walk to his rooming house where he spent 3 or 4 minutes, a
pause at a bus stop for an unspecified length of time, a walk almost a mile long to
the intersection at East 10th Street and Patton Avenue, and at last, the confron-
tation and murder of Officer Tippit."s If the best evidence rule was not followed,
neither was anything like the falsifiability program for testing scientific hypothe-
ses used to prove Oswald the lone assassin.

A generation grown to maturity in the 1960s later topk it for granted that
governments would and did lie. In the Cold War period, it did not take a feverish
mind or great logicians such as Bertrand Russell to conclude that there was
something rotten in the United States. But this conclusion did not come easy.
Generations of journalists and academics had been educated in institutions of
higher learning to the Platonic idea of golden lies, which guardians of the state

+ Testimony by FBI agent Lyndal L. Shaneyfelt, Warren Commission Hearings, vol. 5, 146.

$ Marcus Raskin, Yale Law Journa, 76 (1967): 567.

¢ Mark Lane, Rush to Judgment: A Critique of the Warren Commission’s Inquiry into the Murders of

President John F. Kennedy, Officer J. D. Tippit, and Lee Harvey Oswald, Hugh Trevor-Roper, intro. (New
York, 1966), quoted in Marcus Raskin, review, Yale Law Journal, 76 (1967): 568.
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490 Marcus Raskin

had an obligation to tell the lesser classes. The public was to be “educated” with
“sanitized" stories about reality; it was a beast to be manipulated. From J. B.
Watson to Walter Lippmann to Harold Lasswell, advertising, symbol manipula-
tion, and propaganda were assumed to be necessary attributes to governing and
consuming in a mass society. Organization men and experts were socialized to
interpret the world to laymen according to a preexisting framework that denied
the possibility of a “free gaze” regarding evidence. The Warren Commission's
bright young staff of lawyers were no match for its putative investigative arms, the
CIA and FBI. Indeed, the idea of deeply questioning these organizations did not
cross their intellectual radar screen, nor could they do so as long as Allen Dulles,
the former head of the CIA, was on the commission. He had been fired by
President Kennedy for the Bay of Pigs fiasco. In the aftermath of the Bay of Pigs,
Howard Hunt became an adviser to Dulles for the purpose of defending Dulles
and CIA covert operators against the New Frontiersmen, especially Robert
Kennedy and Maxwell Taylor, charged by the president with assuring that such
a failure would never occur again.

The war in Indochina shattered the secret establishmentarian/conventionalist
way of doing business. Those directly victimized by that conflict began wondering
about the character of the American government. Some came to believe that if
John Kennedy had lived and had won a second term, the politics of America
would have been much different and the nation would not have passed through
the Indochina agony. Thus JFK seems to be the revenge of Oliver Stone’s
generation. In Freudian terms, for Stone President Kennedy is transformed into
an imago who would have warded off the evil and difficulties his generation and
others passed through. Stone uses his imago, Kennedy, and his dramatic
instrument, Garrison, to speak to the next generation, one that knows little
American history. It receives its moral, political, and historical understanding
about the past through images. Thus JFK is potential dynamite—a 40 million-
dollar Hollywood version of a samizdat—for it has shaken a carefully constructed
Weltanschauung that sought to teach the lesson that accidents and random events
are more important in the processes of social, economic, and political life than
structures and organization. JFK is meant to use the assassination to force an
audience to decide whether it wants to ground the American political process in
the post-Cold War era with the same structures and habits of mind that governed
it during the Cold War. Should, for example, we continue to have secrecy in
government obscuring our understanding through the opaque shield of state

security?

SECRETS, OF COURSE, GIVE RISE TO PARANOIA, for they leave people feeling
incomplete and used. To fatalists, the world may be nothing more than a series of
random events and accidents, but most people crave a coherent explanation of
why the events that shape their destiny occur. Indeed, this is a psychological
function of history. Without this grounding, a person feels uneasy and unable to
shape at least part of his or her destiny. Historians attempt to trace causes, people,

AMERICAN HISTORICAL REVIEW . ArriL 1992
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and events that come together. And so it is with political matters. It is true that
many events in a person’s life, as well as great historical events, appear to be
accidental or random; they seem to have no explanation. Nevertheless, if one
looks closely, rejecting the culture of violence and secrecy, an explanation and a
cause may be found.

There is nothing random about an assassination nor is there much that is
random about a state murder. It takes planning, steely nerves, killing ability, and
a motive. It will almost always involve more than one person. Those who think
that groups of people do not get together to bring about a particular result are
surely out of touch with reality. People, and especially governments, act with will
and intention. That their means may be illegal, even criminal, or that they may fail
in their objective, does not change the irreducible fact that government officials
get together to bring about a particular result. Indeed, this is what a conspiracy is
when a criminal purpose is added to the definition.

Conspiracy is an activity that can be carried on by governments or by members
within governments who are on a frolic or who are rogues. And, as numerous
prosecutions by the state have shown, conspiracies are also carried out by some
citizens. It is absurd to argue that conspiracies do not exist or that will and
intention have given way to Gidean gratuitous acts that have no intention or
explanation by the performer of the deed, the victim, or others examining the act.
Thus it is far better and more accurate to begin from the assumption that
conspiracies are common, especially in politics. As I have suggested, their
objectives are criminal or illegal in either execution and result or both. This is why
the Report of the Warren Commission, like most government documents, should
be read from the recommendations through to the body, for, in the conclusions,
the reader may begin to assess what is really bothering the writers: “The
Commission believes that both the FBI and the Secret Service have too narrowly
construed their respective responsibilities. The Commission has the impression
that too much emphasis is placed by both on the investigation of specific threats
by individuals and not enough on dangers from other sources.”?

During the Cold War, governmental conspiracies violated international law or
comity. For example, the attempt by the Kennedy administration to assassinate
Castro and destabilize the Cuban economy, or to hire well-known criminals to kill
Castro, was surely a criminal project. A prosecutor would have had litde trouble
bringing an indictment for criminal conspiracy. In whatever category we wish to
place Operation Mongoose, we now know that a group of men did get together
over a relatively long period within the American govérnment to plot Castro’s
downfall. To Castro, this could have been understood as a conspiracy and an act
of war. From the point of view of those committed to getting rid of the Cuban
bone in the throat of American presidents, Operation Mongoose and the
attempted assassination of Castro might have been understood as the height of
good government and an effective use of American power.? It should hardly

7 Report of the Warren Commission, 434-35.
s Note how the same style continues. In February of 1992, the present head of the CIA was in the
Middle East attempting to find ways of deposing and assassinating Saddam Hussein. A few years ago,
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come as a surprise that real personal consequences might have followed for
President Kennedy or his brother, Attorney General Robert Kennedy. Indeed,
in a Senate Intelligence Committee report of 1975, former Senator Richard
Schweiker concluded that pro-Castro Cubans killed Kennedy because of the
attempts made on Castro's life. Castro continues to deny the charge and
genuflects before Kennedy's memory.

The idea of Soviet involvement in the assassination, a fear that President
Johnson expressed, was dissolved by the Warren Comimission and Soviet KGB
agents who later defected to the United States. No one wanted the assassination
of a president to become a-casus belli for nuclear war, least of all the establishments
of the Soviet Union and the United States. Increasing its hold on the popular
consciousness, however, is the story that the Kennedy assassination was a classic
state murder to be analyzed by means of the “who benefits?" platitude of vulgar
political science. JFK posits a massive conspiracy within the government and
outside of it. The conspirators worked together to assassinate the president. The
film insinuates that Johnson had criminal knowledge of what would happen to
Kennedy if he visited Dallas and, furthermore, claims that Johnson paid off
members of the military-industrial complex with a war in Indochina. Two other
possible conspiracies are presented but given less weight, namely that an anti-
Castro group killed Kennedy or that a Mafia group killed him. Indeed, the House
Committee that investigated the assassination of President Kennedy gave cre-
dence to the idea that organized crime was involved in his assassination.
Apparently, there are illegal wiretaps that support this theory. Robert Kennedy's
Justice Department had carried on a campaign against organized crime with the
president's blessing. The Teamsters, especially Jimmy Hoffa, hated the
Kennedys. Hoffa believed that the Kennedy campaign had unleashed a vendetta
against the Teamsters as a way to get to the White House. Hoffa and organized
crime had ample reason to get even. Jack Ruby had numerous connections to the
Mob that were not adequately explored at the time, according to a number of
analysts of the Warren Commission report, including David Scheim in Contract on
America. With many others (starting with Penn Jones and including Oliver Stone),
Scheim points out that the inordinate number of witnesses who were murdered or
died in suspicious circumstances are classic examples of Mafia involvement.® Of
course, a murder caused by organized crime may show the integral connections
between crime and politics, but it does not rise to proportions that would cause
fear and dread about the political system itself.

THE THEORY | PRESENTED IN A Yale Law Journal review of Mark Lane's important
book, Rush to Judgment, embraced the idea of a possible conspiracy initiated by a
group of anti-Castro Cubans who had been assets of the CIA but who had slipped

the government claimed that the Libyans had sent terrorist gangs to kill President Reagan, and in
April 1986 Reagan sought to assassinate Muammar Qadhafi through massive bombing of his bunker.

% David E. Scheim, Contract on America: The Mafia Murders of John and Robert Kennedy (Silver Spring,
Md., 1983), chap. 3, p. 50 and following.
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out of the CIA’s control. In 1963, the Cuban exile community harbored great
anger against President Kennedy. Various groups unauthorized by the CIA had
been picked up and stopped from carrying out covert activities against Cuba.

~ They had continued raids after the short-lived détente that developed between

the United States and the Soviets after the Cuban missile crisis.! And the CIA was
very much involved with the Cuban exile community. Its largest station was in
Miami in 1963, and it supported a wide variety of groups with weapons, money,
and “technical assistance.” There was, however, a political process of “simulopts”
that was followed during the Kennedy administration. Simultaneous and contra-
dictory policy options were pursued in order to see which would bear fruit. On the
same day, November 22, 1963, that President Kennedy sent a message through
the French journalist Jean Daniel to Castro that the United States wanted peace
with Cuba, the CIA’s Desmond Fitzgerald was negotiating in Paris with an assassin
about killing Castro with a poison-tipped pen.

It was taken for granted in the CIA and Cuban exile community that a démarche
had occurred in American policy the year before, after the Cuban missile crisis of
October-November 1962. This change in fundamental policy split the CIA, for
there were many such as Howard Hunt, a very active operative, who felt that
Kennedy had sold out the Cuban exile movement and its attempt to destroy the
Castro government at the Bay of Pigs and thereafter. He hated the New
Frontiersmen who, he thought, were besmirching the good name of Allen Dulles

- and the CIA. Moreover, Kennedy's June 10, 1963, speech at American University

called for an end to the Cold War as well as general and complete disarmament.
After the speech, and within a month, the United States, through Averell
Harriman and Carl Kaysen, signed an agreement to ban nuclear testing in the
atmosphere, in space, and under water. In order to obtain support from the Joint
Chiefs, Kennedy found himself having to agree to a hugely expanded under-
ground nuclear testing program. This was also the only way that Kennedy was
able to secure the support of both conservatives and national security liberals in
the Senate such as Everett Dirksen and Henry Jackson.

In assessing Kennedy's record on national security and the effect it might or
might not have had on his own assassination, it is important to remember that he -
signed his name to budgets and doctrines that caused the defense budget to jump
within two and a half years from 39.5 billion dollars to approximately 52 billion.
Former President Eisenhower complained bitterly about this increase and stated
publicly that the Kennedy budget was wasteful, having virtually nothing to do

. with defense. In 1960, however, Kennedy had campaigned on the idea of flexible

response and closing the missile gap. Of course, the missile gap of the early 1960s
turned out to be the opposite of what was believed. The Soviets had between three
and six liquid-fuel, long-range missiles, which could be easily spotted because of
the relatively long lead time necessary to get them ready for firing, yet the United
States continued to build huge numbers of missiles even after intelligence
revealed that the Soviets had very few. Secretary McNamara also adopted a
counterforce strategy in the early years, which became the ideological reason for

10 Raskin, Yale Law Journal, 579 and following.
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continuing to arm on the nuclear level at a furious pace. But McNamara's position
on the size of the arsenal was for far less than the requests made by the Joint
Chiefs in 1961~1962.

The second major shift from the Eisenhower administration, Kennedy's deci-
sion to accept the idea of flexible response, meant that the United States would not
only fight limited and nuclear wars but that it would also challenge local
revolutions and wars of national liberation to which Premier Khrushchev had
given some support, both rhetorical and real. McNamara made the following
request, summing up the Kennedy administration’s defense policy before the
House Armed Services Committee in 1964 as it related to the arms build-up:

A 100 percent increase in the number of nuclear weapons available in the strategic alert

forces.
A 45 percent increase in the number of combat-ready army divisions.

A one third increase in the number of tactical fighter squadrons.
A 60 percent increase in the tactical nuclear forces deployed in western Europe.

A 75 percent increase in airlift capability.
A 100 percent increase in general ship construction and conversion.
A sixfold increase in counterinsurgency forces.

McNamara also pointed to the “demonstrated willingness to risk using these
forces in defense of our vital interests. Here are some examples: The callup of
about 150,000 reservists and the deployment of 40,000 additional men in Europe
in the summer of 1961. The confrontation of Khrushchev on the issue of Soviet
offensive missiles in Cuba in October of 1962. The dispatch of 16,000 U.S.
military personnel to South Vietnam to assist that country with logistics and
training support in combating the Vietcong insurrection.™"!

As I have stated elsewhere, “The United States intended under Kennedy to
develop a war fighting capability on all levels of violence from nuclear war to
counterinsurgency.”'? The irony in analyzing the militarization of American
foreign policy, and by inference, American life, can be found in a speech that
President Kennedy was to deliver at the Trade Mart in Dallas on November 22,
1968. Dallas was one of the main industrial arteries of the national security state.
Texas had gained much from the Cold War, and there was real concern that
Kennedy was a secret dove. He intended to point out to the Texas audience that
this was not the case. “In less than 3 years, we have increased by 50 percent the
number of Polaris submarines. .., increased by more than 75 percent our
Minuteman purchase program, increased by 50 percent the portion of our
strategic bombers on 15 minute alert and ‘increased by 100 percent the total
number of nuclear weapons available in our strategic alert forces ... [We have)
... radically improved the readiness of our conventional forces—increased by 435
percent the number of combat ready Army divisions, increased by 100 percent
the procurement of modern Army weapons and equipment, increased by 100
percent our ship construction, conversion and modernization program, increased

1t House Committee on Armed Services, Sundry LEgislalion Af_fccting the Military Establishments,

Testimony of Robert McNamara, p. 6899 (1964).
12 Marcus G. Raskin, “The Kennedy Hawks Assume Power from the Eisenhower Vultures,” Essays

of a Citizen: From National Security State to Democracy (Armonk, N.Y., 1991), 52-53.
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by 100 percent our procurement of tactical aircraft, increased by 30 percent the
number of tactical air squadrons . . . Finally, moving beyond the traditional roles
of our military forces, we have achieved an increase of nearly 600 percent in our
special forces” namely, those forces that were used in South Vietnam.'

The Kennedy policy on armaments and doctrine merely begins the puzzle.
There is no question that President Kennedy intended to pull 1,000 advisers out
of Vietnam by the end of 1963, and there is some evidence to support the view
that he intended to pull all advisers out by 1965. According to Roger Hilsman, a
former assistant secretary of state who dealt with Southeast Asia and held
repeated discussions with President Kennedy, it was Kennedy's intention to work
out a negotiated settlement along the lines of the one with Laos.! Yet there is a
wrinkle here. Ngo Dinh Nhu, who was assassinated at the same time as his brother
President Ngo Dinh Diem on November 2, 1963, had sought to work out a
seulement with the North Vietnamese and the Vietcong. This diplomatic inter-
vention was interrupted by their assassinations. The Kennedy administration had,
according to Henry Kissinger, a «direct role” in the coup against Diem “which led
to his assassination.”'s The Kennedy policies were ambiguous. On the one hand,
the president had made numerous public statements to the effect that the war had
to be won by the South Vietnamese government, not by the United States. On the
other, the war was seen as something of a game of chess that the United States
could walk away from any time it desired; but, if the cost was not too great, we
should continue to play.

Theodore White, in his book In Search of History, claims that Kennedy intended
to get out of Vietnam and not go forward with a full-scale war. According to
Kenneth O'Donnell, Kennedy's principal political adviser, “Kennedy had just
pledged to Senate Majority Leader Mike Mansfield not only the immediate
withdrawal of one thousand troops of the sixteen thousand troops in Vietnam, but
the withdrawal of all of them after the 1964 election.” When O'Donnell asked
Kennedy how he meant to do that, he quipped, “Easy, put a government in there
that will ask us to leave.”'® This part of Stone’s contention appears to be on solid

ground.

A QUESTION REMAINS ABOUT PresIDENT JoHNsON and his interest in going to war
in Indochina. Although Johnson had made a trip to Vietnam in 1961 and came
back trumpeting the Walt Rostow-Maxwell Taylor thesis, there is also evidence
that he too was dubious about war on the Asian mainland. In 1954, when Johnson
was the majority leader of the Senate, he made clear to Eisenhower and John
Foster Dulles that he would not support American military intervention at Dien
Bien Phu, nor could he carry the Senate with such support unless Britain and

19 John F. Kennedy, undelivered speech, November 22, 1963, Public Papers of the Presidents of the
Unitzd States . .. (Washington, D.C., 1980).

14 Roger Hilsman, Letter to the Editor, New York Times (January 20, 1992).

15 Henry Kissinger, White House Years (Boston, 1979), 231.

18 Theodore H. White, In Search of History: A Personal Narrative (New York, 1978), 531.
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France fought side by side with the United States. So what caused his shift in point
of view to supporting the Kennedy hawks' position?

As Stone intimates, there were a number of high-level national security
meetings with Johnson immediately after Kennedy's death. The meeting that is
best known was with leading advisers of the Kennedy administration, namely
Dean Rusk, McGeorge Bundy, McNamara, Maxwell Taylor (Chair of the Joint
Chiefs), John A. McCone of Central Intelligence, and Ambassador Henry Cabot
Lodge. At that meeting, it was decided to go ahead with the war even though
Taylor and McNamara had prepared at Kennedy's request a two-volume study,
NSAM 263, which outlined a withdrawal program. This was presented at an NSC
meeting on October 5, 1963. Nevertheless, Taylor, an early proponent of
brush-fire wars, and McNamara, a convert to the same sublimited war doctrine,
were hawks. In the fateful days after the Kennedy assassination, they told
Johnson that the war was local and limited and that, with Diem out of the way, the
American commitment should be strengthened with U.S. combat forces because
the war could be won. Rusk had a strong commitment to American intervention
in Indochina because of his belief in the Sino-Soviet bloc relationship (an alliance
that had already ended) and because, as Rusk put it, the Soviets “blinked” during
the Cuban missile crisis; thus they were not likely to be a factor in inhibiting
American intervention. It was thought by one assistant secretary of state that
Bundy, who knew better, went along for reasons of ambition. He hoped to replace
Rusk in 1965 as secretary of state and then end the war. Taylor wanted to test out
his flexible-response theories.

At this stage, we can only speculate on President Johnson's motives. One view
is that his understanding of the Kennedy policy was to go forward with the war
and that any softening on his part would have brought down the wrath of Robert
Kennedy upon him. The attorney general had been a strong proponent during
the Kennedy period of covert operations and sublimited war engagements. These
included engagement in Vietnam, but Robert Kennedy ceased to be a friend of
the CIA.

Johnson, who had imbibed the metaphors of Munich and falling dominoes, was
reinforced by his own insecurity about foreign affairs and his fear that he would
be blindsided by the Kennedy advisers, some of whom had wanted him off the
ticket in 1964. He would be seen as an illegitimate imposter to the presidency who
tampered with Kennedy's stated policies. (Given Robert Kennedy's stated posi-
tions, Johnson could not have imagined that Robert Kennedy would blindside
him from a dove rather than a hawk position.)

The role of the military during this violent period is also ambiguous. The
generals who had fought in the Korean War, MacArthur and Ridgeway, were
adamantly opposed to war on the mainland of Asia. General Matthew Ridgeway
was a charter member of the “never again” club. Having replaced MacArthur in
the Korean War, Ridgeway argued in a continuous barrage of memoranda that
the United States should steer clear of an Asian land war. However, the Taylor
position held sway, and it led quickly to dramatic escalations.

It should be remembered that in the initial stages of the war it was the civilian
hawks left over from the Kennedy administration who rallied around a land war.
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They believed in the idea of a world-wide conflict with communism and in the
domino effect; that is, if Vietnam fell, all of Southeast Asia was doomed. This was
not Kennedy's view, Theodore Sorensen's view, or that of the few “doves” of the
Kennedy administration who, after the Cuban missile crisis, believed strongly in
accommodation. The policy of détente had been reflected earlier in Kennedy's
successful settlement of the Laotian war, his calling off the Cold War, and his
interest in pressing forward with a general and complete disarmament treaty. In
a May 6, 1963, memorandum to the leading national security advisers, Kennedy
voiced his deep concern about the arms race and ordered the government to
prepare extensive plans for general and complete disarmament. It is likely that
the president was reacting to Jerome Wiesner, the science adviser who in
December 1962 had told and written Kennedy that the McNamara defense
build-up was an unmitigated disaster for the national security of the United
States, that it forced the Soviets to follow the United States in the arms race,
thereby making the United States less secure.!” The Cuban missile crisis under-
scored his advice.

Would any of the top Kennedy advisers for reasons of ambition, a need to test
out a pet theory, for money, sex, or because of ideological persuasion participate
or initiate a coup? There seems to be no hard evidence for such a conclusion. Is
it possible that, as with the death of Thomas Becket, a culture of violence and
command would give some conspirators at a lower level inside and outside the
government the idea that a murder should occur? This is somewhat more likely,
given the conflating of crime and political intrigue in the covert and military world
of that time.

The film points to two figures who are unnamed. One is the Donald Sutherland
character, who is probably Colonel Fletcher Prouty. The. other is his boss, who
sends security specialist Prouty off to the South Pole to prevent him from ensuring
Kennedy's safety in Dallas. His boss would have been General Edward Lansdale,
who had cut his teeth in the 1950s by making Ramon Magsaysay a hero of
Philippine limited land reform and the victor against the Huk rebellion. Lansdale
then promoted Magsaysay into the presidency of the Phillipines and went on to
work on different schemes for pacifying Vietnam and Cuba. It does not seem
likely that as hawkish as Lansdale or the first-level advisers were, they would have
been involved in a plot to kill President Kennedy in order to press a war and prove
their ideological doctrines. However, it should be noted that most of Kennedy’s
advisers were far more hawkish than he. For example, advisers such as Walt
Rostow, who later succeeded Bundy, had urged the use of American ground
troops and the bombing of the North. As I have noted, this refrain was also sung
by Johnson when he was vice-president and by General Taylor, who, prior to
becoming chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, was Kennedy's personal military
adviser. The willingness of these advisers to kill others does not mean that tHey
intended to or did kill the president of the United States. There is no question,

however, that a culture of violence was integral to that period and that it

permeated all levels of government.

17 Jerome B. Wiesner to President John F. Kennedy, memorandum, December 4, 1962, John F.
Kennedy Library, Waltham, Mass. .
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JFK also raises the question of CIA involvement in the assassination. It should
be noted that those concerned with analysis of data and political trends in the.
Agency were eager for the United States to work out a negotiated settlement in
Vietnam. To that end, they made public a document carrying the CIA’s official
imprimatur and calling for an end to the war in 1964. However, the question of
CIA involvement in the assassination is much less easy to slough off when one
notes the intimate connection the CIA had with Cuban exile groups in Miami. For
that matter, the FBI also had connections with groups it had infiltrated or with
individuals it used as informants as well as with extreme rightist businessmen it
protected who hated President Kennedy. These connections occurred to the
Warren Commission as well. .

One recommendation the commission made was that the FBI, CIA, and other
agencies should inform the Secret Service when a potential threat existed to the
president's life. “Since these agencies are already obliged constantly to evaluate
the activities of such groups, they should be responsible for advising the Secret
Service if information develops indicating the existence of an assassination plot
and for reporting such events as a change in leadership or dogma which indicate
that the group may present a danger to the President. Detailed formal agree-
ments embodying these arrangements should be worked out between the Secret
Service and both of these agencies.”'®

It is hardly surprising that the culture of violence extending into the presidency
through national security decisions also allowed government officials to use
organized crime and, when necessary, to confront it. Robert Kennedy as attorney
general initiated a “war on crime” at the same time that the CIA sought aid from
criminals in attempting to assassinate Castro.

DISCUSSIONS GO ON ALL THE TIME about killing the president. These inchoate
conspiracies abound in the nation. They come to very little. That they exist,
however, should not be denied. That they are exacerbated by a culture of violence
is obvious. And that the Warren Commission saw its primary goal as calming the
people is clear. At the time, Bertrand Russell claimed that “there has never been
a more subversive, a more conspiratorial, unpatriotic or endangering course for
the security of the United States and the world than the attempt by the United
States Government to hide the murderer of its recent President.™?

The nation is again undertaking an Oedipal odyssey, looking for itself through
this heinous murder. If we are mature enough to continue the search, it is well
that not only the files of this terrible tragedy be made public but that the various
people who have had access to these files be subject to oaths to assure the citizenry
that documents have not been destroyed. Another step will have to be taken: files
of the CIA, Department of Justice, and defense agencies will now have to be
opened so that we may understand more completely the culture of violence that
enveloped the nation during the Cold War period. We will not be able to assess a

18 Report of the Warren Commission, 440.
19 Bertrand Russell, quoted by Salisbury, Report of the Warren Commission, Xxv.
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stngle-bullet or lone-assassin theory unless we recognize the billion-bullet/nuclear
weapons-and-missile system that dictated and framed our society's reality. Most
important, however, if we choose to continue with national security state secrets of
the kind that enveloped the assassination of Kennedy, then the nation psycho-
logically will continue to be tortured by lies. The culture of violence and secrecy
will hold sway; cynicism and alienation in its nastiest political sense will grow even
greater.

‘ -
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JFK: The Movie

MICHAEL ROGIN

THE SaN Francisco CBS TeLEvisION AFFILIATE KPIX sandwiched a news report
between the 1992 Super Bowl and the “60 Minutes” interview with Governor Bill
Clinton and Hilary Rodham Clinton about the Democratic presidential candi-
date’s alleged marital infidelities. Featuring a Hollywood movie, JFK, the putative
news story reported demands, driven by the film's notoriety, to open the secret
files of the House Select Committee on Assassinations. The real news, however,
was the movie itself. Television news mixed newsreel videotape of the controversy
surrounding the film with shots from the movie, which was, as television viewers
could see, a jumble of fictional and documentary footage. JFK stands at the
confluence of two developments, one old and one new, that came together with
the election of a Hollywood actor, Ronald Reagan, as president of the United
States: the conflation of politics and conspiracy, and the confusion between
politics and the fiction-making visual media.

Although JFK has been the target of unprecedented hostile attention from
journalists and political commentators, four books making Kennedy the victim of
one conspiracy or another made the New York Times best-seller lists the first week
in February; the number one non-fiction best seller was by Jim Garrison, the
former New Orleans district attorney who is the hero of Oliver Stone’s movie.!
That, in addition, the journal of the American Historical Association should
publish a symposium on a Hollywood movie, with contributions written within
weeks of the film's release (what about research and time for reflection?) is itself
source material for the future historian of late twentieth-century America. As
professionals attack JFK's conspiracy theory, millions of Americans rush to see the
film and buy the books, and the gulf between the political class and the apparently
pre-political mass public could not be wider.

“Treason doth never prosper, what's the reason? For if it prosper, none dare
call it treason.” These lines, quoted by Stone’s Garrison, call Richard Hofstader
from his grave, for they are featured in his classic book, The Paranoid Style in
American Politics (1965). The couplet forms the epigraph for None Dare Call It
Treason, John Stormer’s John Birch Society exposé, published the year after

I am indebted to conversations about JFK with Cathy Gallagher, Richard Hutson, and Kathleen

Moran.
| See Stephen E. Ambrose, “Writers on the Grassy Knoll: A Reader's Guide,” New York Times Book

Review (February 2, 1992): 1, 23-25.
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Kennedy's death, of the communist takeover of Washington.? Stone's conspiracy
is anti-communist. As JFK unfolds, it reveals thatan omnipresent “they” killed not
only John Kennedy but also Robert Kennedy and Martin Luther King, Jr., that
“they” seized power in a “coup d'état.” and that Lyndon Johnson was an
“accomplice after the fact.” Stone’s assassins murdered Kennedy to stop him from
withdrawing from Vietnam, making peace with Cuba, and ending the Cold War.
But “they” killed a president who (as the movie does not say) increased military
spending, heated up Cold War rhetoric, intensified the American intervention in
Vietnam, and sponsored, until his own assassination, death plots against Fidel
Castro.

Resembling traditional American conspiracy theories, Stone’s demonology
makes an easy target for those defending the allegedly beleaguered political elites
smeared by JFK. From their perspective, the syndicated political commentator
William Pfaff’s, for example, Oliver Stone is a New Left McCarthyite. But such a
view is maliciously ahistorical. Kennedy was no New Left hero, for either civil
rights activists in the early 1960s (since his Justice Department and FBI worked
against them) or for the anti-war movement that emerged after his death. Stone,
in turn, is a product not of the rise of the New Left but of its demise. Blaming the
New Left counterposes JFK's paranoia to a rational governing class, making it
impossible to understand either the power of the movie or where it goes wrong.
Stone's films assault the viewer, and some commentators have protected them-
selves by keeping their distance from JFK. But if we accept the invitation to enter
the Kennedy assassination from Garrison’s point of view (I refer throughout to
the film's Garrison, Kevin Costner), then we can trace the path from legitimate
political disorientation to the moment when Garrison reaches obsession.

Since the publication of Edward Epstein's /nquest a quarter-century ago,
reasonable people have had to doubt the Warren Commission, lone assassin,
“magic bullet” (as Garrison calls it) version of the killing of Kennedy.’ (Stone’s
defense of his movie, in a February 3, 1992, letter to the New York Times, focuses
entirely on the deficiencies of the Warren Commission.) In the first portion of
JFK, a disorienting montage draws the viewer into the evidence of other assassins,
other bullets, other places from which Kennedy may have been shot. Rarely have
the camera shot and the gun shot been more aligned, with the viewer at once
behind the telephoto lens and, like Kennedy, its target. _ :

Reasonable people have also had to acknowledge, for a quarter-century, the
power of secret government in the United States, hidden both in its unaccount-
able decision making at the top and its covert operations on the ground. The
achievements of that government (many of which are, by the same technique of
discontinuous assault, detailed in the film) include: the recruitment of Nazis to
work for the CIA in the Cold War; the ClA-sponsored coups against Jacobo
Arbenz in Guatemala and Muhammad Musaddiq in Iran; the FBI, Military

2 Richard Hofstadter, The Paranoid Style in American Politics (New York, 1965), 110-11; John A.
Stormer, None Dare Call It Treason (Florissant, Mo., 1964).

3 Edward Jay Epstein, Inquest: The Warren Commission and the Establishment of Truth, Richard H.
Rovere, intro. (New York, 1966). :
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Intelligence, and CIA operations against domestic dissent; Watergate; Iran-
Contra.

It is plausible, moreover, 0 link the Kennedy assassination to secret govern-
ment interventions during the Cold War. Since the Watergate burglars were
anti-Castro Cubans implicated in Kennedy's plots to kill-Castro, President Nixon
justified the Watergate cover-up on national security.grounds, to keep secret the
Kennedy-Cuba connection.* Nixon imagined Lee Harvey Oswald as Castro’s
avenger. Leftist versions of the assassination propose other ties: to anti-Castro
Cuban exiles, to the Cuban exile/Mafia/Kennedy tangle; to people in the national
security bureaucracy; to the family of deposed South Vietnamese President Ngo
Dinh Diem, murdered in the Kennedy-sponsored coup. The scenarios bewilder
by their number and believability. Evidence for the withholding within govern-
ment of information that might shed light on Kennedy’s death is overwhelming.
To attend seriously to Cold War politics and the Kennedy assassination is to risk
being thrown back into the paranoid position (to use psychoanalyst Melanie
Klein’s term) of helpless, suspicious disorientation.?

The widespread feeling that America began to fall apart after Kennedy was
killed prolongs national mourning; conversely, the extraordinary fixation on JFK
is evidence of the public malaise. But the unresolved assassination, combined with
Kennedy's complicity with the forces suspected of doing him in, has blocked a
national mourning of the president as he actually was, encouraging the regression
from what Klein calls the depressive position, where loss can be acknowledged
and overcome, to idealization, splitting, and paranoia.

A plausible version of the assassination, like Don DeLillo's Libra (1988), makes
sense of the chaos surrounding Kennedy's death, but the price of sanity-restoring,
narrative coherence is that the story be presented as fiction. JFK refuses the
fictional label by insisting it has discovered the truth. But that rejection of fictional
narrative entails another, of form as well as content, for Stone replaces a

convincing, novelistic, plot-as-story with a mysterious, fragmentary, plot-as-

conspiracy.

The elements of a plot in both those senses are set in New Orleans. Stone,
however, provides no characters whose actions connect his sordid New Orleans
revelations to the Washington scene of the crime. In the exception that explains
the rule, a Washington messenger turns one of Garrison'’s staffers into a tool of
the cover-up, preparing for a scene that will discredit the Mafia assassination
theory (which contaminates Kennedy) by putting it into the renegade’s mouth.

Stone has no problem finding anti-communist Kennedy haters, among both
Bay of Pigs veterans and home-grown right-wingers. He accepts their view of
Kennedy, inverts it, and makes it the instrument of the president’s death. But to
give the assassination its cosmic political significance, as the coup d'état source of
all that has gone wrong in the country, Stone (himself a Vietnam veteran) also
needs a group that feared Kennedy was withdrawing from Southeast Asia. It is

. ¢See Fawn M. Brodie, Richard Nixon: The Shaping of His Character (Cambridge, Mass., 1981),

493-96.
5 Melanie Klein, Love, Guilt, and Reparation and Other Works, R. E. Money-Kyrle, intro. (New York,

1975).
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harder to give verisimilitude to thatstory. As a result, JFK's political content and
filmic method come to mirror the conspiracy the movie is supposedly exposing.
When narrative history fails Stone, his plot splits in two: idealization of the
beautiful “dying king" on the one hand, demonization of a homosexual band on
the other. Sexual anxiety overwhelms politics, in JFK's paranoid style, as a
homosexual primal horde slays the young father-king.

Although Garrison complains that the government infantilizes its citizens by
keeping them from the truth, his Americans are never adults; they are Hamlets,
“children of the slain father-leader whose killers still possess the throne.”
Stormer’s None Dare Call It Treason’s dedication—"to Holly, May her future be as
bright as mine was at age 5"—speaks equally to the cry of betrayed innocence that
drives JFK; Stone's film is “Dedicated to the young.” The beautiful object of the
viewer's desire in the nostalgic newsreel footage we watch along with Garrison,
Kennedy is felled by the perverted desire of David Ferrie and Clay Shaw. Stone’s
Kennedy is at once the “father-leader” whose killing unleashes chaos and the
beautiful young man (synecdochical for Garrison and the male viewer) endan-
gered by erotic attraction.

With David Ferrie (the pilot linked to the CIA and Operation Mongoose),
homophobia and conspiracy each first enter the movie, joined together on Ferrie's
body. An announced “alleged homosexual incident,” preceding the report of his
anti-Castro activities, frames our first view of Ferrie. His flimsy story supposedly
makes Garrison suspect a plot, but what flls the screen is Ferrie's nervous, flitty
manner. That a middle-aged degenerate drove to Dallas with “a couple of young
friends” only to hunt birds raises sexual as much as political suspicion. The two
come together again in the figure of the attractive, corrupted, imprisoned
homosexual prostitute, Willie O'Keefe. (Unlike Ferrie and Shaw, this figure,
played by Kevin Bacon, is Stone’s invention.) In the conspiratorial connections
with which O'Keefe floods Garrison, sexual and political perversions are entirely
intertwined. Disguise is at the heart of the “homosexual underground,” O'Keefe
tells the district attorney. “You don’t know shit because you've never been fucked
in the ass.” Graphic words and images depicting some men dominating others,
rather than a political narrative, links invisible Washington power to New Orleans
sex. The male prostitute propositions Garrison when the interview is over. The
district attorney's interrogation and trial of the homosexual businessman, Clay
Shaw (“the guy's a fag™), now organizes Stone’s conspiracy. Homosexual black-
mail, perverted sexual practices, and murder merge in Ferrie's confession to
Garrison, shortly before he is murdered in turn. Kennedy was killed, the film
comes close to saying, because he refused to submit to homosexual domination.

When Garrison’s wife accuses him of caring more about Kennedy than his own
family, she points to the absence of heterosexual desire that feeds the homosexual
threat. (From one side, JFK inherits Stone’s misogyny; from the other, it derives
from No Way Out, the 1987 espionage thriller in which the character played by
Kevin Costner is framed for murder by a homosexual in love with the real killer,
his State Department boss.) Homosexual panic may not be the universal ground
of paranoia, as Freud argued in the Daniel Paul Schreber case, but it organizes
JFK. Schreber believed that invisible rays emanating from an‘authoritative source
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were turning him into a woman and forcing him to give birth. Such an

omnipotent force slays the president; first in the shooting, then in the horrifying

reenactment of Kennedy's autopsy, the extraction of his brain from his head, its
- fnstruments violate, for Stone as for Schreber, the vulnerable male body.®

Sensory overload characterizes Stone’s film technique in general, but whereas
flashbacks and editing establish eyewitness authority for the conspiracy, the
homosexual scenes carry the weight of emotional disturbance. Montages of body
parts, a transvestite bacchanal, and the strange movements of Ferrie and Shaw
overwhelm visual and narrative coherence. Just as Stone blends the camera shot
and the gun shot, so his rapid cutting, sudden close-ups, and bodily dismember-
ments join the filmic to the sexual fetish. Cinematic form enforces the disorienting
fragmentation; homophobia is its content. Fragmentary details pregnant with
meaning are the building blocks both of the content of political demonology and
of Stone’s paranoid film style. The director employs montage to return to the
primitive, pre-illusionistic beginnings of motion pictures. Unlike classic narrative
films, his images disperse rather than tell a story. But, unlike primitive cinema,
Stone puts spectacle in the service of narrative. Intentionality at the top organizes
the charged data of Stone’s animistic universe. Conspiracy supplies the formal
and final causes (in Aristotle’s classification) that restore psycho-political order.

Whereas the fragments are disturbingly visible, however, the unity can only be
told. The Abraham Zapruder film of Kennedy's assassination is shown over and
over, frame by frame, as if it held the key to the plot, but the visual bludgeoning
leads to confusion, not unambiguous conclusion. Only words keep Zapruder from
turning into Blow-Up, Michelangelo Antonioni's 1969 film in which murder
remains mysterious because the picture keeps the secret of whether it has a secret
at all. Coherence in JFK is supplied by the longest monologues in Hollywood
history. These voice-overs, spoken from within the diegesis and illustrated by
streams of juxtaposed images, offer the structure for which the viewer, even more
than before entering the theater, now longs. But the monologues cannot make
actual connections, any more than could a traditional filmic narrative, for those
would be vulnerable to exposure as fiction. JFK’s Deep Throat authorizes the
conspiracy, his soliloquy supported by flashbacks that are keyed to his subjective
account but shown as historical truth. Urging Garrison to bring Shaw to trial
without knowing how everything fits together, this paternal figure prepares us to
experience Shaw's acquittal as evidence that the conspiracy goes on. Garrison’s
thirty-five minute speech to Shaw's jury brings the film to an end.

Demonology imagines that a secret power is exercised on the body; thus sexual
fantasy has always been part of the American paranoid style. In Maria Monk’s
antebellum, anti-Catholic, non-fiction best seller, for example, priests kidnap and
engage in criminal intercourse with nuns.” Women's liberation, interfering with

¢ Daniel Paul Schreber, Memoirs of My Nervous Illness, 1da Macalpine and Richard H. Hunter, trans.
and ed.; Samuel Weber. intro. (Cambridge, Mass., 1988); Sigmund Freud, “Psycho-Analytic Notes on
an Autobiographical Account of a Case of Paranoia (Dementia Paranoides),” in Standard Edition of the
Complete Psychological Works of Sigmund Freud. 24 vols., James Strachey, ed., vol. 12 (London,
1958-74).

7 Maria Monk, Awful Disclosure of the Hotel Dieu Nunnery of Montreal (1836; rev. with appendix, New
York, 1977).
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2 September 1992

1. Sarfacing to Periscope Depth

The history of the Soviet dossier on Oswald is somewhat
reminiscent of the maneuver of surfacing to periscope
depth, in which a submarine approaches the surface so
that it can raise its periscope and take a look around. In
November 1991 the Oswald case almost surfaced from
the depths of the KGB. At that time the whole world just
missed by a matter of weeks finding out virtually every-
thing the six mysterious case files contained.

It was Vadim Bakatin, after taking over the chairman’s
office at Lubyanka in the wake of the coup, who
attempted that experiment with top secret KGB infor-
mation. The “Oswald file™ was hardly of fundamental
importance to Bakatin; during his slightly more than
four months as KGB chairman he had many more
serious problems to deal with as he attempted to reform
the structure of the Lubyanka empire. File No. 31451
most likely occurred to him by chance: the latest anni-
versary of the Kennedy assassination was approaching,
and once again the world was talking about Oswald.

On orders from Bakatin the dossier was retricved from
tbe archives. And then the new KGB chief, who subse-
quently admitted that be did not fully comprehend the
secret might of the machine he was directing, attempted
to make the documents public. He wanted to do so
because, as be put it, he had not found anything in the
“Oswald file” that was fundamentally secret, and
nothing that the KGB would have any point in keeping a
secret any more. Of course, the names of the agents who
conducted surveillance of Oswald in the USSR should
pot be named. Naturally the conteats of purely personal
phone calls tapped by the committee or intercepted
personal letters should not be disclosed.

The rest of the dossier, Vadim Bakatin asserts, simply
consists of interesting historical documents which, even
if they could reveal methods of Soviet counterintelli-
genoe operations, can only reveal methods from 30 years

2go.

Nevertheless Bakatin's efforts provoked incredible resis-
tance on the part of Lubyanka’s professionals: the KGB
had never before disclosed information on the activities
of any of its agents. A commission established within the
KGB to study the matter was virtually beyond the
control of its own chicf. After several weeks of work the
experts selected from the dossier only 12 insignificant
documents from the dossier; these they proposed that
Bakatin make public. Judging by information in our
possession, he was extremely displeased with the results
and ordered them to go over the dossier again. This time
new players unexpectedly entered the game.

Bakatin got a call from Belarus KGB chairman Eduard
Shirkovskiy. He requested that the “QOswald file™ be sent
1o Minsk for a few days so that his agency could reach a
decision oa it

Shirkovskiy's claim had some justification, because
there was no question that the bulk of the dossier had

RUSSIA 29

been collected by Belorussian counterintelligence
agents—Oswald spent virtually all his time in the USSR
in Minsk. Yet after leaving Moscow for only a few days
the dossier did not return...

Very shortly thereafier Bakatin was relieved of his posi-
tion, and a majority of KGB personnel categorized all of
his reforms as treason,

The Oswald file was re-registered. Assigned the number
226 and a stamp on each file folder stating “Not to be
released without permission of the division chief,” it was
put in a light brown safe in an office in the Belarus KGB
building. Now the only people who have access to the
papers are Eduard Shirkovskiy and a few of his subordi-
nates.

The chairman of the Belarus KGB, to give him his due,
is now making very firm statements about the possibility
that the dossier will be declassified and is not leaving any
illusions on the part of those interested in it. He has
already been offered $50 million for the “Oswald file,”
yet Shirkovskiy refused because he sees his position as a
matter of principle: he will not transfer the case file
anywhere outside of Minsk, and he will make the docu-
ments public only if the Belarus Supreme Soviet passes a
special decree declassifying all KGB archival materials
on which the statute of limitations has expired.

The Oswald file, which incidentally according to Shirk-
ovskiy does not contain anything particularly secret, has
thus probably now become something of a symbol to the
Belarusan leadership, a symbol of new governmental
thinking independent of Moscow.

No one knows how long this will go on.

However, what Eduard Shirkovskiy did permit during an
interview with 1ZVESTIYA was definitely progress.
While categorically refusing to allow interviews with
KGB agents who worked on the Oswald case, the chief of
Belarusan state security nonetheless did have the file
brought out of the safc and also agreed to interviews with
some of his subordinates who are thoroughly familiar
with the documents. So we can thank the chiel of the
Belarus KGB for his help with this investigation. Thanks
10 the assistance of his subordinates we now have at least
a general idea of why Soviet intelligence services were
interested in Oswald and just how his “case™ was han-
dled.

8 Augp 7]
{Text)
I1. Red Trackers

The system for surveillance of Oswald in the USSR was
to all appearances maintained in the spirit of the latest
advances in early 1960’s Soviet counterintelligence.
Present-day experts who have gone over the dossier note
that at that time everything was done very painstakingly
and, most importantly, cleverly. According to Eduard
Shirkovskiy, chief of the Belarus KGB, Oswald was
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‘The CIA’s JFK Secret

The Classified Files Will Show the Agency Believed in a Conspiracy

By James Johnston

C ongress at long last is poised

to‘open the so-called “secret”

files on the Kennedy assas-
sination from various investiga-
tions, beginning in 1963, It wants to
satisfy academics and the curious,
but the files are likely to set off new
controversy. ’

The files will show that while gov-
ermnment officials and the Warren
Commission launched a campaign to
persuade the public that Lee Harvey
Oswald alone plotted to kill John
Kennedy, CIA analysts took the op-
posite position in secret. They be-
lieved that even if Oswald was the
lone assassin, he may have been the
agent of a foreign conspiracy.

The gap between the govern-
ment’s public and the CIA's positions
was widest in the days immediately
after the president’s death. On Nov.
23. 1963, CIA analysts prepared a
memorandum covering the facts
they knew at the time. They knew
that Oswald had once defected to the
Soviet Union. They knew that he
made a trip to Mexico City two
months before the assassination and
talked to Soviet Vice Consul Kos-
tikov about a visa. And they believed
. that Kostikov was a KGB assassina-
tion and sabotage expert.

From this, their memorandum
argued, there was reason enough to
believe that Oswald was part of a
foreign plot. If this were true, CIA
analysts predicted, then Oswald
himself might be killed before he
could talk.

The gist of this memorandum
was to be passed through CIA lai-
son to the FBI-—with the warning
that Oswald could be in danger. Un-
fortunately, relations between the
two agencies were strained and li-
aison was awkward; Oswald, while
in police custody, was killed before
the FBI received the message. The
fact that Oswald was murdered, as
CIA analysts had warned, fueled
their suspicions.

Also on Nov. 23, the CIA asked
Mexican authorities to delay ques-
tioning Sylvia Duran, an employee at
the Cuban Consulate in Mexico City
who had talked with Oswald when he
went there for a Cuban visa. The
CIA, fearing that Duran would reveal
a Cuban conspiracy, wanted the
questioning delayed until the United
States decided how to react.

President Johnson was briefed by
CIA Director John McCone during
this critical perioed. McCone’s cryp-
tic memoranda omit important de-
tails, but may be the only record of
what Johnson was told. JFK's so-
phisticated taping system was re-
moved from the White House on
the afternoon of Nov. 22 and, for
reasons unknown, there are no
tapes from the last two weeks of his
administration. Johnson recorded
telephone calls on a Dictabelt sys-
tem he had used as vice president,
but no one has yet had access to any
presidential tapes from this period.

McCone’'s memorandum of his
first briefing simply indicates that
the subject was the assassination. It
does not say whether McCone knew
(or told LBJ about) CIA concern

James Johnston is a Washington
lawyer. He was counsel to the Senate
Intelligence Committee’s 1976
investigation of the assassination.

over Oswald's safety. McCone's
second briefing was at 10 a.m. on
Nov. 24. A Cuban conspiracy was
certainly a possibility; indeed, the
CIA was involved at the time in a
plot to kill Fidel Castro. Thus, it is
significant that the subject of this
briefing was not JFK but rather CIA
operational plans against Cuba.
Allegations of a Cuban conspiracy
inundated the CIA. On Nov. 25, a
man told U.S. Embassy officials in
Mexico City that he was at the

Cuban Consulate on Sept. 17, 1963.

He claimed that Oswald was there
and talked about assassination and
that the Cubans gave Oswald
$6,500. The CIA later dismissed
the story as untrue, but McCone's
memoranda reveal that Johnson's
concern was such that McCone
would brief him for another week.

The story was consistent with
other reports the CIA received on
Nov. 25. For example, the Mexico
City station cabled a reminder that
Castro had issued a threat against
U.S. leaders in September.

Thus, as of Nov. 25 1963, the
CIA had ample reason to suspect
that Cubans or Soviets—or both—
were involved. Despite this, and
just four days after the assassina-
tion. the Justice Department ad-
vised the White House to declare
publicly that Oswald acted alone.
Deputy Attorney General Nicholas
Katzenbach wrote presidential as-
sistant Bill Moyers on Nov. 26:

“It is important that all of the facts
surrounding President Kennedy's
assassination be made public in a way
which will satisfy people in the Unit-
ed States and abroad that all the
facts have been told and that a state-
ment to this effect be made now.

“1. The public must be satisfied
that Oswald was the assassin; that
he did not have confederates who
are still at large: and that the ev-
idence was such he would have
heen convicted at trial.

“2. Speculation about Oswald’s
motivation ought to be cut off, and
we should have some basis for re-
butting thought that this was a
Communist conspiracy or (as the
Iron Curtain press is saying) a
right-wing conspiracy to blame it on
the Communists.”

Johnson wanted to accept this
advice. On Nov. 26, he told McCone
that the FBI had responsibility for
the investigation: the CIA was only
to assist. Since the FBI did not
share the CIA's suspicions, John-
son’s decision seemed to signal that
he wanted the FBI view to prevail,

The CIA welcomed playing sec-

ond fiddle because it wanted its own
efforts to be as independent as pos-
sible. CIA analysts felt that the FBI
had been derelict in its handling of
Oswald before Kennedy's assassi-
nation—and they were right. In
fact, FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover
would secretly discipline 17 agents

" for mistakes in handling Oswald.

To allay public concern, Johnson,

. on Nov. 29, created the Warren

Commission. Ten days later, the
FBI wrapped up its investigation
and submitted a five-volume report
to the White House and the com-
mission; the FBI report found no
evidence of conspiracy. Katzenbach
immediately urged the commission
to make public the FBI's finding.

At the CIA, however, the situa-

tion was different. Responsibility
for the continued investigation was
given to James Angleton’s counter-
intelligence division, which was tar-
geted against the KGB. Theirs was
a world of suspicion—and, not sur-
prisingly, they were suspicious of
the FBI's finding,
. To Angleton’s counterintelligence
specialists, aspects of Oswald's odd
character, which the FBI and the
Warren Commission casually dis-
missed, seemed perfectly explicable.
To them, Oswald acted like an agent
of foreign intelligence: He used
aliases and post office boxes. Less
than two months before Kennedy
was shot, he moved his family from
New Orleans to Dallas, but lived
apart and under an assume? name.

Oswald was in communication
with organizations such as the Fair
Play for Cuba Committee that may
have had foreign ties. Agents often
used such innocent-appearing con-
tacts as means of relaying mes-
sages. Also suspicious was Oswald's
counterfeiting of identity docu-
ments. The counterfeits were in-
ferior by CIA standards, but how
and why had Oswald learned this?

Then there was Oswald’s trip to
Mexico City. Agents periodically
leave their home country in order
to meet their intelligence *“han-
dlers” in safehouses. Oswald’s six
days in Mexico City got him out of
the FBI's reach. He went to the
Soviet and Cuban consulates to get
visas, but the rest of his time was
unaccounted for.

If there were a psychological pro-
file for an assassin, Oswald fit it. He
was disaffected with the United
States and thought life would be
better “on the other side.” He
seemed to lack conscience and
could be violent. He had tried sui-
cide once. Assassins and saboteurs
with suicidal tendencies were
thought willing to undertake reck-
lessly dangerous missions.

These were only suspicions, how- !
ever. When the Warren Commis- '
sion’s final report was issued in
September 1964, the CIA publicly
accepted -its findings. But, Angle-
ton's secret investigation continued
for years, and he was not alone in
harhoring doubts. LBJ was to say
privately that he thought Castro
had a hand in the assassination.

The secret files will not reveal a
conspiracy to shoot JFK but, as
Johnson's remarks suggest, they
raise disturbing questions. Did the
government believe, and tell the
president, that there may have
been a conspiracy to assassinate his
predecessor? If so, why did it tell
the public the opposite?
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JFK Records Bl
Runs Into Logjam
On Capitol Hil

. By George Lardner Jr.

Washington Post Staff Writer

The JFK records bill, warmly embraced by Demo-
crats and Republicans alike, is in trouble on Capitol Hill,

The Senate passed it on July 27. The House passed
another version on Aug. 12. But so far, as one House
staffer put it yesterday, “all you have is two bills passing
each other in the night.” :

With less than two weeks to go before a scheduled
adjournment, conferees have not even been appointed
to discuss the differences. The jockeying has been so
complicated that the House bill was not formally sent
over to the Senate until late yesterday afternoon.

The logjam, however, may have been broken yesterday
when House Judiciary Committee Chairman Jack Brooks
(D-Tex.) indicated in a statement that he might relent on
the key issue. He said he was “committed to seeing a bill
enacted into law before the end of this Congress.”

Both measures would require disclosure of government
records concerning the 1963 assassination of President
John F. Kennedy, but they have become embroiled in the
ongoing dispute over the independent counsel law, due to
expire this year unless Congress renews it.

The big difference in the bills is in the method of ap-
pointing a five-member review board to preside over
the release of the documents.

The House, taking its cue from Brooks, has called for
the appointments to be made by the judges of the spe-
cial, three-member court that names independent coun-
sels in criminal cases involving high government offi-
cials. The Bush administration contends such an ap-
proach could be unconstitutional and the Justice De-
partment has indicated it might recommend a veto if
Congress insists on it,

The Senate measure provides for presidential ap-
pointment and Senate confirmation of review board
members. The Justice Department has said it would
recommend that President Bush sign this bill.

Brooks has strongly favored judicial appointment of re-
view board members, arguing that they are the kind of
“inferior officers” the Supreme Court had in mind when it
upheld the independent counsel law four years ago.
Brooks said the House bill was aimed at lifting “the cloud
cast cver” the Warren Commission by setting up a review
panel free of “any possible political taint.”

On the other side of the fence, congressional staffers
say, is Sen. Carl Levin (D-Mich.), who reportedly is
concerned about getting the independent counsel law
renewed. Levin is chairman of the Senate subcommit-
tee in charge of the law.

Brooks said the president and Senate “seem intent on
replicating” a system of appointment that ultimately led
to demands for the bill, but added that “the method of
appointment should not by itself hold up this most im-
portant piece of legislation.”

Sen. John Glenn (D-Ohio), a key author of the Senate-
passed bill, said he hoped that given the short congres-
sional schedule Brooks would agree to it without a Sen-
ate-House conference.



28 RUSSIA

Russia's strength has always been in its deserted villages
and the wilted small cities. It is in these places that its
normal future is also being decided today. Will the
seventh wave revive them?

A rather large amount of criticism has already been
directed at the Russian “*Migration” program. V. Trubin,
a worker at the Central Labor Institute, participated in
developing that program, but nevertheless he sees its
shortcoming in the fact that it omits a very important
bloc coocerning the protection of the rights and free-
doms of people who actually are being placed outside the
threshold of the country and that call themselves demo-
cratic republic. As in other political and socioeconomic
aspects, we apparently are reinventing the bicycle...
Compietely no consideration is being taken of interna-
tional experience. The legislation is not oriented on the
standards or rigid criteria that evolve from the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and that were firmly
established in the 1951 convention and the 1966 pro-
tocol concerning the status of the refugee for Europe,
where 3 human-rights commission and court operate,
considering conflict situations. There exists successful
experience in the Cartagena Declaration on Refugees,
which was adopted by the Central American countries,
Mexico, and Panama. In the final analysis, 20 million
Russians are living in foreign countries far away and are
pot trembling in fear like the people who today are
crowding the corridors of the Moscow and oblast migra-
tion services.

World practice attests to the fact that it is difficult to
resolve the refugee problem simply by the efforts of one
country or by bilateral treaties. According to V. Trubin,
it is necessary to have close cooperation with interna-
tional organizations dealing with migration. And prima-
rily with the nearby foreign countries with the purpose of
creating an intergovernmental commission on refugee
affairs, and of putting the national legislatures into
conformity with the international norms. Russia must
act as the initiator of the treaty process and the creation
of the mechanism for guarantecing people’s rights and
freedoms. '

The shoving out of Russians, V. Trubin feels, is pro-
moted by the sociocconomic situation that has devel-
oped with the breakdown of economic ties. At enter-
prises of union importance in Kyrgyzstan, 48 percent of
the technical-engineering workers are Russians, and in
Uzbekistan, 29 percent are. In Estonia, the Russian-
speaking population coastitutes one-third. And behind
the laws governing citizenship, the land, and privatiza-
tion, behind the slogans concerning ethnic integrity and
the development of the national language and culture,
and behind the shouts of “occupiers out!™ one discerns
oaly a pitifully sly idea of chasing out the Russians as
competitors from the commodity, housing, labor, and
land market, the idea of depriving them of their fair
share of the wealth created by common efforts.

FBIS-USR-92-112
2 September 1992

Even sharper words are expressed by V. Spasibukhov,
chairman of the Russian Refugees Committee, who is an
engineering systems specialist and who is a refugee from
Baku himself.

“What good does it do simply to declare rights if you are
walking along the street and people behind you are
hitting you on the head with a stick?" he asks. *Of
course, this is not being done by the people who till the
soil, who take care of the livestock, or harvest the grapes.
Look for those who need this kind of action, that is, the
politicians. Russia, like any other country, has a moral
right and is obliged to protect its fellow countrymen
wherever they are, up to and including the turning off of
an electrical switch and other emergency economic and
political sanctions.”

I keep listening attentively to the refugees’ stories and
taking notes... And I keep hearing, like lights flashing in
the night, the words: “My husband is a Russian officer,
and today | am ashamed to be a Latvian.” *Don’t worry,
I'll take you,” | was told by a Tajik woman when a crowd
of teenagers with red eyes surrounded me in front of the
store.* Chechen friends took out of Groznyy the per-
sonal belongings of Ira and Sasha, with whose story 1
began this article...

KGB Case No. 31451 on Lee Harvey Oswald

924C2102A Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian
7,8 11, 13 Aug 92 Morning Edition, 11 Aug 92
Evening Edition

[Article by Sergey Mostovshchikov, IZVESTIYA corre-
spondent: “Case No. 31451: What Information Does the
KGB Dossier on the Man Known as the Murderer of
U.S. President John Kennedy Contain?”]

[7Asgp 7]

[Text) Four years before the assassination of U.S. Presi-
dent Kennedy the Soviet KGB began collecting informa-
tion on an American named Lee Harvey Oswald, a young
man who on 22 November 1963 was indicted for the
murder that has become the most mysterious crime of the
century. The dossier compiled by the KGB consists of five
thick volumes and a small file folder tied together with
shoelaces. The documents appear o contain detailed
information on some rather strange years in Oswald’s life
(October 1959 through June 1962). the period when he
lived in the USSR after requesting political asylum for
reasons unknown.

The dossier, which has lain in Soviet intelligence archives

for the past 30 years marked “No. 31451,” remains top
secret, with access to it virtually impossible. However,
State security officers have agreed to answer some ques-
tions about the files preserved in the archives. Further-
more, friends and acquaintances of Oswald who are still
in the former USSR remember many details from the life
of the man whose named is linked to the assassination of
John Fitzgerald Kennedy.
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| JFK’s Addison’s Disease - -

Physicians Confirm the Adrenal Gland Illness' -

" By David Brown

hysicians who treated John F. Kennedy
and examined his body after his death
.. have-confirmed that the 35th president
* ~~had Addison's disease, a chronic illness
that was the subject of much rumor and disinfor-
mation during his lifetime.

Kennedy was being treated for Addison’s dis-
ease when he had back surgery in 1954, a mem-
ber of the surgical team told the editor of the
Journal of the Americar Medical Association
(JAMA), according to this week’s issue of the
publication. Furthermore, one of the pathologists
at the assassinated president’s autopsy con-
firmed that virtually no traces of the adrenal
glands were found, the journal said,

The rare illness, which is fatal if untreated, was
an open secret during Kennedy's campaign for the
presidency and term in office. Nevertheless, polit-
ical associates, some family members and Kennedy
himself denied he had the disease, which was appar-
ently first diagnosed in 1947 or 1948,

Several historians have noted that any asso-
ciation of the youthful president with a serious,
chronic illness would have been viewed as a po-
litical liability, Consequently, mention of the sub-
ject was often clouded by largely semantic argu-
ments that he did not have “classic” Addison’s,
that he merely had an “insufficiency” of adrenal
hormones, or that—because he was being suc-
cessfully treated for it—he didn’t have the ill-
ness at all.

The subject arose in JAMA's third article this
year on the Kennedy assassination and autopsy.
Earlier reports concluded that the president was
struck from behind by two bullets, disputing con-
spiracy theories that more than one gunman was
involved.

’I‘he)oumalthxsweekoontamsanmtemewthh
Pierre Finck, one of three pathologists who per-
formed a post-mortem examination of the president
at the Naval Medical Center, in Bethesda, the night
of the assassination. Finck, who now lives in Swit-
zerland, concurred with the two other patholo-
gists—whose interviews were published in May.
But he refused to comment whether the president’s
adrenal glands were found to be diseased.

A confirmation of Addison’s disease came
from a third pathologist who was present at the
autopsy. George D. Lundberg, JAMA'’s editor,
says in an editorial that J.T. Boswell, one of the
other pathologists, confirmed to him in August
that no adrenal glands were visible and that mi-
croscopic exam of where they should have been
revealed “only a few individual . . . cells.”

Lundberg wrote that he also confirmed the
longstanding rumor that a patient with Addison’s

disease described in the journal A.M.A. Archives

of Surgery in 1955 was Kennedy, then a fresh-
man senator from Massachusetts.
“Case 3” in the article describes the experi-

ence of “a man 37 years of age [who] had Addi--

son’s disease for seven years ... Owing to a
back injury, he had a great deal of pain which in-
terfered with his daily routine.”

'I‘hepahentmderwent spinal fusion at the Hos-
putal for Special Surgery, an affiliate of Cornell Uni-
versity Medical College, in New York Cxty, on Oct.
21, 1954. The focus of the report was the compli-
cated regimen of hormones and intravenous infu-
sions used to treat the man’s adrenal disease.

Major surgery on patients with Addison's dis-
ease was—and is—considered risky, even when
they are treated with hormone replacement.
Kennedy, in fact, had numerous post-operative
complications and was twice administered the
last rites of the Roman Catholic church.

Those complications, which included two se-
rious infections, may have been indirect conse-
quences of his disease, though the doctors who
described his case noted he never had “Addison-
ian crisis,” an often fatal collapse of the circula-
tion that comes from having inadequate amounts
of adrenal hormones at times of stress.

JAMA confirmed Kennedy's identity with James
A. Nicholas, one of the authors of the 1955 case
report. Neither he nor Boswell, the autopsy pathol-
ogist, could be reached for comment.

There are two adrenal glands, one sitting atop
each kidney. They produce more than half a dozen
hormones, though the most important are cortisol
and aldosterone. Cortisol acts to ensure that even
between meals the bloodstream has enough glu-
cose, a form of sugar essential to brain function.
Aldosterone prevents the body from losing large
quantities of sodium, a mineral necessary to main-
tain blood pressure and volume.

Animals whose adrenal glands are removed
experimentally may live for brief periods but in-
variably die when confronted with a physiological
stress, such as infection or surgery. Under those
conditions, the body must produce up to 10 times
the normal amount of adrenal hormones per day
in order to survive.

Adrenal insufficiency was first described by
Thomas Addison, an English physician, in 1855.
Patients were thin and weak, had characteristic
low blood pressure, anemia and tan skin. On au-
topsy, the size of their adrenals was greatly re-
duced, and there was often evidence of tubercu-
losis infection in the glands.

Physicians now know, however, that Addison’s
disease usually occurs without evidence of infection.
It is presumably the result of autoimmune disease,
in which antibodies attack and destroy the gland.
The JAMA article noted there was no evidence of
TB in the remnants of Kennedy's adrenals.

Treatment today consists of daily replacement
with adrenal hormones, usually cortisol or predni-
sone, for the glucose-restoring function, and often
also fludrocortisone, for the sodium-restoring func-
tion. Today, people with Addison’s can expect to
lead healthy, normal lives,

In the late 1940s, when Kennedy apparently
developed the disease, treatment consisted of
the implantation of pellets containing desoxycor-
ticosterone—a weak adrenal hormone—under
the skin every three months. In 1949, cortiscne

was first used, and in 1950 cortisol was synthe-,

sized, paving the way for treatment that nearly
mimics natural function of the glands. 'l
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Tough Talk in Moscow -

A key foreign policy adviser to Gov. Bill
Clinton was described as “shocked” by unmis-
takable signs of coming disorder in the former
Soviet Union during a closed-door Moscow
conference with Russian leaders on Russia's
“national interests.”

The shock privately expressed by Clinton's
alde, Michael elbaum, had plenty of com-
pany. Henry Kissinger, another participant in

the Oct. 10-11 Mosgow talk, returned con-
vinced that Russia’s present mood of sweet ™

harmony with Washington is temporary and
expedient. He has told friends that resurgent
Russian nationalism and a return to hegemony
over much of the ancient empire is Moscow's
real goal.

Thay should give Clinton nightmares as a
campaign devoted to domestic policy comes to
a close. The Arkansas governor’s experience
on national security is nil. What he—or Presi-
dent Bush or Ross Perot—is likely to encoun-
ter during the first six months of the new
administration is violent disorder on a grand
scale in peripheral areas of Russia, plus repudi-
ation of major arms control deals, one of which
commits Russia to destruction of all its S5-18
long-range missiles. Clinton's 1994 budget
could be critically affected.

“They're just waiting for our election,” a
Bush administration source told us. “Everyone
knows the United States can’t move during
presidential transitions.” Last Thursday, with-
out warning, Moscow canceled a long-planned
visit by 20 top-level Senate staff aides on
grounds that they were “not wanted” at this
moment. :

The United States and its European allies

may have opened the door to wider chaos in
ANY

YwrIse el v

Central and Eastern Europe with their inability
to stop Serbia's “ethnic cleansing” in what used
to be Yugosiavia, Under the “sauce for the
goose” rule, if the Serbians had a free hand,
who will stop the Russians in the Baltics or
Moldova, where the 14th Russian Army re-

mains, or in Georgia or Ukraine, a rich new .
state that Russia considers as much it; own

heritage as the Kremlin?

. The precise role to be played by the in-
"aeaﬂﬁgly'fmﬂﬁeﬁﬁai'%bﬂ hard-tine -

officer corps in coming upheavals is unkno

e e o n e o st
control agreements. In t )
guiding the uncompleted START 2 strategic
arms control treaty, Moscow agreed to elimi-
nate all 308 of the dreaded 10-warhead SS-18
missiles. But the military has told the United
States that Russia will keep 154 SS-18s onsthe
dubious—and  unacceptable—proposition of
stripping them down to a single warhead.
Equally disturbing to U.S. policy makers is
Russia's apparent refusal to carry out the agreed
plan for the United States to purchase weapons-
grade uranium and plutonium from huge excess
stocks in Russia. The deal had seemed airtight,
providing the United States with nuclear fuel and
the Russians with desperately needed hard cur-
rency. But the door has not opened yet, raising
questions about who runs Moscow even today

and whether sale of weapons-grade nuclear fuel

to such third countries as Iran may bring greater
profit to Moscow.

Officials here say that although President
Yeltsin faces possible repudiation when the
Russian Congress meets Dec. 1, it matters
little whether he is deposed, considering the
shift of policy now seen as inevitable.

_ Even before Yeltsin took over after the failed . .
August 1991 putsch against Mikhail Gorba-
chev, Russian foreign policy was designed for
snuggling up to Washington following the death
of the empire. Several Americans who attended
the two-day Moscow session told us what they
‘heard strongly suggested that hard-liners have
lain low the past year for one reason: to get
what they could out of the United States. The
answer—not much. .

2 &’Y,,‘,’;f’"‘“‘ Goble; the ‘former State Depertment |

gpecialist in Soviet ethnic problems who also *
attended the Moscow conference, defines the -
emerging policy as one that will reflect a
*growing nostalgia for the US.S.R.” motivated
by “the sense that all current problems are
traceable to the collapse of the old system,”

_instead of to.that system’s gross imperfections.

Whatever the motivation, Moscow has put its
Baltic troop withdrawal on hold, arguing that
for reasons of “human rights"—to protect Rus-
sian ethnics in the Baltics who are not wanted
there—Russian troops must stay. V. N. Trofi-
mov, a top Russian foreiga office official, has
publicly said that Moscow should exploit the
West's devotion to human rights and turn the
issue against the Baltics to “destroy their self-
cultivated image as victims.”

With the United States rendered more or
less paralyzed between Nov. 3 and the inaugu-
ration on Jan. 20, these disturbing changes in
Russian policy pose a challenge to all three
contenders, but particularly to Bill Clinton,
whose promise of “change” at home could run
into immediate trouble from the new Russian
threat and its domestic economic impact.

© 1992, Creators Syndicate Inc.
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President Signs Bill Requiring
Disclosure of JFK Documents

President Bush signed a bill Monday night requir-
ing governmentwvide disclosure of documents re- -
lating to the 1963 assassination of President John F,
Kennedy.,

Bush, however, asserted the power to override
the law and exercise what he said was his constity.
tiona! 'suthority to keep secret "executive branch
deliberations,” “law enforcement information,” and
“nitiogal security information.”

... He said in a two-page statement released yester-
@;'}Mnoonthathewoulddothisorﬂyln"the
most i circumstances,” but he com-
plainedthatthelawgiveshimtooﬁtﬂemmtopre—'
vent disclosure.

*My authority to protect these categories of in-
formation comes from the Constitution and cannot
be limited by statute,” Bush said. “Although only the
most extraordinary circumstances would require
postponement of the disclosure of documents for
reasons other than those recognized in the bill, 1
cannot abdicate my constitutional responsibility to
take such action when necessary.”

The law sets up a five-member review board with
the power to obtain JFK assassination records from
any government office, the CIA and FBI, and com-
mittees of Congress. The board can also hold hear-
ings and subpoena witnesses or documents if nec-
essary,

- Review board members are to be appointed by

- the president and confirmed by the Senate, Nom-

- inations to the panel must be made in 90 days, or by

+ Jan. 28, a few days after the inauguration,

Bush said that “because of legitimate historical
interest in this tragic event, all documents about the
assassination should be disclosed, except where the
strongest possible reasons counsel otherwise.”

He said that he had “constitutional” objections to -
. several other provisions in the law, including re-
. quirements to consider suggestions from historical |
. and legal organizations in making review board §
" nominations and to submit them in 90 days.

Leonard Weiss, staff director for the Senate Gov-
ernmental Affairs Committee, said the bill was the

+ product of extensive discussions with affected agen-

' cies,

“For the president, at the last second in signing
the bill, to suddenly assert authority not in keeping
- with the letter or spirit of the bill, is to do violence
to the legislative process,” Weiss said.
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JFK: The Files Are Opened

accuracy and comprehensiveness of the

official version of the John F. Kennedy
assassination. That some of thesefare fanciful or
politically inspired or bizarre does not warrant dis-
missing them all or simply sneering “conspiracy
theory” at any mention of the the great inconsisten-
cies and oddities that mark the story. Spurred by the
persistence of legitimate doubts, Congress acted this
fall to open the assassination files to the public. On
Monday President Bush signed that legislation, and
the countdown to full revelation began.

Al government offices must immediately begin
‘reviewing, identifying and preparing relevant docu-
ments. Within 60 days, the National Archives must
establish the President John F. Kennedy Assassination
Records Collection, which will receive those docu-
ments, prepare guides and indexes and develop plans
for public access. Within 90 days, the president is
required to appoint a five-member review
board whose nominations will be sent, under deadline,
to the Senate for confirmation. No one who is an
employee of the federal government or who has been
involved in any of the many assassination investigations
may be appointed to the board, which has the authority
to order the release of any document. ‘

q LOT OF PEOPLE have doubts about the

There are a few exceptions. The release of docu-
ments may be postponed by the review board for

on Tuesday, President Bush interprets this provision
far more broadly than the text of the law justifies, a
position that will undoubtedly be contested and, if
invoked, appealed. Access to photos and X-rays taken
during the autopsy would continue to be controlled by
the Kennedy family. But a troubling larger exemption
for “all records and other material that have been
donatedtotheNaﬁonalArch‘vespursuanttoadeed
of gift regulating access to the material” was fortu-
nately removed before the bill was passed.

These files were created in a different era, one
that did not emphasize the public’s right to see a
wide range of government pzpers and one in which a
shocked nation offered little objection to decisions
made in the name of protecting the privacy of the
murdered president’s family and close associates. By
now all the information about the assassination
belongs to history. The release of these documents
should help to answer the many questions that
persist. It is good public policy.
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Tur Washi

'The CIA’s JFK Secret -

'Ihe CZasszﬁed lees Will Show the Agency Belzeved in a Conspiracy

By James Johnston

(: ongress at long last is poised
to‘open the so-called “secret”
files on the Kennedy assas-
sination from various investiga-
tions, beginning in 1963. It wants to

satisfy academics and the curious,

but the files are likely to set off new
controversy.

The files will show that while gov-
ernment officials and the Warren
Commission launched a campaign to
persuade the public that Lee Harvey
Oswald alone. plotted to kill john
Kennedy, CIA analysts took the op-
posite position in secret. They be-
lieved that even if Oswald was the
lone assassin, he may have been the
agent of a foreign conspiracy.

The gap between the govern-
ment's public and the CIA’s positions
was widest in the days immediately
after the president’s death. On Nov.
23, 1963, CIA analysts prepared a
memorandum covering the facts
they knew at the time. They knew
that Oswald had once defected to the
Soviet Union. They knew that he

made a trip to Mexico City two
months before the assassination and ~

talked to Soviet Vice Consul Kos-
tikov about a visa. And they believed
. that Kostikov was a KGB assassina-
tion and sabotage expert.

From this, their memorandum
argued, there was reason enough to
believe that Oswald was part of a
foreign plot. If this were true, CIA
analysts .predicted,. then 'Oswald
himself might be killed before he
. could talk. )

. ..The gist of this memorandum
. was to be passed through CIA liai-
* son'to the FBI—with the warning
that Oswald could be in danger. Un-
fortunately, relations between the
. two agencies were strained and li-
"aison was awkward; Oswald, while
in police custody, was killed before
the FBI received the message. The
fact that Oswald was murdered, as

CIA analysts had warned, fueled

‘their suspicions.

Also on Nov, 23, the CIA asked
Mexican authorities to delay ques-
tioning Sylvia Duran, an employee at
the Cuban Consulate in Mexico City
who had talked with Oswald when he
went there for a Cuban visa. The
CIA, fearing that Duran would reveal
a' Cuban conspiracy, wanted the
questioning delayed until the United
States decided how to react.

President Johnson was briefed by
CIA Director John McCone during

. this critical period. McCone's cryp-
tic memoranda omit important de-
tails, but may be the only record of

- what Johnson was told. JFK's so-
phisticated ‘taping system was re-

" moved from the White House on

the afternoon of Nov. 22 and, for
reasons unknown, there are no
‘tapes from the last two weeks of his

" administration. - Johnson recorded’

~.telephone calls on a Dictabelt sys-

“‘tem he had-used'as vice president, -
. but no one has yet had access to any
e 'pte81dentlal tapes from this period.

. " McCone's ‘memorandum of his

first briefing simply indicates that
the subject was the assassination. It
does not say whether McCone knew
(or told LBJ about) CIA concern
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Intelligence Committee’s 1976

" investigation of the assassination,
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over Oswald’s safety. McCone's
second briefing was at 10 a.m. on

Nov. 24. A Cuban conspiracy was E

certainly ‘a possibility; indeed, the:
CIA was involved at the time in a

plot to kill Fidel Castro. Thus, it is'.
‘significant that the subject of this " i
briefing was not JFK but rather’ ClA -

operational plans against Cuba, ‘
Allegations of a Cuban conspiracy
inundated the CIA. On Nov. 25, a
man told U.S. Embassy officials in
Mexico City that he was at the

Cuban Consulate on Sept. 17, 1963.*.
"He claimed that Oswald was there

and talked about assassination and
that the Cubans gave Oswald
$6,500. The CIA later dismissed
the story as untrue, but McCone’s-

. memoranda reveal that Johnson' s .
concérn was such that: McCone™

would brief him for another week.

The story was consistent with .
other reports the CIA received on .
Nov. 25. For example, the Mexico -

City station cabled a reminder that
Castro had issued a threat against
U.S. leaders in September.,

Thus, as of Nov. 25 1963, the -

CIA had ample reason to suspect

that Cubans or Soviets—or both—

were involved. Despite this, and
just four days after the assassina-
tion, the Justice Department ad-
vised the White House to declare

publicly that Qswald acted alone. .

Deputy Attorney General Nicholas’
Katzenbach wrote presndentlal as-

. sistant Bill Moyers on Nov. 26;

“It is important that all of the facts
surrounding President Kennedy s,
assassination be made publlc in a way
which will satisfy people in the Unit-

ed States and abroad that all the .
facts have been told and that a state- -

ment to this effect be made now.
“1. The public must be satisfied

_ that Oswald was the assassin; that

he did not have confederates who
are still at large; and that the ev-

.idence was such he would have

been convicted at trial. ,
“2. Spetulation about Oswald's

. motivation ought to be cut off, and
- we should have some basis for‘ re- .
butting thought that this was 'a‘ -

Communist consplracy or (as the
Iron Curtain press is saying) -a

right-wing conspiracy to blame xt on’:

the Communists.” - .

Johnson wanted' to accept this -
advice. On Nov. 26, he told McCone
that the FBI had responsibility for
the investigation: the CIA was only

to assist. -Since the FBI did not .

share the CIA's suspicions, John-

- son’s decision seemed to signa) that
- he wanted the FBI view to prevail.-

The CIA welcomed playing sec-

~ond ﬂdqlle because it wanted its own

efforts to be as independent as pos-

.sible, CIA analysts felt that the FBI
. had beep derelict in its handling of

Oswald ‘before Kennedy's assassi-
‘nation—and they were right. In

. fact, FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover

-would secretly discipline 17 agents

| " for mistakes in handling Oswald.

“To allay public ‘concern, Johnson,

" on Nov." 29, created the Warren

Commission. Ten days later, the
FBI wrapped up its investigation
and submitted a five-volume report
to the White House and the com-
‘mission; the FBI report found no
evidence of conspiracy. Katzenbach
immediately urged the commission
“to make public the FBI's finding.,
At the CIA, however, the situa-

".tion was different. Responsxblllty

for the continued investigation was

given to James Angleton’s counter-

intelligence division, which was tar-

‘geted against the KGB, Theirs was -

a world of suspicion—and, not sur-
prisingly, they were suspncnous of
the FBI's finding.

“To Angleton’s counterintelligence
specialists, aspects of Oswald's odd
character, which the FBI and the
Warren Commission casually dis-
missed, seemed perfectly explicable.

* To them, Oswald acted like an agerit

of foreign intelligence: He used
aliases and post office boxes.. Less
than two months before Kennedy
was shot, he moved his family from
New Orleans to Dallas, but lived
dpart and under an assumed name.
Oswald was in communication
with organizations such as the Fair
Play for Cuba Committee that may
have had forelgn ties. Agents often
used_ such innocent-appearing con-
“tacts as means of relaying mes-
sages. Also suspicious was Oswald's
counterfeiting of identity docu-

-‘'ments. The counterfeits were in-

ferior by CIA standards, but-how
and why had Oswald learned this?

Then there was Oswald's trip to
Mexico City. : Agents - penodlcally
leave their home country in order
to: meet their intelligence “han-
dlers” in safehouses. Oswald's six
days in Mexico City got him out of
the FBI's reach, He went to the
'Soviet and Cubian consulates to get
visas, but the rest of his time was
unaccounted for.

If there were a psychological pro-

file for an assassin, Oswald fit it. He '

was: disaffected with "the United
Statés and thought life would be
_bettér:-“on the other side.” He

seemed . to. lack . conscience and -

could. be violent, He. had tried sui-
cide once. Assassins and saboteurs
with * suicidal tendencies. were
.thought willing to undertake reck-
lessly dangerous missions, °

These were only suspicions, how-
ever. When the Warren Commis-
sion's final ‘report- was issued in

* September 1964, the CIA publicly

'accepted ‘its findings. But, Angle- .

ton's secret investigation continued
for years, and he was not alone in
harboring doubts. LB] was to say
“privately that he thought Castro
‘had a hand in the assassination.

" The secret files will not reveal a
conspxracy to shoot JFK but, as

Johnson's . remarks' suggest, they

raise dxsturbmg questions. Did the
government believe, and tell .the
president, .that there may have

predecessor? If so, why did it tell

.. the public the opposite?

" been a conspiracy to assassinate his -
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who do not share Stone's strong faith in Kennedy. When assessing JFK, one
should ask this question: who else in America has dared to raise such historical
issues so powerfully (or at all) in a popular medium? If it is part of the burden of
the historical work to make us rethink how we got to where we are, and to make
us question values that we and our leaders and our nation live by, then, whatever
its flaws, JFK has to be among the most important works of American history ever
to appear on the screen.
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body of preexisting knowledge and debate. To be considered “historical,” rather
than simply a costume drama that uses the past as an exotic setting for romance
and adventure, a film must engage the issues, ideas, data, and arguments of that
discourse. Whatever else it does or does not do, JFK certainly meets these
requirements as a work of history.

The practice of written history is not a single kind of practice. And if that
practice is dependent on data, its value and contribution have never been wholly
a matter of those data and their accuracy. Certainly, different works of history use
data in different ways, make different sorts of contributions to our understand-
ing. Some works of history may be important chiefly for the data they create and
deliver, others for their evocation of people and events of a vanished time and
place. Some historical works are noted for their elegance of argument or skill at
representation, others for raising new questions about the past or for raising old
questions for a new generation.

It is the same with historical films. They come in different forms and they
undertake different historical tasks. Some evoke the past, bringing it to life, giving
us an intense feel for people, places, and moments long past—this surely is one of
the glories of the motion picture. (Who can sit through JFK without reliving many
of the agonies of the 1950s and 1960s that it depicts?) But film may do more than
evoke: the historical film can be a stimulus to thought, an intervention into
history, a way of re-visioning the past. We do not gq to the Hollywood historical
film for data but for drama. For the way itintensifies the issues of the past. For the
way it shows us the world as process, makes us participate in the confusion,
multiplicities, and complexities of events long past.

JFK is a film that undertakes more than one historical burden. Because it
chooses as its central strategy an investigation of the past, the film has a
self-reflexive edge, one that suggests much about the difficulty of any historical
undertaking and the near impossibility of arriving at definitive historical truths.
More important, perhaps, JFK makes an apparently old issue come to life—
indeed, the reaction it has evoked makes it seem like a very successful piece of
historical work. Not a work that tells us the truth about the past but one that
questions the official truths about the past so provocatively that we are forced once
again to look to history and consider what these events mean to us today. Like a
good historian, Stone begins JFK with a preface that contains a thesis; he uses
President Dwight Eisenhower’s farewell address, with its warning about the
possible effect of the military-industrial complex on the future of our country, to
set the stage for a film that will illustrate the prescience of lke's words. By doing
this, Stone forces us to face the kind of large issue that a more sober historian,
mired in a slough of information and worried about the judgments of profes-
sional colleagues, might find difficult to raise so sharply: has something gone
wrong with America since the early sixties? ‘

Director Oliver Stone has been faulted for thinking that many changes in the
United States stem from a single act, the killing of John Kennedy, but others who
are less sanguine about the judgments and actions of Kennedy may take him as a
symbol. Certainly, the experience of the film, like that of any important work of
history, resonates well beyond the ideas of its creator and speaks to and for those
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person looked but also that this is how he moved, and walked, and gestured, and
this is how he sounded when he spoke.

To analyze a historical film is to see how small fictions—settings and clothing,
the look and sound of characters—shade into larger and larger inventions. Even
the tiniest sorts of fictions are not unimportant factors. At least, not if history is
about the meaning of past events. In a medium in which visual evidence is crucial
to understanding, such pervasive fictions are major contributors to the meaning
of the film, including its historical meaning. So, too, is that elusive, extra-historical
element, the aura carried by famous actors and actresses. A star like Kevin
Costner, fresh from his award-winning Dances with Wolves, cannot simply disap-
pear into the character of Garrison. From that film, he carries for many in the
audience a strong feeling of the decent. simple, honest American, the war hero
who more than a century ago was critical of a certain kind of expansionist
militarism in American life.

LIKE A HISTORY BOOK, a historical film—despite Hollywood's desire for “real-
ism"—is not a window onto the past but a construction of a past; like a history
book, a film handles evidence from that past within a certain framework of
possibilities and a tradition of practice. For neither the writer of history nor the
director of a film is historical literalism a possibility. No matter how literal-minded
a director might be, film cannot do more than point to the events of the past. At
best, film can approximate historic moments, the things that were once said and
done, but it cannot replicate them. Like the book, film will use evidence to create
historical works, but this evidence will always be a highly reduced or concentrated
sample; given its limited screen time, the film will never provide more than a
fraction of the (traditional) data of a scholarly article on the same topic. Even as
a lengthy, three-hour film that includes an unusually dense barrage of informa-
tion, JFK must often make major points with sparse evidence or invented images.
Within the world of the film, the idea that Kennedy was ready to withdraw
American troops from Vietnam, for example, rests on the mention of a single
memorandum and the testimony of a fictional character. The notion that black
Americans loved Kennedy is conveyed by having a single woman say, “He did so
much for this country, for colored people.”

What I am suggesting is this: the Hollywood historical film will always include
images that are at once invented and yet may still be considered true; true in that
they symbolize, condense, or summarize larger amounts of data; true in that they
carry out the overall meaning of the past that can be verified, documented, or
reasonably argued. But, one may ask, how do we know what can be verified,
documented, or reasonably argued? How do we know whether Kennedy was
about to withdraw troops or whether he was loved by African Americans? Both of
these highly debatable points must be answered from outside the film, from the
ongoing discourse of history. From the existing body of historical texts. From
their data and arguments. This need for outside verification is not unique to film.
Any work about the past, be it a piece of written, visual, or oral history, enters a

AMERICAN HISTORICAL REVIEW ApriL 1992



. & ——

k3%
x4

508 Rabert A. Rosenstone

agencies and officials of the U.S. government, the aim of the assassination was to
get rid of a president who wished to curb the military and end the Cold War, and
the “fascist” groups responsible for the assassination and the subsequent cover-up
are a clear and continuing threat to what little is left of American democracy.

LET ME PUT IT sIMPLY: if the conventions of the mainstream historical film make
it difficult for such works to create a past that stays within the norms by which we
judge written history, certain other factors make it impossible. It is not just that
most of the data by which we know the past comes from the realm of words and
that the filmmaker is always involved in a good deal of translation from one
medium to another, attempting to find a visual equivalent for written evidence. It
is also that the mainstream historical film is shot through with fiction or invention
from smallest of details to largest events. (Historians do not, of course, approve of
fiction, aside from the underlying fiction that the past itself can be truly told in
neat, linear stories.) Invention occurs for at least two reasons: the requirements of
dramatic structure and the need of camera to fill out the specifics of historical
scenes.

Drama demands the invention of incidents and characters because historical
events rarely occur with the kind of shape, order, and intensity that will keep an
audience in its seats. Inventions move the story forward, keep emotions high, and
order complex series of events into plausible structures that will fit within filmic
time constraints. When JFK creates a fascist, homosexual prisoner named Willie
O’Keefe to give Garrison the evidence that Clay Shaw was involved with Lee
Harvey Oswald, or invents a Deep Throat character in Washington (played by
Donald Sutherland) to help Garrison make sense of all the evidence he has
gathered by providing a theory to hold it all together, one can see that Oliver
Stone is doing no more than finding a plausible, dramatic way of summarizing
evidence that comes from too many sources to depict on the screen.

Invention due to the demands of the camera may be a subtler factor, but it is no
less significant in shaping the historical film. Consider, for example, something as
simple as the furnishings in a room where a historical character sits—Jim
Garrison’s office or conference room, or Clay Shaw's apartment. Or think of the
clothing that characters wear. Or the words they speak. All such elements have to
be approximate rather than literal representations. They say: this is more or less
the way Garrison’s room looked in 1966, or these are the kinds of clothes a

. character might well have worn, or these are likely examples of the words he or

she spoke. :
The same is true of individuals. This is not just a matter of the director making

up characters. Even historical people become largely fictional on the screen. The
very use of an actor to portray someone is itself a fiction. If the person is an actual
historical figure such as Garrison, even if the actor looks like the figure (which is
not true in JFK, for actor Kevin Costner looks little like the real Garrison, who in
turn does not look much like Justice Earl Warren, the character he portrays), the
film on a literal level says what cannot truly be said: not Jjust that this is how the
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To THOSE OF US INTERESTED IN HISTORICAL FILMS, the fuss in the media over JFK
feels familiar. Complaints that the film bends and twists history; accusations that
director Oliver Stone willfully mixes fact and fiction, fails to delineate clearly
between evidence and speculation, creates characters who never existed and
incidents that never occurred—these are the sorts of charges made every time a
historical film on a sensitive subject appears. With JFK, the controversy is
particularly heated because of both the topic and its treatment. The film hits us
with a double whammy: one of America’s most popular directors not only
explores our recent history’s most touchy subject but does so in a bravura motion
picture that (maybe it’s a triple whammy) also takes a highly critical stance toward
major branches of the American government.

Complaints over the misuse of history in film seem to be based on two notions:
first, that a historical film is no more than a piece of written history transferred to
the screen and thus subject to the same rules of historical practice; and, second,
that a fact is a fact and history is little more than an organized compilation of such
facts. We who write history should find these assertions questionable. At the least,
we have to be aware that “facts” never stand alone but are always called forth (or
constituted) by the work in which they then become embedded. In order to
evaluate the way in which any work of history—including the motion picture—
uses facts (or data) to evoke the past, we must investigate the aims, forms, and
possibilities of the kind of historical project in which those data appear.

All this is to say something simple but important: a film is not a book. To judge
the contribution of a work like JFK, we must try to understand just what it is a
historical film can do.

As a dramatic motion picture, J/FK comes to us in a form that has been virtually
unexplored by people interested in the study of past events. Neither historians
nor filmmakers have given much thought to the most basic questions about the
possibilities and standards of history when it is represented in the visual media.
Evaluations of historical films in essays and reviews are always made on an
individual basis. Certainly, the historical profession has no agreed-upon way to
answer any of the following questions: What kind of historical knowledge or
understanding can a historical film provide? How can we situate it in relation to
written history? What are its responsibilities to the historical “fact”? What can it
tell us about the past that the written word cannot?
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Such questions are too broad to answer here, but they are good to keep in mind
as we think about JFK. My aim in what follows is less to deal with the contributions
and shortcomings of the film than to approach it as part of a tradition. [ want to
situate JFK as both a certain kind of film and a certain kind of historical film.
Placed in this context, the factual “errors” (if one wants to term them that) of the
work will appear to be less the fault of the filmmaker than a condition of the
medium and the kind of movie he has chosen to make. The contributions (if one
wants to call them that) of the film, on the other hand, are in large measure its
own. They derive less from the form of the film than from the way that form has
been put to use.

THERE IS NO SINGLE WAY TO DO HISTORY ON FILM. The traditional division into the
dramatic work and the documentary is increasingly irrelevant as recent films (JFK
included) often blur the distinction between the two. My own research has
suggested that history on film comes in 2 number of different forms. JFK, despite
the many documentary elements it contains, belongs to what is certainly the most
popular type of film, the Hollywood—or mainstream—drama. This sort of film is
marked, as cinema scholars have shown, by a number of characteristics, the chief
being its desire to make us believe that what we see in the theater is true. To this
end, the mainstream film utilizes a specific film language, a self-effacing, seamless
language of shot, editing, and sound designed to make the screen seem no more
than a window onto unmediated “reality.”

Along with “realism,” four other elements are crucial to understanding the
mainstream historical film: .

Hollywood history is delivered in a story with beginning, middle, end—a story
with a moral message and one usually embodied in a progressive view of history.

This story is closed, completed, and, ultimately, simple. Alternative versions of
the past are not shown; the Rashomon approach is never used in such works.

History is a story of individuals—usually, heroic individuals who do unusual
things for the good of others, if not all humankind (ultimately, the audience).

Historical issues are personalized, emotionalized, and dramatized—for film
appeals to our feelings as a way of adding to our knowledge or affecting our
beliefs.

Such elements go a long way toward explaining the shape of JFK. The story is
not that of President Kennedy but of Jim Garrison, the heroic, embattled,
incorruptible investigator who wishes to make sense of Kennedy's assassination
and its apparent cover-up, not just for himself but for his country and its
traditions—that is, for the audience, for us. More than almost any other historical
film, this one swamps us with information. Some of it, in the black-and-white
flashbacks that illustrate the stages of the investigation, is tentative or contradic-
tory. (So much is thrown at us that, on a single viewing, the viewer has difficulty
absorbing all the details of events discussed and shown.) Yet, even if contradic-
tions do exist, the main line of the story is closed and completed, and the moral
message is clear: the assassination was the result of a conspiracy that involved
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she rape-and-rescue erotics of female victimization, may contribute to the shift
from heterosexual to homosexual sadomasochism; if this postfeminist movie does
not target threatening women, it marginalizes them instead. But the wish that
women go away returns to haunt male connections. Moreover, although the story
presents homosexual contagion as the cause of the assassination, the spectacle
presents it as the consequence; since we meet the primal horde knowing that
Kennedy is dead. Homosexual contagion is at once source and result of the
killing, making the spread of alternative sexualities one more disaster for which
Kennedy's death is to blame.

But the sexual politics of JFK is perhaps more the product of Washington men
than feminists and gays. [t illustrates with particular, sensate force how disorient-
ing powerlessness invades the psyche, threatening to turn men into receptacles
for sadomasochistic possession. (American male impotence as the tragedy of
Vietnam is explicit in Stone's Born on the Fourth of July {1989) and almost as close
to the surface in George Bush’s Vietnam syndrome.) JFK deserves the attention it
is getting neither as a political understanding of the assassination and its
aftermath nor as a McCarthyite assault on vulnerable elites but rather for making
us experience how politically produced paranoid anxieties, somatized on the
visually produced mass body, turn into paranoid analysis.

AMERICAN HisTORICAL REVIEW ApriL 1992
‘{



=~

.‘"}
e

k) RUSSIA

under such tight surveillance that he was watched 24
hours a day. Virtually every method of gathering intelli-
gence information except for chemical substances and
psychotropic drugs were employed.

“Well, maybe they did drop a few tablets in his glass, but
just the kind 10 make him let down his guard and be a
little more talkative,” said the chief of the Belarus KGB.

The dossier has another notable feature. The KGB
claims that there is not a single indication in the cas file
that Oswald was ever inlerrogated by Soviet intelligence
agents. On the ooc hand that is strange because the
circumstances of Oswald's appearance in the USSR and
his subsequent behavior should have prompted (and did
in fact promptf) the greatest suspicion on the part of the
KGB: in 1959 it was not just every day that a tourist
from America so stubbornly insisted on political asylum.

Oswald arrived in Moscow as & tourist on 15 October
1959, staying in Room 320 of the Berlin Hotel. The very
next day he weat to the authorities 1o request political
asylum and Soviet citizenship—and was almost imme-
diately refused. It was reported 1o Oswald via the hotel's
service burcau for foreigners that his request had been
denied, and that he must leave the USSR on 21 October.

On 21 October, at 2:45 pm, U.S. citizen Lee Harvey
Oswald opened the veins in his left arm as a sign of
protest against his treatment by Soviet authorities. He
was taken to Botkinskaya Hospital and his arm sewn up.
A note written in English was found on the table in his
hotel ro?m. It read: “Did I come here just to find death?
I love life.”

This life-loving foreigner was so peculiar that he peti-
tioned the USSR Supreme Soviet several more times,
asking that it grant him political asylum, would under no
circumstances leave the USSR, and on 31 October 1959
made a scene at the U.S. Embassy, where he allegedly
publicly renounced his American citizenship and went
30 far as to toss his passport onto the ambassador’s desk.

One would assume that if American intelligence services
encountered a Soviet citizen in the same situation they
would definitely resort to either a concealed or a direct
interrogation. The KGB claims we did not do so. Why
not? We probably had our own methods. The request by
Oswald, who was clever enough to attempt suicide to
gain the attention of the USSR’s leaders, was finally
granted. Anastas Mikoyan personally gave orders to
consider very carefully the American’s request for polit-
ical asylum in a country for which, to all appearances, he
felt a great love.

In November 1959 this troublesome individual was
granted the right to live in the USSR temporarily, with a
residence in Minsk, a city where the KGB was obviously
counting on being able to observe the American in calm
surroundings. At least it was a long way from the
embassy, and be would associate mainly with Soviets. If
he did make any espionage contacts they would be more
obvious in Minsk.
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According to information from Belarusan counterintel-
ligence personnel, that was in fact the main suspicion in
regard to the American—that he was working for foreign
intelligence agencies. The KGB's main effort to answer
this question focused on the dossier, which subsequently
grew quite fat. The dossicr was marked **Case for agent
processing.” It is said that that is a term previously used
in counterintelligence to mean that the client in question
was being “felt out™ with the help of 3 network of
agents...

..In January 1960 Oswald moved to the capital of
Belorussia and Moscow handed the case over to Minsk,
leaving in the file applications from Oswald received by
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the USSR Supreme
Soviet, a transcript of a conservation with the doctor at
Botkinskaya Hospital who sewed up Oswald's slashed
arm and who reported to the KGB that in his opinion the
American was capable of irrational acts, reports from the
external surveillance service in which Oswald is given
the code name “Nalim,” and apparently some other
initial documents as well.

In Belorussia intelligence agents gave the new client
another code name—Likhoy [Russian: “valiamt™ or
“dashing") (apparently a plan on the name Lee Harvey)
and set to work on his case painstakingly and diligently.
According 1o a high-ranking counterintelligence officer,
only one or two people in the republic KGB had full
information about the operation. Several teams were set
up, with none of them knowing what the others were
doing. According to some sources the Oswald case
involved up 10 20 agents recruited by the KGB.

You can get an idea of how those agents were hired from
the recollections of one of Oswald's closest friends in the
USSR: Pavel Golovachev. He worked with the American
in an experimental shop at the Gorizont Radio Plant in
Minsk, where Oswald had been assigned to work as a
metalworker at the lowest skills level.

In January 1960, literally about two weeks after Golo-
vachev made the acquaintance of the foreigner who had
unexpectedly appeared in his shop, he met a man in
street clothes outside his building who showed identifi-
cation as KGB agent Aleksandr Fedorovich Kostyukov.
At his home 18-year-old Pasha Golovachev was shown
photographs of some people that the agent called crimi-
pals and was told that it was not good to deal on the black
market since he was the son of the pilot Pavel Golo-
vachev, who had been twice awarded the Hero of the
Soviet Union medal. Obviously the KGB was counling
on the sheer mass of the information to intimidate Pasha
and make an informer out of him by “clipping his
wings.” Finally it was proposed that Golovachev meet
with certain people several times a week and tell them
everything about Oswald.

Pavel Golovachev will not say whether he agreed to work
for the KGB, but judging by what he say it is clear that he
has no great love for that organization today, to put it
mildly. In 1963, when Oswald was killed while being
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transferred to jail, Golovachev wrote a letter to Lee
Harvey's widow in America—Marina Prusakova—
expressing his condolences. Subsequently he was visited
at home by KGB agents, who scized all photographs of
Oswald and his wife, along with letters that Oswald sent
to Minsk after returning to the United States. Then
Golovachev was taken to KGB headquarters, where
according to him he was first threatened with prison and
then advised 1o keep a low profile and not say too much.
Before they let him go they for some reason forced him
10 write a request to the Main Post Office asking for his
letter !éack, even though it was long since in the hands of
the KGB.

Then Pavel Golovachev was allowed to go home. He
assumes that all letters from Oswald addressed to him as
well as the negatives of the photographs which have
become famous around the world and were included in
the Warren Commission's report are still in the KGB
archives.

Judging by what other friends of Oswald have said, the
KGB dossier must contain stacks of transcripts from the
bugging of Lee Harvey's apartment in Minsk. It has been
suggested that the apariment was absolutely full of
bugging equipment. Some sources in Minsk claim that
once the KGB “asked™ Oswald’s ncighbors who lived in
the apartment directly above him to leave for two days.

It was probably at that time that everything was put in
place. If you look at Oswald's apartment from the street,
then it is obvious that the balcony of the apartment one
story higher is many times smaller than the balcony of
Oswald’s apartment. Consequently even a child could
climb down into the American's home, much less the
KGB. So most likely everything that Oswald said and did
in his leisure time was recorded or at least carefully
listened to.

In addition to the surveillance, the bugging and agents’
reports, the KGB made good use of vanous “plants,” as
ocounterintelligence ageots call them.

For example, judging from certain hints, the dossier
contains a large number of documents filed in the course
of work on the scenario that Oswald was possibly secking
contacts with people who bad access to classified infor-
mation. It is likely that be was repeatedly put in contact
with people who allegedly possessed confidential infor-
mation and was observed to gauge his reaction. On
another occasion someone tried 1o engage him in anti-
Soviet conversations. But according to his acquaintances
Oswald rarely made that sort of disclosure. All in all he
remained very aloof while living in the USSR, and his
friends generally tried not to take any interest in the
American’s past or his plans for the future.

Simultancously the KGB attempted to determine
Oswald's attitude toward works by the founders of
Marxism. According to some sources it was noted that
the American not only had no interest in political
self-improvement, but also generally shirked things like
the frequent trade union meetings and mass cultural
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events. That evidently aroused further suspigion.
because when he requested citizenship Oswald claimed
that he was a communist to the core...

Naturally the KGB attempted to carry out all these
undertakings as unnoticed as possible. Yet Oswald's
friends and acquaintances are convinced that he was well
aware that he was under surveillance.

The American’s upstairs neighbors—Semen Samui-
lovich and Mayya Abramovna Gertsovich—recall that
Lee Harvey (Alik, as they called him) and his wife
Marina Prusakova wamed them and asked them to be
more careful.

“Marina once said to me something like ‘don’t socialize
with us—that could cause unpleasantness’,” recalls
Mayya Gertsovich.

Emnst Titovets, a close friend of Oswald’s in Minsk who
is today a professor and a department head at the
Belarusan Scientific Research Institute for Neurology.
Neurosurgery and Physical Therapy, says that Lee
Harvey clearly sensed (and perhaps actually knew?) that
every step he took in the USSR and his life after his
return 1o the United States would be carefully scruti-
pized later. For example, there is a curious detail in the
Soviet diary allegedly kept by Oswald in the USSR and
later published in the West, a diary that he is presumed
1o have written after his return to the United States. The
American describes Titovets as an active Komsomol!
member. The professor says that may well be, but that he
was never particularly noted for his Komsomol activism,
and that Oswald was well aware of that. Most likely,
Titovets feels, that sentence was written in order to
protect his friend in Minsk (if the fact that he kept a
diary became known in the USSR), who could have been
compromised in the eyes of the Soviet authorities by his
friendship with a foreigner.

But the most interesting thing is that Oswald was not
actually overly fond of those authoritics, despite all his
claims 1o the contrary. In any event, when he left for
America in June 1962 be handed his neighbor Mayya
Gertsovich the following text in the stairwell of their
building:

“Build communism by yourselves! You do not even
know how to smile like human beings here!™

The real builders of communism were in fact not
smiling, but rather trying very seriously to determine for
what purposes the American Lee Harvey Oswald came to
the USSR.

Today one can draw the following conclusions:

1. The “Likhoy" described in the dossier did not carry
out any intelligence assignments for foreign intelligence
agencies and was not of any interest to the KGB.

2. Likewise, KGB representatives flatly deny that he was
ever recruited to work for Soviet intelligence. Since there
is absolutely no way to confirm that at the present time,
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there is only one fact in support of that statement: the
rclatlvc'ly large size of the dossier compiled on Oswald.
According to experts six volumes is too much for a
person who had been recruited by the KGB. In such
cases all that would be compiled would be one thin, top
secret folder...

But in order to arrive at the first conclusion the KGB
spent years watching relentlessly. Day afier day the
committee shadowed every step by the American, who
incidentally led a very socialist life style...

11 Awg p 3]
[Text)

I, A Metalworker's Job for a Metalworker

While the KGB was filling its fat folders Oswald led a
normal Soviet life.

In Ja_nqary 1960 the American citizen, after receiving
permission to reside in Minsk, got his first job——belping
to build the first workers’ and peasants’ state in the
world. In view of his past—as a U.S. Marine he was
stationed at various bases and serviced communications
equipment—the authorities assigned Oswald to the Gor-
izont Radio Plant as a metalworker with the lowest
salary of all—R761 {rubles] per month (in very old
rubles). Plus a8 40-percent progressive picce-rate wage.

Researchers have always been puzzled by the choice of
that particular job. The problem is that Shop Number
25, where Oswald was banded a file, hammer, nails and
other tools, was called an “experimental™ shop and until
just recently was considered a restricted area. By no
means everybody who worked at the plant was allowed
to enter it. So why was an American, and a suspect one
at that, immediately given a job at an off-limits facility?

Howcv;r, according to Mikhail Sychev, current deputy
plant director for security, the plant was not secret at all
in the early 1960's. Shop Number 25 became a restricted
arca about two years afier Oswald went back to the
United States. True, other people have claimed that
supposedly some *'secret” prototypes were made in the
shop while Oswald worked there. But even if that is true,
that was not really all that illogical. On the contrary, the
KGB would have a splendid opportunity, without any
risk, to see how the American would behave.

If something happened he could be picked up with ease.

But he did not have to be picked up. Oswald not only
showed no interest in what the plant was manufacturing,
to all appearances he was not even terribly interested in
his own job.

A former co-worker, Koastantin Yalak, recalls that ini-
tially the American was fairly good about performing his
simple dutics, which coasisted of nothing more than
basic sawing and screwing in screws. But then metal-
worker Oswald began to tighten fewer screws and spend
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more time with his feet up on the table, complaining that
he was not getting paid enough. It was not enough to live
on!

The foreign metalworker's co-workers felt that the Amer-
ican was just complaining for the sake of complaining.
Some people might be having a hard time, but not him,
Oswald did not just live on his wages. As a living
specimen of the supremacy of the socialist way of life he
received an extra bonus from the Soviet authorities.
Each month Oswald was paid approximately R800 by
the Red Cross (obviously under the guise of humani-
tarian aid). These payments continued until “Likhoy”
wrote to the authorities announcing his intention of
returning to America.

After that he ceased 1o receive financial assistance.

Financial support was not all he received. Oswald
obtained a one-room apartment on the fourth floor of a
plant-owned building in the very heart of downtown at 4
Kalinin St. (now 2 Kommunisticheskaya St.) with
amazing speed. He arrived at the plant in January 1960
and by March already had something that Soviet citizens
had to wait years for.

As Oswald's neighbors Mayya and Semen Gertsovich,
who lived on the fifth floor, recall it, there was a large
family living directly beneath them in Apartment 24.
Those people had been requesting larger living quarters
for ac:long time, yet their requests had repeatedly been
denied.

Then one fine day they were given a two-room apart-
ment and asked to move as quickly as possible. Repairs
began at once on the now-vacant apartment, and the
repairs were done so quickly and so well that it was like
nothing that had ever been seen in that building before.

Then the American arrived. Mayya Gertsovich recalls
that she made Oswald’s acquaintance by coincidence.
Once there was no hot water in his apartment and she
went out, leaving the tap open. The water suddenly
started flowing again and began running down into the
apartment of & future suspect in the assassination of the
President of the United States. He came upstairs and
made a row, threatening to complain to the plant. He
spoke Russian poorly, and it was hard to understand
him.

They resolved the conflict. But the belligerent foreigner
did not greet his neighbors for a long time afterwards...

They got to know each other better when Oswald mar-
ried a woman from Minsk, Marina Prusakova. During
that period he became somewhat calmer, and by then he
could speak Russian better.

The Gertsoviches visited him at home and recall that
Oswald and his wife lived in very poor circumstances.
They had some government-issue furniture that the plant
had give them: a bookshelf, a kitchen table, two stools...
In short, the place made a dismal impression.
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Emst Titovets, one of Oswald's best friends, states on
that point that Oswald bought virtually nothing for the
bome. From the very start, from the very first months of
his life in Minsk, it was somehow obvious that he did not
plan on staying in the USSR very long. Titovets claims
he had no doubts about that at all, and so was not
surprised when Oswald decided to go back to the United
States...

At the plant his co-workers reacted to Oswald’s depar-
ture without any particular sadness or regret. Oswald was
pretty soon forgotten. Naturally they remembered him in
November 1963, when the name of the former metal-
worker from the Gorizont Plant became famous around
the world.

Ia the experimental shop everyone shook their heads in
wonder at how such an ordinary and unremarkable
person (and in their opinion a poor worker) could go and
kill President Kennedy. There was even more talk when
Oswald himself was shot point-blank by Jack Ruby, the
owner of a seedy bar, while being secretly escorted to jail
without securily measures.

But they did not shake their heads over it for long soon
aflerwards XGB men came 10 the plant and advised
them not to engage idle speculation. And generally to
forget the fact that an American had ever been there.
Whereupon they went and removed from the local
libr;ry a form containing a list of books that Oswald had
read.

And then they went away.

While the whole world was saying that the man accused
of killing Kennedy had lived in the USSR and probably
was a Soviet agent, the KGB went back to its dossier and
began carefully filing away newspaper clippings from
around the world on the progress of the murder investi-
gation of the century.

Later, afier the furor had died down a bit, Oswald’s
Minsk file was finally closed and relegated to the
archives. Not only specifically KGB data but also a
tremendous amount of extremely interesting informa-
- tion about the habits of the man accused of murdering
Kennedy were classified top secret.

{11 Aug p 8]
[Text]

TV. He Was Never a Sharpshooter

Only after 30 years had passed did the existence of a
Soviet dossier on Oswald become public knowledge. And
it is understandable that the information contained in
those KGB file folders is of interest not only to journal-
ists and researchers, but also to some of Oswald’s former
friends and acquaintances in Minsk.

They feel that they have a right to see the materials in the
file that concern them personally. One can only assume
that the KGB had the people who came into contact with
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the American checked out through its own channels.
Anyone who had close relations with the American
undoubtedly appears somewhere in the dossier.

It is not hard 1o imagine today who those people were:
the American who worked at the Gorizont Plant had a
fairly limited circle of friends. He had a buddy from the
shop where he worked—Pasha Golovachev, the son of
the pilot Golovachev who was twice awarded the Hero'of
the Soviet Union medal. He became friends with a man
his own age, Erik [Emst] Titovets, a student at a medical
institute, who was introduced to Lee Harvey by a female
interpreter. He also socialized with a man named
Aleksandr Romanovich Enger, who at the time worked
at Gorizont in the radio receiver division. Enger had had
an interesting life: as a skilled specialist he was sent
abroad to study, then during the war Aleksands Enger
went 1o Argentina to escape the persecution of the Jews.
From there he returned to the USSR. In addition to an
interesting life he also had two interesting daughters—
Eleonora and Anita-Evelin. Most importantly, Enger
spoke English.

As Titovets recollects, a chance to speak his native
language was important to Oswald—the American spoke
Russian poorly. At the time Titovets himself was very
interested in English, and since in the 1960 it was
difficult to find someone to talk with who was fluent in
the language he attempted to spend as much time as
possible with Oswald. Ernst Petrovich [T itovets] now
recalls that at first he regarded the American as some-
thing of a talking machine or a walking textbook. He
tape-recorded Oswald’s voice, and then with the studi-
ousness of a future professor analyzed the features of his
pronunciation, his vocabulary, and so on. Incidentally,
Titovets still has those tapes, along with many letters
written from America by Oswald, at his home—for some
reason the KGB did not scize them.

Naturally Oswald and Titovets did not just speak English
together at the time. They were 20 years old, and there
were plenty of attractive girls in Minsk. So the two
buddies probably had something to keep them occupied.

The pair were regulars at dances and in groups of young
people.

It is difficult to say what else Lec Harvey did while he
was in Minsk... 1t appears that he never did anything for
very long. For instance, he bought a camera, but then
never learned to take pictures very well.

He bought a radio so he could listen to Voice of America,
which at that time was not being jammed here. Inciden-
1ally, that radio once broke and Oswald—a U.S. Marine
who had specialized in electronics—could not repair it.
His friends helped him out—all he would have had to do
was straighten out a little plate. (Incidentally, even that
incident is recorded in the dossier—counterintelligence
obviously concluded that Oswald could not grasp even
the simplest radio devices, and therefore had not under-
gone any special intelligence training).
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Generally speaking the Belorussian KGB came up with
the wildest notions. For instance, counterintelligence
was very upset when in August 1960 Oswald joined the
plant hunting club and bought a single-barreled TOZ
[Tulskiy oruzheynyy zavod—Tula Weapons Plant]
bunting rifle. Later, after Kennedy was killed, it was that
rifle that gave rise to the widely circulated stories and
speculation that Oswald had always been crazy about
weapons and never missed a chance to practice shooting
His wife Marina Prusakova, in her memoirs published in
the West, also pointedly focused on this hunting toy,
which Oswald allegedly made a great fuss over. '

Naturally at the time the KGB was not aware of how
important every detail of Lee Harvey's relationship with
weapons would be to the world.

When counterintelligence found out about the TOZ it
came up with its own version: “Likhoy™ wanted to use
bunting as an excuse to wander around in the vicinity of
secret facilities.

Of course the KGB received a detailed report on every
trip to the woods. True, it did not discover anything
criminal—Oswald was not looking for missile silos and
did not take any strolls under barbed wire. But in this
connection a very interesting detail did come out: the
American who, according to the official version of
Kennedy's assassination, was a super-sniper actually
shot very poorly. Very pooriy...

That is confirmed by David Zvagelskiy, formerly head of
the Gorizont Plant’s physical culture club. According to
bim a shooting match was once held at the plant. On that
occasion everyone was given a Margolin pistol and
berded onto the shooting range—to prepare “for labor
and defense,” as the saying went.

Zvagelskiy remembers Oswald well. He arrived at the
match io a yellow leather jacket. He held the pisto! in two
bands, drew it cowboy-style and took aim. They tried to
explain to him that here in the USSR that was not the
way people shot. To which Oswald replied that, well, that
was they way they did it over there. He proceeded to fire
two or three shots at a fairly large target from a distance
of 25 meters. David Zvagelskiy says that he would give
the results a “three”—there were other people at the
plant who were much better shots.

Afier the match Oswald was not seen at the shooting
range again.

As for the TOZ, the metalworker with the code name
“Likhoy™ did not keep it very long: after a few trips into
the woods Oswald sold it to a second-hand store. For 18
rubles. A fact which, incidentally, is also recorded in the
KGB dossicr, along with all the rest of the American's
leisure time activities, ' :

People in the employ of the KGB were present at every
dance, party or festival attended by the U.S. citizen while
be was in Minsk. Maybe he danced with them, had a
drink with them or talked with them, never realizing that
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every step he took was being recorded and filed away in
those secret cardboard files.

Just as Oswald could not have guessed that the evening
of 17 March 1961 when he and Erik Titovets went to a
dance on the medical institute’s evening at the Palace of
Trade Unions would also be painstakingly described.

The dossier mentions the fact that that was the day he
made the acquaintance of a 19-year-old Minsk pharmacy
worker named Marina Prusakova, the woman who two
months later would become his wife.

The story of that marriage is a topic in itself...

(13 Awg p 6]
[Text)

V. Ian Love by His Own Choice?

Minsk pharmacy employee Marina Prusakova, who has
gone down in history thanks to her spouse, still prompts
many questions and hypotheses among students of the
Kennedy assassination.

For example: was Oswald’s Soviet wife a KGB agent? If
not, then why is she listed in some documents as Marina
Nikolayevna and in others as Marina Aleksandrovna?
Why should Oswald have married a Russian woman at
all? Could he have come to the USSR with the prior
intention of simply living here for a short time and
finding the first female citizen who came his way in
order to eventually compromise the Soviet Union after 3
brilliantly planned and executed FBU/CIA assassination
of Kennedy?

The latter version is currently the most actively dis-
cussed around the world, and many people are inclined
to consider it the most likely. History will probably judge
who is right and who is wrong. The facts tell us the
following.

People who are familiar with the Soviet dossier on
Oswald swear that Marina Prusakova was not working
for the KGB. The irregularities in connection with her
patronymic are purely a family matter. Her father was in
fact named Nikolay, and thus she was Nikolayevna. But
her mother remarried after her daughter was bom, and
her second husband was named Aleksandr Medvedev.
Obviously the patronymic Aleksandrovna showed up in
some places because of her stepfather—merely the result
of a mistake.

Marina’s carly life was a difficult one. Her mother died,
her stepfather married another woman, and she was a
complete stranger in the new woman's house. Then she
moved to Minsk, where she lived with relatives—a
maternal uncle named llya Vasilyevich Prusakov and his
wife Valentina Guryevna Prusakova. There she got a job
in a pharmacy.

Fate was preparing a future for her anywhere but in a
pharmacy.
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In carly March 1961 she met Oswald at a dance at the
Place of Trade Unions. Afier that evening he almost
immediately became ill with an ear infection.

The American was sent to the hospital, and Marina
began to visit him. Less than two months later, on 31
April 1961, the marriage of citizen Marina Nikolayevna
Prusakova, Russian, born 1941 in the city of Molotovsk,
Arkhangelsk Oblast, and U.S. citizen Lee Harvey
Oswald, born 1939 in New Orleans, was recorded by the
;‘mc rc6gistry office in Minsk’s Leninskiy Rayon as file
0. 416. :

The speed with which Prusakova's marriage to the
foreigner was registered is enviable, since nowadays it
takes about three months between the time one submits
a mamiage application and the actual marriage. How
could it be that the marriage of an American was
approved so rapidly, and in the 1960’s at that” That
seems strange—more than a little strange. On the other
hand, the explanation could be quite simple: though we
were experiencing a thaw with America, we still con-
tinued 10 paternalistically chide it for its capitalism, and
suddenly here was this propaganda tidbit. One of their
people had defected to us, and fallen in love with a
Soviet citizen to boot. Why not?

The coincidence just seemed a bit strange.

In moments of openness Marina Prusakova complained
1o her neighbor Mayya Gertsovich that her husband was
a tyrant and was always making a row about something,
that he brought virtually no money home, and that he
demanded rare steak and wine for breakfast. He really
did not love her at all, and that was probably his
assignment—to marry her. When it suddenly became
clear that Oswald was preparing to leave for the United
States, Marina said that there was no way that she would
g0 to America, and that her husband was teaching her
English but that she had no desire to speak that language.

Once her neighbors even tried to convince her to go to
America. They argued that Oswald’s mother lived there,
so maybe things would be casier for them there. In Minsk
there was virtually no fumiture in their home.

Lee Harvey's first daughter, whom he named June-
Marina, was born in 1962 and slept in a washtub. What
kind of life was that?

But Marina told her neighbors that America was not for
her.

To hear Oswald’s friends in Minsk tell ft, things were a
bit different. Citizen Prusakova had a reputation in
Minsk as a woman wbo was a little fickle, to put it
mildly. According to information from several sources,
in America Oswald once even hit Marina when he
accidentally discovered that she was writing to some
man in Minsk: a letter was returned because Marina had
not put enough postage oa it.

Oswald’s friend Emnst Titovets is convinced that Prusa-
kova, being a very practical woman, was the one who
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sought out an American to marry. Oswald was dating
and had proposed to another woman, who was working
as an assembler in the same shop where he worked-as a
metalworker. But she rejected the American, who
appeared to have actually loved her.

Nevertheless, Lee Harvey's marriage to Marina in no
way changed bis ideas on the sacredness of the institu-
tion of marriage. Emst Titovets claims that Oswald
literally worshipped the family, and after the birth of his
daughter was a very changed man. He was the on¢ who
washed and ironed his daughter’s diapers and looked
afier her. Marina, in the opinion of Titovets and Pavel
Golovachev, another close friend of Oswald’s, was a sly
young woman, and all her protestations that she did not
want t0 go to America were most likely either coquetry
or pretence. By the time she left for the United States she
was making derogatory remarks about the socialist
system as well as any American could have done.

In response Oswald told her something approximately
like this: “*No matter what happens to you in the future,
never say anything bad about the Soviet Union.™

Which, incidentally, did not keep Oswald on the day of
his departure from Minsk, while standing in the stairwell
of their building with Marina, a suitcase, a backpack and
a thiree-month-old daughter in his arms, from telling his
neighbor 1o go on building communism herself, without
any help from him.

That farewell to his neighbor took a minute, maybe less.
Yet according to several sources it took Oswald more
than a year-and-a-half to say those words.

There is evidence that he first declared his intention to
return to the United States as early as December 1960,
when he had only lived in the USSR for a little over a

"year. What about the superiority of the socialist way of

life? Who would flee from a country where universal
happiness prevailed?

It is said that attempts were even made to prevent the
American from leaving. Pavel Golovachev, one of
Oswald's friends, relates how once Lee Harvey signed up
for an excursion 10 Moscow with other plant workers.
But he was told that the excursion had been cancelled,
even though it actually took place. Some of Oswald’s
former colleagues repeatedly told me about rumors cir-
culating at the time that once Oswald tried to go to
Moscow by train but was taken off the train and sent
home—supposedly because movement of foreigners
within the country was strictly regulated.

Yet, on the other hand, what point was there in working
so persistently to hold on to him? The KGB had already
wrilten him off when it came to the conclusion that he
was hopelessly uninteresting to the Soviet intelligence
services. Furthermore, Lee Harvey Oswald was still an
American citizen; he did not hold a passport with the
hammer-and-sickle cover at all. (There was a story that
he allegedly threw his American passport on a desk in the
embassy and Jeft it there. In fact he kept his US,
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passport—No. 1733242—the whole time he lived in the
USSR, and that is confirmed by KGB information.)

Clearly, too much pressure on *“Likhoy” could turn into
a scandal.

Furthermore, the U.S. Embassy, which Oswald did even-
tually reach, obviously took an interest in him as well.
Buying tickets to America took money. According to
some sources about $400. There was nowhere a metal-
worker could have gotten that amount...

Yet nevertheless he left with his wife and child. His
mother wrote to him that she could not send him the
money for the trip because she was saving up to help get
the family settled when they arrived. So it must be
assumed that Oswald got help from the embassy.

It was in connection with the departure of Lee Harvey
Oswald and Marina that the KGB added an additional
volume—the sixth—to the dossier. That volume con-
tained materials gathered in the course of a special
investigation conducted prior to their departure.

It is said that this was a customary procedure in such
cases. Questionnaires, permission to exit, questioning of
relatives, affidavits, forms on knowledge of military
secrets and state secrets, information on loyalty to the
socialist system... It appears that nothing serious was
found, since the sixth folder is the smallest of all the
volumes in the dossier, and probably contains only a few
documents.

Of course, no one knows what kind of documents they
are.

But it is interesting to note that one fine day, after
gathering up his things, Oswald went to the Minsk train
station. There to see him off were the Engers—a family
he was friends with-—and his friend Pavel Golovachev.
Emst Titovets, cited in all the sources as Oswald’s best
friend, did not come to see his friend off, later explaining
that he could not because he was busy. Golovachev took
a picture of the young couple saying goodbye from the
window of the train as it pulled out of the station. That
train carried away from Minsk the mystery of Lee
Harvey Oswald, the main accused of killing Kennedy.

Fact: not a single one of the people I interviewed in
Minsk believed for a second that the American they
knew 30 years ago was capable of killing the President of
the United States.

Speaking separately they all repeated the same thing:
Oswald was merely set up to take the fall. He got
involved in a plot in which he was used as bait by the
very major forces which actually carried out the assassi-
nation,

Emst Titovets is even writing a book on this subject,
investigating the moral aspects of sacrificing an indi-
vidual 'buman life for political purposes...

FBIS-USR-92-112
2 September 1992

KGB representatives who are familiar with the contents
of dossier No. 31451 are also convinced that Lee Harvey
Oswald was not independently capable of preparing and
carrying out an undertaking as major as Kennedy's
assassination. It appears that to counterintelligence
officers in this country this is a matter of some sort of
strange professional jealousy. How could it be, they
reason, that we could write him off as a person absolutely
unsuited to carry out any serious assignments, as an
ordinary and unremarkable individual, and then that
less than one year after leaving the USSR for the United
States he could kill the President of the United States?!
Docs that mean that the round-the-clock surveillance,
the tricks and traps, the scenarios and suppositions, in
short, all the KGB work that is being kept secret to this
very day, were simply worthless?

KGB personnel are clearly not fond of such conclusions.
Some of them cling to the theory that Oswald was just a
link in a very major operation, one in which he was
simply assigned a role, with no concept of the overall
scale of the operation. And even that was more than
Minsk knew...

...Here the reaction to the news of Kennedy’s assassina-
tion was unique. On 23 November 1963, one day after
the tragedy, what had happened was broadcast on tele-
vision, along with a photograph of the man arrested for
assassinating the President of the United States.

It was Lee Harvey Oswald.

“Good lord, that’s our Alik! That can’t be!” exclaimed
Mayya Gertsovich, who had once tried to explain to the
future suspect in the Kennedy assassination that she had
accidentally let water run down into his apartment, and
that it was not worth complaining to the plant about.

ECONOMIC & SOCIAL AFFAIRS

Chairman Qutlines Role of ‘Committee on
Innovations, Investments’

924802144 Moscow ROSSIYSKIYE VESTI in Russian
22Aug 92 p 3

[Interview with Yuriy Petrovich Pimoshenko, chairman
of the Committee on Innovations and Investments and
vice president of Russia’s Union of Innovation Enter-
prises, by Igor Fedorov, RCSSIYSKIYE VESTI corre-
spondent; date and place not given: “Of Course, There Is
a Risk... Nevertheless, Foreign Businessmen Are Ready
To Invest Assets in Expanding Our Production”]

[Text] The Committee on Innovations and Investments
has been established in Russia’s Chamber of Commerce
and Industry. However, before discussing the problems of
investments, our correspondent asked Yuriy Pimoshenko,
the committee’s chairman and vice president of Russia’s
Union of Innovation Enterprises:

[Fedorov] Various committees, commissions and sub-
commissions are being formed today. Besides yours,
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‘ﬁle on Oswald

OUT OF RUSSIA

Peter Pringle

MOSCOW - Somebody, so the story
goes, is willing to pay $50m (£26m) for
the KGB's file on Lee Harvey Oswald,
the presumed ‘assassin of medent
Kennedy. The offer arrived on the desk
of the man who now has the file,
Eduard Shirkovsky, the former KGB
chief in Minsk, but he is not selling — a
fact that makes some people think the
file must contain documents that would
throw light on the murky relationship
between Oswald and the KGB.

Mr Shirkovsky says the dossier con-
tains no such information. He is keep-
ing the fde, he claims, as a matter.of
national pride because it was composed
by ageats of the Belarus KGB, not Mos-
cow KGB, and Belarus is now an
independent state. :

For some months the new and im-
proved, independent lrvestia newspa-
per, formerty the stodgy old Soviet or-
gan, has been oa the trail of the file and
has talked to formier officials who have
cither seen the dossier or knew Oswald
when he lived in Minsk. Mr Shirkovsky
talked, but refused to amange inter-
views with KGB agents.

The Oswald dossier, No 3145], con-
sists of five thick volumes and a small
folder covering the strange years of Os-
wald's life from October 1959 to June
1962 when he lived in the former Soviet
Union, having persuaded the’ KGB that
an ex-US marine could have become 8
“Communist to the marrow”, as he de-
scribed himself. To prove it, he at-
tempted to commit suicide by cutting
the veins in his left hand after he was

refused political T e
He was whisk mto bospitdl and

granted temporary residénce in Minsk,

where he got 8 & an assembly

worker in & radio 1y, Was
20 Minsk KGB agents who were sup-
posedwweilhemwmh “develop-

ing" as an aeaut, and was ngm the
code-name “Likhoi™. ", -

Noae of the ageats kpavvhn’the
others were doing and sometimes even
accused each other of having too close &
relationship with foreigners — je with
Oswald. Onc of the Minsk ageats, Pavel
Golovachev, met Oswald at the factory
and became friends with him. He was
once accused by another agent ¢f
fartsovka — buying goods from foreign-
ers and selling them for
- Oswald's flat in Minsk was bugged.
His upstairs neighbours were asked to
leave their flat to allow the bugs to be

'

“

inserted. But the agents drew a blank.
They also concluded that Oswald was
oot epy material and that he was not
for any Western intelligence ser-
;Ihc KGB apparently considered
hnnsolow grade att.hcyoouldnotbe-
lieve that he “acted alone”, as the offi-
cial Warren Commission of i inquiry con-
cluded, in Kennedy’s assassination.
In Minsk, Oswald mamed Marina
Prusakova, who worked'in'a chemist's
shop, who still tweaks' the ‘curiosity of

Kznnedyunﬁ:ndonb‘mnzywom
der. whether she” might have been 8
KGB plast. Why, fo:enmplc.mhcr
patrouymx: middlc name - . some-

Alexandrovna? The people Dvestia
talked to say she never worked for the
KGB, and the riddle of the names is

casily explained. Marina's father was
called Nnkolu. hence kaolaycvna, later
her mother married again and her step-
father's name was Alexander hence
Alexandrovna.

Her marriage to Oswald is another
curiosity less easily dismissed. He met
her at a dance in Minsk in March 1961
and was married wjthin two months.

P:vel Golovachcvhed 2 KGB agthezt who
phot the le in com-
Elam:g:atpwmdow c\l\)/uhpcn Oswald was

lied on his way 6 prison after the
assassination, Golovachev wrote Ma-
rina a letter of condolence. Later the
KGBamewhxsﬂatmdtookmynu

photm&fvowd and his wx_fe,
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: projector breaks the tense silence. On screen, 14 seconds of a grainy
home movie flicker over and over, beginning with John F. Kennedy wav-
ing from his limousine and ending with his head exploding in a bloody
spray. As they watch, staffers of the Warren Commission feel their first
theory of the assassination evaporating: that a lone gunman hit Kennedy
with one shot and Texas Gov. John Connally with a second. From the instant JFK

CONTINUED
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clutches his throat to Connally's first
wince. there is too little time for Lee
Harvey Oswald to have fired his rifle
twice. There must have been two assas-
sins, the staffers think. One, David Be-
lin, even calls his wife to say there was a
second gunman.

That Warren Commission investiga-
tors considered a second-gunman theory
is one of countless overlooked or never
revealed details about their work. Today,
one of the most important criminal inves-
tigations in U.S. history is also one of the

most misunderstood; critics think the
commission either hid the real circum-
stances of JFK’s assassination or negli-
gently disregarded the truth. And the
past year, filled with conspiracy accusa-
tions popularized by Oliver Stone’s mov-
ie “JFK,” has so deepened public skepti-
cism that, 28 years after it concluded its

work, only 10 percent of Americans be-
lieve the commission’s central finding —
that Oswald acted alone. Under pres-
sure, Congress will soon establish a panel
to screen for release the million-plus
pages of federal files on the assassina-
tion. And this week, the American Bar
Association is staging a mock trial of Os-
wald to test whether a jury — had one had
the chance —could have reached the
same conclusion as the commission.
Yet for all the doubt, the record of
how the commission did its work is thin.

To tell the untold story of the Warren
Commission, U.S. News reviewed thou-
sands of pages of members’ papers and
interviewed the surviving 12 attorneys
who conducted the probe, the one living
ex-commissioner (former President Ger-
ald Ford) and numerous staffers who
had roles. Spurred by the new criticism,
participants shared previously undis-
closed memories and papers. Critics may
charge that their version of the investiga-
tion is self-serving. But the fact remains
that, despite flaws, the principal findings
of the Warren investigation have with-
stood virtually every assault.

A lawyerly begianing.
“Our only client is the
truth.” With that somber
statement — very much in
keeping with his person-
ality — Warren welcomed
his staff on Jan. 20, 1964,
in the new Veterans of
Foreign Wars building
near the Supreme Court.

V! -
lars were to run the inves-

tigation — Warren, Sens.
Richard Russell of Geor-

gia_and John Sherman
Cooper _of Kentucky,
Reps. Ford of Michigan

and Hale Boggs of Loui-
siana, i entral In-

telligence Director Allen Dulles and dip-

lomat-banker John McCloy. As it turned
out, the staffers, not the great men whose
names the world recalls, were the real
Warren Commission.

President Lyndon Johnson had to
pressure some commissioners to take the

job, and in fact, these busy men ignored.

most day-to-day operations. The retired
Dulles dropped by, often merely to shoot
the breeze. Russell drafted a letter of
resignation to LBJ, furious at not being
notified of an early meeting. Even when
notified, he came to fewer meetings than
any other commissioner. Warren was the
exception; he arrived at 8 a.m. before
going to the Supreme Court, returning
late in the day for a few more hours.
Warren never considered hiring any-
one outside the legal profession for the
main staff. In some ways, that decision
was crucial. Lawyers, by inclination and
training, were drawn to unified explana-
tions for the assassination. Accustomed
to ordering vast universes of facts, they
found it difficult to imagine the murky
conspiracy theories that might have
come more easily to private investigators.
J. Lee Rankin, a top Eisenhower Jus-
tice Department official and the commis-
sion’s general counsel, chose two main
aides. Norman Redlich, a 38-year-old

New York University law professor,
oversaw the investigation; Howard Wil-
lens, a 32-year-old Justice Department
criminal-division lawyer, ran day-to-day
operations. Résumés flooded the com-
mission, but few, if any, of the unsolicited
applications led to a job. Instead, Redlich
and Willens surveyed friends for bright
young lawyers. “It was an old-boys net-
work,” says Wesley Liebeler, who got his
job through law-school classmates.

The principal staffers were divided
into five pairs —one older and one youn-
ger lawyer —each assigned to particular

_ tssues. Some of the senior lawyers, like

the commission members, tended to
keep a distance. Francis
Adams, a former New
York City police commis-
sioner, was so often ab-
sent that when he showed
up in the middle of
March, Warren mistook
him for a witness.

CONTINUED
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An old-fashioned brake.

The lawyers, stunned like

the rest of the nation by

the assassination, had left

behind jobs and families

to come to Washington.

To them, the 72-year-old

Warren was a giant whose

reputation for integrity

gave weight to their ef-

forts. Yet his sense of propriety also

served as a brake on the staff's ability to

solve the mystery. He tended to see the

job as a homicide investigation much like

the cases he had handled as a young

California prosecutor. He thought it was

enough to establish beyond a reasonable
doubt that Oswald shot Kennedy.

There were humorous examples of
Warren's stern influence. In May, on his
33rd birthday, the tall, red-headed Lie-
beler began growing a beard. Warren,
who wanted to avoid criticism that the
commission was harboring “beatniks,”
expressed his displeasure. Liebeler, a
Goldwater Republican and hardly the
bohemian his beard suggested, shaved
the whiskers under protest.

But Warren'’s ways also created more
serious problems. His memory of Mc-
Carthyism was still fresh, and, contrary to
“JFK's” portrayal, his fear of big-govern-
ment abuses made him an unlikely con-
spirator. Still, some staffers thought him
too concerned about the feelings of wit-
nesses. He allowed no back-room deals
to pry loose evidence, no private interro-
gations without a stenographer, no poly-
graphs. Accustomed to debriefing wit-
nesses before depositions, the staff’s
criminal lawyers chafed at the precau-
tions. (Apparently, no one told Warren

of the Secret Service agznt who shoved a
gun into the back of a Dallas store owner
who objected when investigators brought
Oswald's wife Marina into his shop to
refresh her memory for testimony.)

Warren relented on a polygraph for
Jack Ruby because Oswald's killer in-
sisted on a test. But staff {awyer Arlen
Specter, now a U.S. senator from Penn-
sylvania, says Warren later regretted
the decision, remarking on a flight from
Dallas to Washington that he disliked
“Big Brother paraphemnalia.”

Warren's sense of hierarchy created
tension over who would question wit-
nesses. The junior staff had the best
grasp of the facts, but with figures like
Marnina Oswald, Warren allowed only
commissioners or Rankin to participate.
He made an excccﬁtion for Specter, who
was in Dallas the day of Ruby’s interview.

Excluded from the session, Specter went
to the sheriff’s office to watch a Philadel-
phia Phillies-San Francisco Giants base-
ball game. Suddenly a Secret Service
agent announced that Ruby, who had
said he shot Oswald partly to show that
“Jews have guts,” wanted someone in the
room who was Jewish. Specter spoke pri-
vately with Ruby, who said he wanted
Warren to take him back to Washington,
away from the Texas authorities, whom
Ruby suspected of antisemitism.

Though it might have been an impedi-
ment, Warren's fairness was also a bul-
wark for the investigation. Starting in
February, for instance, critics, including
Rep. John Anderson (later a presidential
candidate) and radio commentator Ful-
ton Lewis Jr., assailed Redlich for his
membership on a civil-liberties panel and
because his name had appeared as co-
author with an alleged Communist sym-
pathizer on a magazine article. (Redlich
had never worked with the other author;
the magazine had merged separate arti-
cles, giving joint credit.) The protests led
to an intensified FBI check that included
interviews with elevator operators in
Redlich’s New York apartment, his vaca-
tion neighbors in Vermont and even the
obstetrician who had delivered him.

Warren responded to the barrage of
mail he received with form letters insist-
ing that anticommunist commissioners
McCloy and Dulles would “protect the
national interest.” The storm continued
until May, when Republican congress-
man Ford sought dismissal of Redlich,
though the FBI had cleared him. An
angry Warren urged the commission to
keep Redlich, which it did.

The conspiracy coasadram. “If we find
out it was the Russians, will it mean

World War III?” a lawyer would ask.
“And if LBJ had a role, will we be al-
lowed to say so?” This was a familiar
game, played often over dinner at the
Monocle, a Capitol Hill restaurant. The
lawyers were joking, but they knew this
was more than a simple criminal investi-
gation. Corporate lawyer David Slaw-
son, assigned to explore foreign conspir-
acy possibilities, leaped into the
mirrored world of espionage. Rankin
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even the CIA."” [f that led anywhere,
Slawson joked. he would be found dead
of a heart attack at 33.

The conspiracy theories had swirled
from the moment shots rang out in Dea-
ley Plaza. Rumors often determined
which witnesses the commission called
(such as conspiracy theorist Mark
Lane), which leads it investigated and
even how it wrote its report, heavily em-
phasizing a re-creation of Oswald’s life
as an insignificant loser driven to leave

his mark on history. Oswald's shadowy
past —defection to the Soviet Union,
marriage to a Russian wife, involvement
with a pro-Castro group, mysterious
1963 trip to Mexico —fed the theories.
The conspiracy theories inevitably
raised guestions about the commission’s

dependence on the CIA and FBI. The
lawyers admired their sophisticate
contacts, many from the same I}g League
schools they had attended. The men,
by contrast, seemed plodding. After the
FBI came under fire for failing to protect
JFK, its agents knew their reputation was
on the line and tended toward overkill
responding to staff requests. At one
point, Redlich says, a Dallas store owner
insisted that the Oswalds had been in his
shop on a day when investigators were
convinced he was elsewhere. The tipster
recalled a customer who had discussed
with Marina the coincidence that both
gave birth on the same day. In an unsuc-
cessful search for the customer, FBI
agents researched every baby born in the
Dallas-Fort Worth area on that particu-
lar day. Redlich sent out the request late
one week. By Monday morning, he had a
stack of reports on his desk.

But the lawyers wondered whether the
agencies were manipulating them. Early
on, the staff learned the FBI had hidden
the fact that agent James Hosty’s name
was in Oswald’s address book. Marina
had written the name when Hosty visited
her house a few weeks before the assassi-
nation asking about Oswald. The lawyers
quickly realized that Director J. Edgar
Hoover would do whatever it took to
shield the FBI from criticism.

The CIA, too, was guilty of selective
disclosure. Along with Robert Kennedy
and even Commissioner Dulles, the
agency never revealed details about its
botched assassination attempts on Fidel
Castro. An even bigger problem arose
in February 1964 when a prize KGB of-
ficial defected and dropped a bomb-
shell: Yuri Nosenko claimed to have
handled Oswald’s defection in 1959.

Mmm.ﬁm&_a&w
and Coleman into a bunker to report
- what they knew from a Cuban Em

Nosenko said Oswald was not a Soviet
agent. But James Jesus Angleton, the
agency's counterintelligence chief, con-
cluded Nosenko couldn’t be trusted.
Slawson and William Colemag, inves-
tigating Oswald’s foreign forays, thought
this explained the CIA's refusal to let
commissioners_interview Nosenko. But
there was another reason. After a brutal
lygraph test on April 4 at a Virginia
gﬁé ,E'g'ugg, two EE agents locked No-
senko in _a 10-by-10-foot cell. He spent
the next four years under il
house arrest. Later, Angleton indirectly
helped undermine the commission’s
credibility by leaking detailed suspicions
about Oswald's KGB connections. lron-
ically, such doubts spawned theories
about CIA complicity in a coverup.
The lawyers meat 1o use conspiracy
theorists, who were themselves trying to
use the probe as a stage for their own
accusations. In a secret meeting, How-
ard Willens listened to journalist Thom-
as Buchanan, who was soon to publish
an early conspiracy-theory book, lay out
his suspicions. Willens and Alfred Gold-
berg, the commission’s historian, then
wrote an appendix casting doubt on 127

“speculations,” including Buchanan’s.
The lawyers also relied on the work of
many spy agencies. Wiretap transcripts
and spy photos are part of the secret
files Congress may soon open.

All the cloak-and-dagger activity —as
well as the intense public interest in the
investigation —required a level of secre-
cy that even the lawyers found onerous.
Liebeler recalls being summoned to see
Rankin and Redlich. On one of his week-
ly flights to his Vermont vacation home,
Liebeler had taken a transcript of Mari-
na's testimony. A retired military-intelli-
gence officer on the plane noticed the
classified documents and reported the
breach to the FBI. Stone-faced, Rankin
told Liebeler that “Edgar” [Hoover] was
concerned. Then, Rankin and Redlich
started laughing, knowing that Liebeler
was chastened enough by that point.

Yet the very agencies responsible for
keeping the secrets secemed to apply
varying standards. Autopsy doctors at
Bethesda Naval Hospital at first refused
to speak to Specter because he had no
commission ID card. Meanwhile, in

Dass
“ » —a CIA spy. Above grouncl, the
agents gave the lawyers a tour of surveil-
lance devices trained on the Soviet and
Cuban embassies. No one cared that
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neither lawyer had security clearance.
From the beginning, the lawyers found

it hard to deal with conspiracy theories.

The problem, as Willens and Redlich dis-

cussed. was that pursuing leads based on

limited information often meant enter-
ing black holes of conjecture. It was far
easier to use hard facts to blunt such
speculation. To check out the hypothesis
that some entity —perhaps the FBI or
Cuba—had paid Oswald. the lawyers
traced 17 months of Oswald's income and
expenditures. Richard Mosk, a junior
staffer, even double-checked Oswald’s
$3.87 Time magazine subscription (when
Mosk called the magazine, a confused
subscription supervisor asked, “Where is
Mr. Oswald now?"). The discrepancy be-
tween income and expenditures came to
$164.10. That, with Marina's tales of
Lee's frugality, was enough for the staff
to accept that Oswald had no patrons.
Indeed, the solid chain of physical evi-
dence convinced the lawyers there was
no need to obsess about a conspiracy. A
rifle with a telescopic sight was at the
Texas Schoolbook Depository. Hand-
writing experts tied Oswald to the rifle
order form. Ballistics experts linked the
bullet fragments and cartridges to the
rifle. An eyewitness identified Oswald at
the window with the rifle. And Marina
“revealed that her husband had tried to
shoot retired Army Maj. Gen. Edwin
Walker, a Dallas right-wing figure. Red-
lich, regarded as an intellectual presence
on the staff, recalls realizing that photos
found among Oswald’s possessions were
of Walker's house. Later, tests proved
they were taken with Oswald's camera
(box, Page 31). The evidence, the staff
believed, was too good to refute.

A single bullet. Nothing is more symbol-
ic of the enduring controversy over the
assassination than the single-bullet the-
ory. There was no magic moment when
the theory was hatched. Poring over

slides of Abraham Zapruder'’s home
movie one winter weekend, staff lawyer
David Belin could see Kennedy’s hands
rising to his throat at frame 225 and the
impact of a fatal shot at frame 313. But it
was unclear when Connally was hit. Belin
asked Secret Service agents in Dallas and
the governor’s doctors to reconstruct his
position in the limousine. Comparing
their drawings with the Zapruder frames,

FBI photo expert Lyndal Shaneyfelt de-
termined that Connally had been hit by
frame 240. It seemed there was not
enough time for one gunman to fire three
separate shots, the first and third striking
JFK, the second Connally (box, Page 36).

Moreover, if JFK had been hit in the
neck before his fatal wound, what had
happened to the bullet? On Friday the

13th of March, Specter asked the Navy
physicians who conducted the JFK au-
topsy whether the same bullet could have
passed through JFK’s body and hit Con-
nally. Yes, they answered. Following up,
agents constructed separate. animal-
meat and gelatin models approximating
the consistency of Kennedy's neck. Be-
cause the .models barely slowed test
shells, staffers concluded that the bullet
in Dallas could have caused damage after
passing through JFK (box, Page 30).
Unable to prove the theory on a large
diorama of Dealey Plaza, staffers urged
reluctant commissioners o stage an as-
sassination re-creation in Dallas. Fearing
a circus, Warren resisted. In late April,
Redlich wrote Rankin, “All we have is a
reasonable hypothesis which appears to

be supported by the medical testimony
but which has not been checked out
against the physical facts at the scene.”
“Do you think we ought to visit Dallas?”
McCloy asked historian Goldberg.
Struggling to restrain himself, Goldberg
replied: *“How can you not?”
Inevitably, the commission had some
macabre moments. During one session,
commissioners and staffers were examin-
ing JFK's clothing as it had emerged
from the futile emergency surgery. The
surgeons had cut Kennedy's necktie di-
rectly above the knot. As he passed the
clothes, Allen Dulles remarked, “By
George, the president wore a clip-on

tie.” [t was a sign of how eccentric the

‘was sure whether he was serioys or mak-
ing a ghoulish joke. In another odd epi-
sode, Dulles questioned a ballistics ex-
pert’s testimony on three tiny bullet
fragments recovered from Connally’s
wrist. Dulles asked to take a closer look
at the piece of paper on which the frag-
ments rested. While puffing on his pipe,
he exclaimed, “There are four!” All
heads turned, as the stunned expert
scrambled to find that the extra “frag-
ment” was a piece of Dulles’s tobacco.
The staff finally persuaded the com-
missioners to re-enact the assassination.
On May 24, staffers and federal agents
swarmed Dealey Plaza at dawn. Redlich
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peered through the rifle’s gunsight. out
the window of the schoolbook deposi-
torv. and was delighted to see the Kenne-
dy and Connally stand-ins lined up per-
fectly. “Why am 1 so elated?” he asked
himself. “We re still investigating the as-
sassination of the president.”

Two weeks later, Specter went to Dal-
las with Warren. His assignment: Take
exactly five minutes at the schoolbook
depository to explain the single-bullet
theory to Warren. When Specter fin-
ished. the chief justice walked away from
the window without a word. It was the
only time Specter recalls his being totally
silent, as he apparently absorbed the the-
ory for the first time. Still, it wasn't until
the report was being drafted durigg the
summer that most of the other commis-
sioners focused on the theory.

A horrible reminder. In an April 30
memo to Rankin, Specter warned that
the autopsy photographs and X-rays
were “indispensable” to the commis-
sion's report. But the Kennedy family
resisted releasing images of JFK's muti-
lated corpse, in part to avoid further
pain. Indeed, Robert Kennedy refused
invitations to testify. “I don’t care what
they do,” he told an aide. “It’s not go-
ing to bring him back.”

With no photos to show the paths of
the bullets, Warren decided to use draw-
ings, based on the autopsy surgeons’ rec-
ollections. Staffers complained that he
was being too deferential to the Kenne-
dys. Unknown to the young lawyers, Wil-
lens, who worked for RFK at Justice,
kept pushing for access to the photos and
X-rays. RFK has often been portrayed as
blocking their release. But in mid-June
he agreed to let Warren, Rankin and the
autopsy doctors review them. Three
years later, in a letter to Specter, Warren
wrote that “the other members of the
commission had no desire to see them.”
But Warren did see the photos before the
report was written. “{T]hey were so hor-
rible that I could not sleep well for
nights,” he noted in his memoirs. His
horror made him reluctant to push the
matter. Collectors were offering money
for Kennedy's bloodied shirt. Warren
feared that if the commission had the
ugly photos, they might slip out.

Staffers responsible for the accuracy
of the bullets’ paths could only throw
up their hands. ‘‘Someday someone
may compare the films with the artist’s
drawings and find a significant error
which might substantially affect the es-
sential testimony and the commission’s
conclusions,” Specter wrote Rankin.
Indeed, the drawings did turn out to be

inaccurate, with the fatal head wound
about 4 inches lower than autopsy pho-
tos showed and the back wound 2 inch-
es higher. No one discovered these
mistakes until a 1968 review panel (box,
Page 37). As it turned out, the actual
photos and X-rays bolstered ‘the con-
clusion that two shots had hit JFK
from behind.

Concerns about the Kennedys arose
again. In May, historian William Man-
chester, writing the au-
thorized history of JFK’s
presidency, came to see
Rankin, Willens and
Redlich. According to
Willens, Manchester
said he wanted to satisfy
the family that the probe
was adequate, although
Manchester says he was
only researching his
book. Willens and Ran-
kin say Manchester
asked to sit in on the
closed hearings and to
review chapter drafts, a
request Rankin says he
resisted and that Man-
chester denies making.

The lawyers, says Willens, felt that Man-

chester was trying to dissuade them from ~

calling Jacqueline Kennedy as a witness,
saying she had little to offer, an assertion
the historian also denies. although he
admits that he confided to the three top
lawyers that JFK's widow had made very
frank comments about some public peo-
ple, whom he did not name. Warren
feared something embarrassing might
emerge, and he oversaw Mrs. Kennedy's
testimony himself in her
Georgetown  living
room, with Rankin ask-
ing the questions and
RFK looking on. Nicho-
las Katzenbach. RFK's
deputy at Justice, edited
gruesome details from
the transcript.

The long, hot summer.
Tempers flared as pres-
sure mounted to write
the report. Warren's
old-world manner was
still an issue. Lawyer
John Hart Ely was repri-
manded for noting in a
memo Oswald’s treat-
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ment for a venereal disease in the Ma-
rines. And many thought Marina Oswald
had snowed Warren (box, at right).

But the greatest problems arose over
completing the report. Warren had kept
the probe moving briskly. But the pace
sometimes meant preparations were too
hasty. Warren insisted, for instance, on
hearing the autopsy doctors during a
break in the Supreme Court schedule,
although some lawyers said they were not
ready. The problem emerged most nota-
bly as July 1 approached: That was the
deadline Warren had set to keep his
promise to LBJ of finishing before the
1964 political conventions. Every lawyer
except Specter and. Joseph Ball missed
the June 1 first-draft deadline. Most were
still wrapping up their fact-finding.

Warren blew up when Redlich and
Willens told him the last week of June
that they were late. The chief became
so agitated during the meeting that Wil-
lens momentarily feared Warren might
have a heart attack. After his anger sub-
sided, Warren grew quiet. “Well, gen-
tlemen,” he said in a resigned voice,
“we are here for the duration.” He real-
ized their work might go on for months.

McGeorge Bundy, a Johnson aide,

summoned Rankin to the White House
on July 14 to restate LBJ's desire for a
report at least before the August 24
Democratic convention. Johnson, who
otherwise remained at arm’s length, wor-
ried about speculation that the White
House had political reasons for a delay.
Rankin agreed to an August 10 deadline,
aithough he knew it was unreasonable.
Later, he returned to the White House to
tell Bundy the commission would need
an extension until mid-September.

Even with this delay, the lawyers
worked an exhausting 14 hours a day,
seven days a week. Junior lawyers Lie-
beler and Burt Griffin emerged as the in-
house critics (box, at left). Liebeler said
that they had taken shortcuts that would
later haunt them. Drafts of the report
read too much like a prosecutor’s brief,
he argued, and had omitted information
or overemphasized rebuttable evidence,
such as eyewitness accounts.

Liebeler lost his bid to include a psy-
chological profile of Oswald. Redlich ar-
gued it was impossible to psychoanalyze
a dead man, getting support from three
psychiatrists who testified on July 9. Lie-
beler lost apother battle when Rankin
ordered his section rewritten to tone
down emphasis on Oswald’s Marxism
and his ible desire to impress Cas-
tro —and to earn the right to defect — by
killing JFK. Rankin worried that conser-

vatives would seize on the passages to
support their anti-Havana agenda, even
as others argued that this fear was an
undue political concern. The report’s si-
lence on these motives opened the door
to conspiracy theorists obsessed with un-
resolved “whys” about Oswald.

The commissioners remained distant
during the final weeks of writing. When
the crucial conspiracy chapter was sub-
mitted to the panel on August 14, Russell
complained he was too busy with budget
hearings to read it. He asked the staff to
seek another two-week extension from
the White House. Willens told Redlich
he didn’t know whether to cry or shout
profanities. But the delay was granted.

The problems of the two-tiered inves-
tigation —with littlé exchange between
the commissioners and the lawyers—
were evident in the vote on the report.
Russell, Boggs and Cooper, the commis-
sioners with the least contact with the
inquiry, had the most doubts about the
single-bullet theory. Russell refused to
sign a report stating flatly that one bullet
had pierced JFK's throat, then injured
Connally. So McCloy took out his yellow
legal pad, according to biographer Kai
Bird, and wrote there was *‘very persua-
sive evidence” of it. A similar fight devel-
oped over the staff’s draft that there was
“no conspiracy.” Ford said it was “very

difficult to disprove a
conspiracy” and suggest-
ed saying there was "no
evidence™ of conspiracy.

As the end came. Wil-
lens told Redlich that
some staffers thought
questions were unan-
swered. Griffin worried
aloud that commissioners
and staff should make
plans to defend the re-
port publicly, lest critics
misrepresent it — what to-
day might be called “spin
control.” Liebeler agreed
to stay for rewriting
chores, but the plan fell
through. It became clear
that once the commission
folded it would be unable
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to defend itself. Warren, who had no use
for public relations. decided to let the
report stand on its own. like a Supreme
Court decision. Others did not. Ford
used transcripts and his copious notes to
write a magazine article, then a book.
Warren was furious. Later, he felt be-
trayed again when Liebeler gave docu-
ments to author Edward Jay Epstein.
who was writing “Inquest,” a seminal cri-
tique of the commission’s work.

When the “Report of the President’s

Commission on the Assassination of
President John F. Kennedy” was re-
leased on Sunday, Sept. 27, 1964, it
seemed toreopenawound in the nation’s
psyche. Robert Kennedy told Nicholas
Katzenbach he would not read it. On
Monday, New England crowds surged to
greet a campaigning LBJ “as if,” wrote
journalist Theodore White, “‘the nation
hungered to see a president, real, live,
healthy, in the flesh.”

Perhaps no one would have a harder

time leaving the assassina-
tion behind than the com-
mission staff, which had -
sought to comprehend
that cold-blooded act for
an entire nation. Liebeler
and Griffin left the VFW
building together on the
last day —convinced that
they and their colleagues
had solved the mystery of
the assassination. The
staff had engaged in sear-
ing but open debate, had
avoided many distractions
that might have destroyed
their efforts and had
emerged, by and large,
with deep respect for one
another and for Warren.
And yet both men shared
lingering fears that the re-
port provided fodder for

diligent critics. There, on the steps they
had trod for many months, the two men
embraced. And before they parted, they
broke into tears of pride and frustration.
Regardless of how future generations
judged their work —probably the most
important they or their colleagues would
ever undertake — their roles in that chap-
ter of history were at an end. [ ]

BY TED GEST AND JOSEPH P. SHAPIRO WITH
DAVID BOWERMASTER AND THOM GEIER
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Mock Trial Debates Lee Harvey Oswald Case pate 2022, L /992
a

By ELIZABETH RISBERG
Associated Press Writer

SAN FRANCISCO (AP) - Cool killer or patsy? After nearly 30
years, Lee Harvey Oswald is getting the trial he never had.

‘‘He was a disturbed man, a fanatic about guns,’’ prosecution
attorney Joseph W. Cotchett told the jury Monday in opening
statements of the mock trial being staged by the American Bar
Association.

Oswald, a former U.S. Marine who lived in the Soviet Union for a
time, was determined by the Warren Commission to have been the sole
assassin in the Nov. 22, 1963, sniper attack on President Kennedy
in Dallas.

Oswald was slain soon after his arrest. Many books and the movie
MJFK’’ have questio whe e 1
hi h-;gve; conspirators, with speculation ranging from the CIA to

e Mafia, T ‘

ViDefending Lee Harvey Oswald is difficult because he is not
here,’’ defense attorney Thomas Barr said.

‘‘You would believe that the government, by this time 30 years
later, would have all the facts,’’ he added. ‘‘There should not be
the slightest doubt of any kind of what the facts are ... and yet
gvegy §}ngle fact of importance in this case is open to serious

oubt,

‘'‘We believe those doubts are such that in this case, where the
government has the burden of proof ... it cannot carry the
burden,’’ Barr said. ' .

The defense will question the claim that Oswald was the lone

Oswald’s alleged firing spot.

In the prosecution’s opening argument, a computer-enhanced -
videotape showed the route of Kennedy’s motorcade and the view from
the sixth floor of the Texas School Book Depository, from where
Oswald allegedly fired three shots.

Cotchett also mentioned Oswald’s residency in Russia and his
fixation with Communism.

Actors portraying Marina Oswald, his Russian wife, and a host of
ballistics experts and witnesses are to take the stand Tuesday.

There was no script for the trial. A decision is expected late
Tuesday.

To keep spectators interested, juror and lawyers used handheld
devices to monitor their reactions to evidence and testimony.

Jurors reacted roughly equally to the prosecution and defense,
finding them on average just over the halfway mark on a scale of
1-to-10, with 1 meaning a statement was unconvincing and 10 meaning
it was very convincing.

Prosecutors also hoped that enhanced inspection of the home
movie shot by Abraham Zapruder as Kennedy was shot will
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definitively show that then-Texas Gov. John Connally was wounded by
the same bullet that passed through Kennedy’s neck. The technical
evidence was developed by Failure Analysis Inc. of Menlo Park,
Calif., a company that investigates and analyzes disasters.
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dswald files remain
under KGB wraps

MOSCOW — Former KGB chief

Vadim Bakatin tried to release files
on Lee Harvey
Oswald last
year but was
blocked by vet-
eran spies
who feared dis-
closure of
their names and
methods, a
newspaper re-
ported yester-
day.

Russian intelligence officers
have said the files shed no light on
the assassination of President John
F. Kennedy in 1963.

But they have balked at releasing
them, despite greater openness in
the country after the collapse of
the Soviet communist regime.

Mr. Bakatin took over the KGB
during a wave of reform after the
failure of the hard-line communist
coup last August.

He reviewed the Oswald case,
dossier No, 31451, consisting of six
folders, and then agreed to a re-
quest by the head of the Belarus-
sian KGB, Eduard Shirkovsky, to
ship them to the Belarussia's capi-
tal, Minsk, for review.

Oswald, who was married to a
Soviet woman, lived in Minsk from
1959 to 1962, worked in a factory
there and was kept under tight
KGB surveillance before he re-
turned to the United States a few
months before the Kennedy assas-
sination.
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KGB files repo

Date

rtedly show

it had no role in JFK death

By Will Englund
Moscow Bureau

MOSCOW — The KGB kept close
tabs on Lee Harvey Oswald while he
was living in the Soviet Union. but
his filles show that the Soviet spy

had no role in President John
F. Kennedy's assassination, the
head of state security in the republic
of Belarus said yesterday.

The flles also suggest that
was a notoriously poor marksman,
aah:‘ Eduard Shirkovsky, the security
chi

Thoee files have remained class!-
fled, but Mr. Shirkovsky told a news
conference in Minsk yesterday that
the Parliament of Belarus could or-
der them to be opened, the itar-Tass
news agency reported.

There appears to be plenty to look
through. When Qswald defected in

scrutin ,

Eno! ormation was
away on Oswald to fill six volumes.
: W' amo %

according to the flles it was a
hunter's rifle given to him by a
sportsmen’s group.

*Witnesses say he was a poor
shooter, and it 1s difficult to imagine
he could kill the president,” Mr. Shir-

kovsky said,
Mr. Shirk said the KGB con-
ducted a detatled study of Oswald's

personality while he was in Minsk
-— a study that modern-day re-
searchers would love to get their
hands on.

“But facts collected at that time
show that KGB bodies were not In-
volved in the tragic events in Dallas
30 years ago,” Mr. Shirkovsky said.
“Security bodles did not cooperate
with Oswald.”

One of the many mysteries of Os-
wald's life is the 2% years he spent
in the Soviet Union. After in
the. Navy at a secret radar -
tion (n Japan, he renounced his U.S.
citizenship in Moscow and eventual-
ly settled in Minsk. There he met the
woman who was to become his wife,
Marina Nicholaevna.

In 1962, he moved back to the
United States. Apparently, neither
he nor his wife had any trouble mak-
ing the move — an extraordinary
feat in those times. President Kenne-
dy was assassinated a year later.

Page




68 WESTERN REGION

Byelarus

KGB Chief Opposes Releasing Oswald Files

OW 0408163592 Moscow INTERFAX in English
1559 GMT 4 Aug 92

[Transmitted via KYODO]

[Text] Byelarus’s KGB chief Eduard Shirkovskiy has highly
praised the Byelarusian-Ukrainian agreement on coopera-
tion between the secret services of the two countries signed
in Kiev on July 31. He pointed out the fact that the
republican KGB carried out only intelligence and counter-
intelligence activities needed for a neutral state.

Eduard Shirkovskiy said that he had personally exam-
ined the case of Lee Harvey Oswald and added that it
would be declassified only by permission of Parliament.
The KGB General believes that it should not be done, for
the six volumes of materials of the case reveal all
methods of operation work of the secret service. Though,
Eduard Shirkovskiy expressed confidence that Lee
Harvey Oswald was unlikely to be involved in the
assassination of President John Kennedy. He added that
Lee Harvey Oswald was neither KGB, nor CIA collabo-
rator, and that he was no marksman.

KGB ‘Not Involved’

LD0408222392 Moscow ITAR-TASS World Service
in Russian 1750 GMT 4 Aug 92

[By BELINFORM correspondent Larisa Lazar]

[Text] Minsk, 4 August (TASS)}—So far the numerous
attempts by our own and forcign journalists to become
acquainted with the six-volume dossier kept in the
Byelarusian KGB archives on Lee Harvey Oswald, one
of the participants in the “crime of the century,” have
met with no success. “It will only be possible once the
Byelarus Supreme Soviet decides to declassify the case,”
reported Eduard Shirkovskiy, chairman of the State
Security Committee of the Republic, at a news confer-
ence today.

He said that when Oswald lived in Minsk the security
forces came to the conclusion after studying him care-
fully that he could not be a CIA agent. At the same time
the entire Security Service was mobilized in operational
work to study the American so that the document could
only be made public with the agreement of the supreme
body of state.

“On the basis of the facts collated at the time it 4s
possible to establish that KGB bodies were not involved
in the tragic events in Dallas 30 years ago,” Eduard
Shirkovskiy said. “State Security did not involve Lee
Harvey Oswald in any cooperation. As for the fact that
Oswald had a weapon while he was in Minsk, he was
actually given this as a member of the Hunting and
Fishing Club. However, according to eyewitnesses’ state-
ments, he was not a particularly good marksman and it is
hard to imagine that he could kill the president.”

FBIS-SOV-92-151
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No ‘Political Subtext’ in Russia Agreements

MK0508070292 Moscow NEZAVISIMAYA GAZETA
in Russian 4 Aug 92p 3

[lgor Sinyakevich report under “‘Byelarus™ rubric:
“Republic Will Not Deviate From Autonomous Policy,
Reassures Mikhail Myasnikovich, First Deputy
Chairman of the Council of Ministers”']

[Excerpts] A news conference about the Byelarusian-
Russian agreements signed in Moscow 20 July was given by
the following members of the republic government: First
Vice Premier Mikhail Myasnikovich (head of government
Vyacheslav Kebich is on leave); Defense Minister Colonel
General Pavel Kozlovskiy; and Gennadiy Shkurd, chief of
the customs department. [passage omitted]

Answering a NEZAVISIMAYA GAZETA correspon-
dent’s question, acting head of government Mikhail
Mpyasnikovich said: “Regarding whether we will support
Russia politically because it has made some economic
concessions 10 us, I will say this: We have not demanded
anything unusual from Russia. We have enshrined
within the framework of bilateral agreements the vol-
umes of reciprocal deliveries of resources and other
economic ties which were formed before the Union’s
collapse. Right now Russia has many problems of its
own, and they are no less acute than in Byelarus. We
must all think about the fact that it is no longer possible
to live at another state’s expense, even within the frame-
work of the ruble zone. Everyone is sufficiently intelli-
gent and knows each other's economy. Regarding the
attempts to read between the lines of some kind of
political subtext, participants in the talks can confirm
that this was not observed either in the official docu-
ments or the unofficial situation—certainly not on the
part of Russia, even though some of your colleagues are
trying to make out that they made oil concessions to the
Byelarusians, who are now going to follow Yeltsin's
policies. We have our own policies which are based on
our laws and our Declaration of Sovereignty, in which
the status of neutrality is enshrined, and we will not
deviate from them one step.”

Germany To Finance Soldiers’ Retraining Center

OW0408173192 Moscow INTERFAX in English
1538 GMT 4 Aug 92

[From the 5 August “Presidential Bulletin™ feature;
transmitted via KYODO]

[Text] First Deputy to the Prime Minister of Byelarus
Mikhail Myasnikovich, who is acting Prime Minister
during the Prime Minister’s vacation, signed a decree to
open a center in the small town of Kolodischi (near
Minsk) for the retraining of soldiers discharged to
reserves. Germany will finance the center’s activities.
According to information from sources in Byelarus’
Council of Ministers, the German government has
appropriated 8,210,000 marks for the project. In Sep-
tember the center is expected to admit more than 500 of
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Byelarus: KGB Chief Opposes Release of Lee Harvey Oswald Files

Moscow INTERFAX

[Text] Byelarus’s KGB chief Eduard Shirkovskiy has highly
praised the Byelarusian-Ukrainian agreement on cooperation between
the secret services of the two countries signed in Kiev on July 31.
He pointed out the fact that the republican KGB carried out only
intelligence and counterintelligence activities needed for a neutral
state.

Eduard Shirkovskiy said that he had personally examined the case
of Lee Harvey Oswald and added that it would be declassified only by
permission of Parliament. The KGB General believes that it should
not be done, for the six volumes of materials of the case reveal all
methods of operation work of the secret service. Though, Eduard
Shirkovskiy expressed confidence that Lee Harvey Oswald was unlikely
to be involved in the assassination of President John Kennedy. He
added that Lee Harvey Oswald was neither KGB, nor CIA collaborator,
and that he was no marksman.
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Senate Backs
Release of Files

On JFK Killing

Associated Prc.;ss

The Senate voted last night to
require the government to release
its files on the assassination of Pres-
ident John F. Kennedy, a response
to renewed public interest in the

1963 shooting.

On a voice vote, lawmakers ap-
praved a measure compelling offi-
cials to release the documents after
reviewing them. They would be
available to the public through the

National Archives.

Papers that officials declined to
release would be delivered to a five-
member independent panel, ap-
pointed by the president with the

Senate's consent.

That committee, to consist of
historians, attorneys and other pro-
fessionals, would make the final de-
cision on whether to withhold the
materials. Papers could be kept se-
cret if they endangered national
security or violated a person’s pri-

vacy.

The panel would review the un- -
released papers periodically to see
if they could be reieased. All doc-
uments still held by the government
would have to be released no more
than 25 years after the measure's

enactment,

The legislation was ép?nsorad by
Sen. John Glenn (D-Ohio). A similar
bill has been approved by two

House committees.

Interest in Kennedy's assassina-
tion was heightened by the 1991
film “JFK,” which drew an account
of an elaborate conspiracy. Soon
after the assassination, the Warren
Commission concluded that the kill-
ing was the act of lone gunman Lee

Harvey Oswald,
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Privacy and the JFK Files

In the July 22 editorial “The JFK
Assassination Files,” The Post of-
ferred a provocative interpretation of
legislation that would accelerate the
review, declassification and release of
documents relating to President Ken-
nedy’s assassination,

The Post asserted that most of the
materials in question are to be found
in several presidential libraries. In
fact, most are agency records and
files created by House and Senate
investigators,

Within the libraries, the materials
range from the official records of the
Rockefeller Commission on the Central
Intelligence Agency to the routine per-
sonal papers of many associates of
presidents Kennedy and Johnson, to
the diaries and reflections of those
most affected by President Kennedy’s
assassination, Most of these records
are already open for research or will be
in ime. The key question is how and
under what circumstances.

The records of the Rockefeller Com-

mission are not the issue. The status of
those records has been discussed at
length, and the records have been
made available time and again for offi-
cial inquiries and will be made available
again, The focus of the amendment and
much of the public’s attention is the
small amount of personal materials
housed in the libraries and still under
restrictions requested by the donors
and agreed to by the government.
These small collections contain the
personal observations and recollections
of those close to the events or close to
the individuals involved.

"We at the Archives have testified
that many of these materials have been
opened to government inquiries, and |
have pledged full support and assis-
tance in working with donors on this
latest effort.

Disclosure to ensure the public that
there are no “secrets” is a laudable
goal. But this goal must be balanced

against the privacy rights of the donors .

and the long-term impact on historical

sources. These materials would never
have been recorded or transferred to
the Archives’ custody if the authors
felt that Congress or another authority

could throw them open to public scruti-

ny without some level of donor coatrol.
The purpose of the amendment ex-
empting donor materials is not to pro-

tect “secrets” but to protect rights, -

Those who would legislate away the
privacy rights of donors are in the
curious position of arguing that gov-
ernment can only win the trust of the
public by betraying the trust of individ-
ual donors.

America’s  presidential libraries
were created to preserve the historical
record for scholars and to share that
record in time with the American pub-
lic. Every presidential library boasts
rich veins of primary material, much of
it given with the understanding that
reasonable time restrictions would ap-

ply, if only so that nothing in the .
documeants could be used to embarrass_ ' ‘;

living persons. If Congress abrogates

lawful agreements, it will not only
empty the vaults of future libraries, it

will risk the destruction of confidentia " ..

or revealing accounts of history in the
making, While instant release might
provide a field day for tabloid journal-
ism, it would be a severe loss for
history.

As archivist of the United States, it
is my job to safeguard America's doc-
umentary heritage. Perhaps, just for
once, the cynics and conspiracy theo-
rists could accept the stated reason for
the amendment because it is the right

thing to do.
DON W. WILSON

Archivist of the United States

Washington:
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Privacy and the JFK Files

In the July 22 editorial "The JFK
Assassination Files,” The Post of-
ferred a provocative interpretation of
legislation that would accelerate the
review, declassification and release of
documents relating to President Ken-
nedy's assassination.

The Post asserted that most of the
materials in question are to be found
in several presidential libraries. In
fact, most are agency records and
files created by House and Senate
investigators.

i i the materials
range from the official records of the

Rockefeller Commission on the Centra

igence Agency to the routine per-
apers_of many associates of

nte
ona

presidents Kennedz1 and Johnson, to
the diaries and reflections of those

t affected by President Kennedy's
__3ssassination. Most of these recorés
are already open for research or will be
in time, The key question is how and
under what circumstances.

The records of the Rockefeller Com-

mission are not the issue. The status of
those records has been discussed at
length, and the records have been
made available time and again for offi-
cial inquiries and will be made available
again. The focus of the amendment and
much of the public's attention is the
small amount of personal materials
housed in the libraries and still under
restrictions requested by the donors
and agreed to by the government.
These small collections contain the
personal observations and recoilections
of those close to the events or close to
the individuals involved.

We at the Archives have testified
that many of these materials have been
opened to government inquiries, and |
have pledged full support and assis-
tance in working with donors on this
latest effort.

Disclosure to ensure the public that
there are no “secrets” is a laudable
goal, But this goal must be balanced
against the privacy rights of the donors
and the long-term impact on historical

|\»

The article this refers
to follows.

CONTINUED

sources. These materials would never
have been recorded or transferred to
the Archives' custody if the authors
felt that Congress or another authority
could throw them open to public scruti-
ny without some level of donor contral.
The purpose of the amendment ex-
empting donor materials is not to pro-
tect “secrets” but to protect rights.
Those who would legisate away the
privacy rights of donors are in the
curious position of arguing that gov-
ermnment can only win the trust of the
public by betraying the trust of individ-
ual donors.

America’s  presidential libraries
were created to preserve the historical
record for scholars and to share that
record in time with the American pub-
lic. Every presidential library boasts
rich veins of primary material, much of
it given with the understanding that
reasonable time restrictions would ap-
ply, if only so that nothing in the
documents could be used to embarrass
living persons. If Congress abrogates
lawful agreements, it will not only
empty the vaults of future libraries, it
will risk the destruction of confidential
or revealing accounts of history in the
making. While instant release might
provide a field day for tabloid journal-
ism, it would be a severe loss for
history.

As archivist of the United States, it
is my job to safeguard America's doc-
umentary heritage, Perhaps, just for
once, the cynics and conspiracy theo-
rists could accept the stated reason for
the amendment because it is the right
thing to do.

DON W. WILSON
Acchnast ot the Umited States

Washington
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designed to open the files on President John
F. Kennedy's assassination, but one of the
four House committees to which the bill has been
referred has unnecessarily complicated and
weakened the effort. At the request of the
archivist of the United States, Don W. Wilson,
the Judiciary Committee adopted an amendment
that would exempt from the assassination materi-
al to be released “all records and other material
that have been donated to the National Archives
purst;'ggit to a deed of gift regulating access to the
matenal.” In theory, this would allow the custodi-
ans of the Kennedy, Johnson and Ford presiden-
tial materials—and in some cases even members
of presidential families—to withhold documents
at will. The Senate bill has no comparable amend-
ment, nor does the version of the bill reported by
the House Government Operations Committee.
Before 1981, presidential papers and even the
working papers and reports of presidential com-
missigns were considered the personal property of
the chief executive to be disposed of however he
wished. Almost all the records bearing on the
Kennedy assassination were made during this time

CONGRESS IS now considering legislation
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and were given to libraries under specified condi-
tions governing access. House leaders expect that
notwithstanding the Judiciary Committee amend-
ment, the Ford and Johnson papers will probably be
made available for release, as will the Kennedy
material except for matters relating to the autopsy.
Access to that is now restricted to congressional
investigators and other experts approved by the
Kennedy family.

Nevertheless, the House bill that finally goes to
the floor should not contain the loophole. The
presumption should be that all material on this
matter of great public concern be made available
to the public without restriction or prior approval.

A few valid reasons for preserving secrecy—to
protect the name of an agent still at risk, for
example—are spelled out in the bill, and they should
be invoked only by the independent review board,
which would be created by statute. The whole point
of this legislation is to open up the record for
examination by scholars, conspiracy theorists and
any interested citizen. Allowing families or govern-
ment archivists to keep a single document under
wraps without explanation or cause undercuts the
disclosure effort and makes the bill a sham.
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Panel rivalry could
keep lid on JFK files

By Virginia Cope

CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY

A feud between two House panels
is threatening a bill to unseal doc-
uments about President John F, Ken-
nedy's assassination in 1963.

The bill stalled over the issue of
trying to determine what not to re-
lease. Nearly everyone agrees that
concerns such as privacy should
keep the lock on some material; the
question is how much.

Two House committees — Gov-
ernment Operations and Judiciary
— approved the bill, but Judiciary
added restrictions on the release of
JFK files.

Government Operations Chair-
man John Conyers Jr, Michigan
Democrat, and ranking Republican
Frank Horton of New York ex-
pressed dismay at Judiciary's ac-
tion.

“I honestly can't understand how
something so simple can get so com-
plicated,” Mr. Horton said. “All we
want to do is get these files re-
leased.”

Judiciary's provisions would pro-
hibit disclosure of material given to
the National Archives under a “deed
of gift.” That includes almost all the

nts_in_the presidential Ti-
braries of Kennedy, in on B. -

sop and Gerald R. Ford — including

|‘,

the records of the Rockefeller Com-
mission,_which in the s investi-

P AL LA LA A LA A i b acterdhiy
ated links between the CI
_H%MM

e Judiciary amendments also
would allow the National Archives to
charge for copies of the JFK materi-
als and not permit fees to be waived
under the Freedom of Information
Act.

Mr. Conyers made his position on
the provisions clear when question-

ing a witness at a hearing this week:.

“Do you think Judiciary inadver-
tently created a loophole allowing
government agencies to withhold
more than they ought to? And that
they also crafted provisions allowing
costs to be imposed that would work
in a prohibitive fashion against re-
lease, and that adjustments should
be made?” he asked David W. Belin.

Mr. Belin was executive director
of the Rockefeller Commission and
counsel to the Warren Commission,
the panel that inijtially investigated
the murder. His emphatic response:
“Yes.”

Aides for both committees said
they are working on a compromise
that would significantly weaken the
deed of gift provision, which Rep.
Don Edwards, California Democrat,
inserted at the request of Archivist
Don W. Wilson.

® Distributed by Scripps Howard.
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“lapes’ offers intriguing
look at murder of JFK

ASSOCIATED PRESS

NEW YORK

ven if you reject the theory

underpinning Oljver

Stone's political thriller

“JFK," the Viewer's Choice

pay-per-view cable TV service of-

fers a fascinating companion piece,

“The JFK Assassination: The Jim
Garrison Tapes.”

Whether you'll en joy it depends

on a few uesfxons':"Do__'um
nt John F Kenn was as-
sassinated by a conspiracy SO,

Wasitarogue CIA operation carried
out_on_behalf of the mllltag-

industrial complex? = =

as 1t done by Mafla hitmek?
Anti-Castro Cubans? Or was it a
Vietnamese faction, avenging the
murders of the Diem brothers in the
1963 coup? Was Lee Oswald the
shooter or the dupe?

See how fast the questions multi-
ply?

“The Jim Garrison Tapes,” writ-
ten and directed by John Barbour —
ves, that John Barbour, creator of
NBC's hit “Real People™in 1979 — js
a 95-minute documentary about for-
mer New Or-

leans District
Attorney Garri-
son’s theory of
the case.

Mr. Garri-
son’'s theory,
which led to the
1967 arrest and
trial of Clay
Shaw on con-
spiracy charges,.
is that Ken-
nedy’'s death
was simply a
coup d'etat: | . )
Kennedy threatensd entrenched in-
terests, so Kennedy'died.. "

Mr_Shaw, a_socially: prominent
New Orleans businessman who ulti-
mmdlmamiiT__L_awas alleged 10
be one of Oswald’s CIA-connect
handlers; Oswald was the low-leve
CiA ﬂorfier who was set up o take
the fall.

her or not you believe any or

all of that,“The Jim Garrison Tapes"
(available through Aug.’9) is worth

watching for a number of reasons:
8 It's a photographic journey

back through the time of the assas-

sination, and the archival newsreels,

movies, videotape and still pictures
are beautifully presented. If you
lived those days, you'll remember
them.

@ It shows how thoroughly Mr
Stone researched and cast his
metaphoric investigation of the
great national trauma; the eccentric
eyebrows of key witness David Fer-
rie (Joe Pesci in “JFK™ were no ex-
aggerated film effect.

B It shows the home movie foot-
age shot by Abraham Zapruder,
which documents the bloody killing
of President Kennedy. .

M It talks to several writers
whose books constitute the bulk of
Kennedy conspiracy lore, including
Jim Marrs, author of *Crossfire,"
(which posited the “triangulation
crossfire ambush” Mr. Stone also
adopted for his film).

B It coldly lists the various foul-
ups, official panic, botched police
work, bungled evidence, coinci-
dence, media hysteria and govern-
ment misconduct that add up, to cer-

tain interpreters, to conspiracy and
coverup.

Mr. Barbour says it took him 10
years to bring a 1982 inte_ryiew with
Mr. Garrison, then a Louisiana state
judge, to a television audience.

“I'm not a proseletyzer or a
preacher,” Mr. Barbour says. *I'm a
teacher” .

In 1982, while “Real People” was
on the air, Mr. Barbour went to New
Orleans and got a three-hour inter-
view with the former district at-
torney. “Garrison, next to Buckmin-
ster Fuller, is the brightest man |
ever met,” Mr. Barbour says. )

He became fascinated witl-dee
Garrison's case after readiny ‘thé
prosecutor’s first book about the
case, "Heritage of Stone,” and was
astonished at the quality of Mr. Gar-
rison’s witnesses and documen-
tation,

Mr. Garrison, Mr. Barbour points
out, was the first person to get the
Zapruder film shown publicly and_ is,
so far, the only person ever to bring
a criminal trial in the assassination
of JFK.
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The JFK Assassination Files

designed to open the files on President John

F. Kennedy's assassination, but one of the

four House committees to which the bill has been
referred has unnecessarily complicated and
weakened the effort. At the request of the
archivist of the United States, Don W. Wilson,
the Judiciary Committee adopted an amendment
that would exempt from the assassination materi-
al to b€ released "all records and other matérial
that have been donated to the National Archives
pursuant to a deed of gift regulating access to the
material.” In theory, this would allow the custodi-
ans of the Kennedy, Johnson and Ford presiden-
tial materials—and in some cases even members
of presidential families—to withhold documents
at will. The Senate bill has no comparable amend-
ment, nor does the version of the bill reported by
the House Government Operations Committee. :
Before 1981, presidential papers and even the
working papers and reports of presidential com-
missions were considered the personal property of
the chief executive to be disposed of however he
wished. Almost all the records bearing on the
Kennedy assassination were made during this time

CONGRESS IS now considering legislation

and were given to libraries under specified condi-
tions governing access. House leaders expect that
notwithstanding the Judiciary Committee amend-
ment, the Ford and Johnson papers will probably be
made available for release, as will the Kennedy
material except for matters relating to the autopsy.
Access to that is now restricted to congressional
investigators and other experts approved by the
Kennedy family.

Nevertheless, the House bill that finally goes to
the floor should not contain the loophole. The
presumption should be that all material on this
matter of great public concern be made available
to the public without restriction or prior approval.

A few valid reasons for preserving secrecy—to
protect the name of an agent still at risk, for
example-—are spelled out in the bill, and they should
be invoked only by the independent review board,
which would be created by statute. The whole point
of this legislation is to open up the record for
examination by scholars, conspiracy theorists and
any interested citizen. Allowing families or govern-
ment archivists to keep a single document under
wraps without explanation or cause undercuts the
disclosure effort and makes the bill a sham.
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Action Urged
On JFK Data

Backers of a bill to require public
disclosure of government records
concerning the 1963 assassination
of President John F. Kennedy
warned yesterday that it may die
unless Congress takes action before
the summer recess,

House Government Operations
Committee Chairman John Conyers
Jr. (D-Mich.) and ranking minority
member Frank Horton (R-N.Y.)
said the drive has been stalled be-
cause their committee and the
House Judiciary Committee have
approved different versions of the
bill. The Democratic leadership has
yet to say which one it prefers.

If the indecision continues into
September, the lawmakers said
they were afraid that preoccupation
with election campaigns could make
& impossible to enact the measure
fhis year.

w Both House bills would set up a
fre-member review board to col-
Bt assassination-related materials
DA pge for their disclosure at
al Archives unless there

it “Cear and convincing” grounds,
gpoas, for postponing publication.

wouse Judiciary bill, howev-
., for appointment of

members by a special federal

jpanel, while the Government

i version calls for ap-

by the president and con-

by the Senate. The two

Bls also differ on the precise

Bounds for postponement, and the

Jdiciary Committee version cre-

3%s what could be a large loophole

¥y exempting from the definition of

“gssassination material” documents

denated to presidential libraries
under a deed of gift.
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designed to open the files on President John
F. Kennedy's assassination, but one of the
four House committees to which the bill has been
referred has unnecessarily complicated and
weakened the effort. At the request of the
archivist of the United States, Don W. Wilson,
the Judiciary Committee adopted an amendment
that would exempt from the assassination materi-
al to be released “all records and other material
that have been donated to the National Archives
pursuant to a deed of gift regulating access to the
material.” In theory, this would allow the custodi-
ans of the Kennedy, Johnson and Ford presiden-
tial materials—and in some cases even members
of presidential families—to withhold documents
at will. The Senate bill has no comparable amend-
ment, nor does the version of the bill reported by
the House Government Operations Committee.
Before 1981, presidential papers and even the
working papers and reports of presidential com-
missions were considered the personal property of
the chief executive to be disposed of however he
wished. Almost all the records bearing on the
Kennedy assassination were made during this time

CONGRESS IS now considering legislation
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and were given to libraries under specified condi-
tions governing access. House leaders expect that
notwithstanding the Judiciary Committee amend-
ment, the Ford and Johnson papers will probably be
made available for release, as will the Kennedy
material except for matters relating to the autopsy.
Access to that is now restricted to congressional
investigators and other experts approved by the
Kennedy family. .

Nevertheless, the House bill that finally goes to
the floor should not contain the loophole. The
presumption should be that all material on this
matter of great public concern be made available
to the public without restriction or prior approval.

A few valid reasons for preserving secrecy—to
protect the name of an agent still at risk, for
example—are spelled out in the bill, and they should
be invoked only by the independent review board,
which would be created by statute. The whole point
of this legislation is to open up the record for
examination by scholars, conspiracy theorists and
any interested citizen. Allowing families or govern-
ment archivists to keep a single document under
wraps without explanation or cause undercuts the
disclosure effort and makes the bill a sham.
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The Ups and Downs of
Going Over the Top

By ANDREW ROSENTHAL

Vote for Bill Clinton. But not too
early, please. And not 100 often,

Of all the scripted events at a party
convention in which the nomination is
clinched. the most carefully managed
is the formal nomination vote.

Last night, in grand old tradition,
legions of eager young pohitical aides
scrambled around Madison Square
Garden bearing messages and count-
ing heads, while campaign higher-ups
bargained, wheedled, pleaded and oc-
casionally threatened various delega-
tions.

The object: to make certain that the,
vote went in a way that conveyed the
right symboligm.

Normally, the nominee's ‘‘delegate
whips'' arrange for some states to pass
their voting turn to others so the
“right’" state casts the votes that give
the nominee a majority.

This time, the plan was to have the
state be Arkansas, Mr. Clinton's home
state. But Arkansas comes second in
the alphabet and has only 48 votes.
That made the margin of error slim.

The Brown delegates were giving the
Clinton camp a hard time. Their group
from Colorado, for example, had
threatened to ruin Mr. Clinton’s night
by voting for him and throwing off the
count.

So another way was found. Alabama,
first in the alphabet, passed its turn to

| _onstace

vote to Arkansas — after much long-:
winded speechifying by its leaders that |
prompted shouts of “Vote, vote, vote"
from other delegations.

Then Mr. Clinton's mather, Virginia
Kelley, cast Arkansas's votes, the first
48 for her son. It was Ohio, in the end,
that put Mr. Clinton over the top. :

Movie Director
Holds Forth

What was the question again?

Debates at the Democratic National’
Convention on platform planks and
party rules can get pretty arcane, very
political and sometimes downright ob-
scure.

“we're tired of being treated like
kindergarten students who cannot be
trusted with their own true history.
Open the fite. All the files. J.F.K.,
R.F.K., M.L.K, the cold war.”

The Central otelligence Agency, Mr.|
Stone said, ‘'must be broken and its

istory must be revealed, iike the N3

Party In Germany.”

Take, for example, when Oliver
Stone, director of the movie “J.F.K."”
mcunted the podium last night, ostensi-
bly to offer support for a minority
proposal backed by the delegates
pledged to former Gov. Edmund G.
Brown Jr. that would have called for a
mid-term party gathering in 1994.

But Mr. Stone, like many of the other
boisterous Brown partisans, had a lot
to say and did not think his team was
being given enough time to say it. So he
used his time on the podium to talk
about some of his favorite subjects.

“We're tired of the 5.!.5. and the
Jying)' r. Stone shoutegd.

Gore Takes the Lead
On Spelling Issue

well, now we .know he can say it, but
can he spell it?

During his speech to the convention
last night, the Rev. Jesse Jackson
made a joking reference to Senator Al
Gore's forthcoming contest with Vice
President Dan Quayle and to Mr.
Quayle's famous '‘potato with an ‘e’ "
gaffe.

* Mr. Gore, he declared confidently,
could spell a long word that Mr. Jack-
son had made up for the occasion.
Today, the Tennessee Senator de-
cided to prove Mr. Jackson right when
he appeared in the convention hall in
Madison Square Garden at 4$:29P.M. 10
be shown where to stand when he ac-
cepts his nomination on Thursday
night.
Stepping to the microphone, Mr.
Gore.p‘r)\otgexacuy known for being a
stand-up cormic, paused, grinned at the
several dozen spectators in the hall at
, that early hour before the convention
| resumed, and rattled off Mr. Jackson's
word: "Chloro-ﬂuoro-anudlsestabllsh-
| mentarianism.”

Robert Kennedy
Remembered With Tears

i While most Americans can turn the
! convention on and off at will by switch-
ing channels on their television sets,
the proceedings are a test of patience
for the 5000 delegates and alternates.
Yesterday, they blew whistles, tidgeted
with their signs and talked to friends
while speakers droned on.

But there were times when they
were riveted. And for two women in the
Massachusetts delegation, like most of
the others, one of those moments came

- during the presentation of a filmed
!tribute to Robert F. Kennedy.

“Yes, yes,” Lisa McBirney, 28 years
old, of Quincy, Mass., said over and

over, her eyes brimming with tears.

One row and one generation ahead of
her, Sheryl Marshall, 42, of Newton,
Mass., said, “‘That was my youth. He
would have been the first person 1
voted for. Twenty-four years ago, 1was
full of hope. | thought we were going o0
change the world. 1 feel that way now
{or the first time since then.”

The W 150 ngton Past

The New York Times I;z:_/
The Los Angeles Times

The Wall Street Journal

The Washington Times

USA Today
Associated Press
UPI
Reuter

Page _As_'___




D

Mosoay. Juy 6,1992 A13

THE B aSHINGTON PosT

 Panel Creates Exemption

'"To Disclosure of JFK Files

By George Lardner Jr.

Washington Post Staff Writer

The House Judiciary Committee
has created what could be a huge
loophole in legislation calling for dis-
closure of most government records

. concerning the 1963 assassination of
. President John F. Kennedy.

The committee last week ap-
proved an amendment that would ex-
empt from being defined as “assas-
sination material” all records and
other material “donated to the Na-
tional Archives pursuant to a deed of
gift regulating access to those ma-
terials.”

That would put documents in the
John F. Kennedy, Lyndon B. John-
son and Gerald R. Ford presidential
libraries beyond the reach of the
historical review board proposed in
the bill unless the board gets the
consent of family members or those
in charge of the deeds of gift.

“Making these records public
should not depend on the willing-
ness of the donors to display their
generosity in giving the materials
to the review board,” said James
Lesar, president of the nonprofit
Assassination Archives and Re-
search Center here. “The records
are a matter of great public interest
and that should transcend any per-
sonal interest in them.”

Rep. Don Edwards (D-Calif.) in-
troduced the amendment as part of
what he described as a “noncontro-
versial” package sought by Archiv-

son and officials at the Kennedy li-
brary in Boston. :
“They said they were interested in
trying to protect donors like Mrs.
Johnson and the Kennedy family,” Ed-
wards told a reporter. “We thought
we were doing the right thing.”
Under the Presidential Records
Act of 1978, most records in pres-
idential libraries, beginning with
Ronald Reagan’s, are defined as
federal rather than private records.
But the law was not retroactive.
Access to JFK autopsy records
and X-rays, as a result, is still con-
trolled by a deed of gift from the
Kennedy family. The papers of the
Commission to Investigate CIA Ac-
tivity Within the United States, ap-
pointed by Ford and headed by then-
Vice President Nelson Rockefeller,
are treated as Ford's property.
“This is in keeping with legal prac-
tices prior to 1978 when records of
presidentially appointed commissions

ist of the United States Don W. Wil- -

could be regarded as ‘personal’ to the
president, since the commission pro-
vided advice directly to him,” Archiv-
ist Wilson said at a recent House
hearing on the bill.

Wilson urged Congress to exempt
all “donated materials” from the de-
finition. He said he was worried that
Congress “may inadvertently discour- |
age future donations of similar his-
torical” records unless existing do-
nation agreements are honored.

Wilson said Ford has already as-
sured the National Archives that “rel-
evant portions” of the records of the
CIA commission, popularly known as
the Rockefeller Commission, would
be made available to the review
board. The archivist said he believed
those in charge of assassination-re-
lated records at the other libraries
“are also likely to cooperate.”

The files of the Rockefeller Com-
mission, established in 1975 iv ex-
amine illegal and improper CIA ac-
tivities, include records about at-
tempts to assassinate Cuban leader
Fide! Castro as well as an examina-
tion of allegations linking accused as-
sassin Lee Harvey Oswald and Os-
wald’s killer, Jack Ruby, to the CIA.
The commission rejected the allega-
tions.

Another “noncontroversial”
amendment sought by the archivist,
and accepted by the Judiciary Com-
mittee at Edwards’s urging, would al-
low the National Archives to charge
for. copies of all released assassina-
tion-related materials and not grant

--any fee waivers under the Freedom

of Information Act.

Veteran assassination researcher
Lesar denounced this provision as
“devastating, particularly since the
National Archives has a history of
overcharging egregiously for docu-
ments.” JFK assassination records
can now be obtained from many fed-_
eral agencies under FOIA fee waiv-
ers, but Lesar said if the Judicary
Committee bill passes, the records
will be transferred to the archives,
which will automatically start charg-
ing for them,

Wilson has said that the archives
charges only 10 cents a page at its
“self-service” machines. Lesar said
“you can get it done at a commercial
shop up the street from my office for
a nickel a page and you don’t have to
do it yourself.” Besides that, he said,
“they’re telling you you have to come
to Washington to get it for a dime,
which is above cost. They’re discrim-
inating against people who don't live
here.”
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CAFE Treaty on Manpower Limitations Discussed

LD1206060992 Moscow ITAR-TASS World Service
in Russian 1307 GMT 11 Jun 92

[By ITAR-TASS correspondent Vladimir Smelov]

[Text] Vienna, 11 Jun—Issues involving an agreement
limiting the manpower of the conventional armed forces
of states participating in the Vienna talks on Conven-
tional Armed Forces in Europe [CAFE] were under
intense discussion at a plenary sitting of the forum held
here today.

The agreement, on which work has been going on for over
a year already, is intended to be a substantial adjunct to the
treaty on conventional armed forces in Europe, signed at
the CSCE Paris summit in November 1990, and to form an
“integral composition™ with it. The main point of the
manpower agreement is that, as a result of its being
achieved, all the participating states, without exception,
will assume a political commitment to limit the manpower
of their conventional armed forces to a national level that
each of them will announce. It is for the sake of such a
limitation that the document, which will undoubtedly
promote the strengthening of security and stability in
Europe, is being concluded.

As the discussion at the Vienna forum shows though, some
of its participants are now trying to solve, through the
manpower agreement, a number of side issues that are
often not only out of keeping with its aims but also go
beyond the framework of the mandate for the current talks.
This is manifested with particular clarity in such areas as
the involvement of personnel in the exchange of informa-
tion and limitations and questions of control [kontrol). A
strange situation has arisen: On the one hand, everyone
agrees that the monitoring [kontrol) of manpower numbers
by means of a head count is an unrealistic task. Inciden-
tally, the problem has been discussed in detail but without
success in all possible ways during the many years of talks
on reducing armed forces and armaments in Central
Europe. On the other hand, some delegations are seeking
to fit into this unrealistic task a scheme for exchanging
data in the manpower agreement, a scheme that many
experts regard as being excessively detailed and complex,
sharply out of keeping with the content of an agreement
. that is clear in its objectives.

Russian delegation leader Vladimir Shustov told ITAR-
TASS that the delegation objects to the manpower agree-
ment’s covering more and more elements that have no
connection with conventional armed forces, which are
considered within the framework of the CAFE treaty.
This concerns the Navy’s land-based elements apart
from those that are connected with the CAFE treaty, as
well as internal troops and a number of other elements.
The subject of a future agreement, he continued, is an
accord on the nonexceeding of national levels for the
numbers of conventional armed forces of the states in
the area of application, which will be achieved in 40
months after the coming into force of the CAFE treaty
and will have to be observed henceforth. It follows
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logically from this that in the manpower limitation
agreement there should be no consideration of any kind
of assessment either of existing personnel numbers or of
the process for achieving the final levels. All that should
be assessed is obervance of the national level of limita-
tions, the diplomat indicated.

At today’s plenary sitting, the Russian delegation circu-
lated a document setting out its position on various
aspects of the exchange of information. Moreover, it was
stressed that the proposed scheme for the exchange of
information was a fair compromise that took account of
an absolute majority of the ideas and wishes voiced
during the talks. The hope was expressed that the pro-
posal, if adopted, would make it possible to render the
work of the talks more intensive, and to complete the
preparation of the text of the agreement by the appointed
time, namely before the CSCE Helsinki summit.

Foreign Journalists in PRC Protest ‘Violence’

PM 1006144792 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian
9 Jun 92 Morning Edition p 4

[Yuriy Savenkov report under the “From Our Corre-
spondents and News Agencies™ rubric: “Protest by For-
eign Journalists in Beijing”]

[Text] Beijing—The association of foreign journalists
accredited in Beijing has made a decisive protest at the
“irresponsible, unjust, and unprovoked violence”
against correspondents whose professional duty is to
cover events in China.

The association is asking for an investigation to be
conducted and for appropriate juridical sanctions to be
taken against government employees involved in them.
Protests have also been made in Beijing by the U.S,,
Canadian, German, New Zealand, and Japanese Embas-
sies. They are demanding an explanation for the actions
of public safety employees.

Ex-KGB Chief on Kennedy Assassination

LD1006145792 Moscow ITAR-TASS in English
1311 GMT 10 Jun 92

[By ITAR-TASS correspondent Sergey Sosnovskiy]

[Text] Bonn June 10 TASS—KGB took no part whatso-
ever in the organisation of the assassination of President
John Kennedy*, ex-chief of the KGB Vladimir Semi-
chastniy said in an interview with the German magazine
DER SPIEGEL.

Semichastniy headed the KGB when the tragic events
unfurled in Dallas, Texas.

Asked when the KGB first came across Lee Harvey Oswald,
Semichastriy said: “When our counter-intelligence chief
reported that Oswald asked us for political asylum™. LE.
about two years prior to the assassination.
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“We arrived at a conclusion that Oswald was a common
person of little interest™.

Oswald spent some time in Moscow and was later
transported to Minsk where he lived under local KGB
surveillance. The Oswald file contained mainly “trivial
things: love affairs, dancing sprees and picnics with a
girl-friend™.

According to Semichastniy, Oswald could not be the
central figure in the assassination of Kennedy. “He is a
stooge, a sort of lightning rod in a much more serious
operation”, which “‘was brilliantly arranged”, Semi-
chastniy said.

Eight U.S.-Built WWII Aircraft Discovered

LD1106093292 Moscow ITAR-TASS in English
2042 GMT 11 Jun 92

[By ITAR-TASS correspondent Mikhail Shevtsov])

[Text] Moscow June 10 TASS—The *“Ekipazh” (Crew), a
Moscow based military-patriotic group, discovered eight
American aeroplanes supplied to the former Soviet
Union under a lend-lease agreement exactly fifty years
ago, preserved in reasonably good condition, in the
vicinity of the Petropavlovsk-Kamchatski district. These
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planes had taken part in combat missions during the
World War II against Japan.

According to the “Ekipazh” leader Sergey Tsvetkov, who
recently returned from an expedition to the Kuril Islands
and the Kamchatka Peninsula, they found American
war-planes “King Cobra”, “Mitchels” and “Bostons”,
and also the Soviet made jet fighters “MiG-15", which
are as rare in the country’s museums as cannons of
Napoleon’s period.

On the Island of Shumshu, where the group worked
several times, tens of Japanese KN-44, A6M, “Zero”,
KT-99 and other planes were discovered. These finds
will not only replenish our and foreign museums with the
rarest exhibits of technology, but will also open many
unknown pages of those men'’s fate who fought on these
flying machines, Sergey said. '

According to Sergey Tsvetkov, the group goes to battle
sites of the World War II at the cost of interested parties,
including foreign ones. The group plans to spend all its
earnings on the restoration of the military hardware and
the creation of its own museum. During ten years of their
work these volunteers have established places of deaths
of thousands of unknown soldiers and uncovered hun-
dreds of military hardware. Some of these war relics have
been donated to Russian museums.
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‘Television, for all its awesome reach,
has an ephemeral touch. Even the best
ptograms rarely leave footprints in k-
braries, archives, indexes or books. It is
harder (o retrieve the transcript of s
documentary scen by millions than to
unearth an obscure magazine article
read by thousands.

Who remembers, for example, an am-
bitious four-part CBS documentary
called "“The Warren Report,” broadcast
just 25 years ago? It was apparently
overiooked by the American Medical As-
sociation, which clalmed in May that two
pathologists, Dr. James J. Humes and
Dr. J. Thornton Boswell, had broken a 28-
year silence (o discuss their autopsy on
President Kennedy.

In truth, Dr. Humes had offered essen-
tially the same defense of the Warren
Commission's forensic findings when he
was interviewed by CBS 25 years ago. |
only learned of this during a chance
encounter with Leslie Midgley, the program’s executive
producer, who has been following with bemused detach-
ment the uproar over Oliver Stone's recent film, “J. F.K.”

The documentary yields other surprises. Take the fa-
mous photograph of a grinning Lee Harvey Oswald hold-
ing his rifle. The picture’'s authenticity has been widely
questioned, most recently in “J.F.K." The shadows cast
by his face and body don't match, prompting charges that
Oswald's head was superimposed on someone else’s body.

In 1967 the network had Lawrence Schiller, a proles-
sional photographer, recreate the picture at the same
address, 214 Neeley Street, on the same date in March,
using a model. A strgight nose shadow corresponded with
an angular body shadow, just as In the disputed picture.

The shadows matched.

Television's Memory Hole

Mr. Midgley's team had another excel-
lent idea, to test the assertion Lhat one
man could not possibly have fired three
shots within 4.8 10 7 seconds, as the
Warren Report concluded. The team
built a tower and target track to maich
the distances in Dealey Plaza. Eleven
volunteer marksmen, most of them unfa-
miliar with Oswald’s ltalian Mannlicher-
Carcano, took turns firing three shots at
a moving target. A weapons engineer
made three hits in 5.2 seconds; & state
trooper made two hits and one near miss
in less than 5 seconds. The average firing
time was 5.6 seconds.

The larger paint here is that television
made an honorable effort to answer nag-
ging questions 25 years ago in a program
that, ke much good TV journalism, sad-
ly vanished into a memory hole. All the
familiar arguments were ventilated: the
flaws in the Warren Report, Jim Garri-
son's conspiracy thesis, the conflicting
accounts of eye witnesses, police, the F.B.1. and the C.1LA.

Wahter Cronkite's prefatory words took note of a grow-
ing stream of books, articles and even a film that chal-
lenged the Warren Report. Eric Sevareid's comments
would seem equally topical today. Few, he said, could
believe that a ‘‘single, weak-chinned little character”
could have caused so much havoc. .

Excerpts of this CBS News Inquiry have been rebroad-
cast, but the original has never been reshown in its
entirety. Indeed, it took an intensive search by the net-
work to locate a transcript. One remedy would be to
reissue the program on videocassettes, and thus remind a
new generation of a serious effort to address their par-
ents' doubts about Dallas. KARL E. MEYER
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Senate Panel Revises, Approves JFK Legislation
By JOHN DIAMOND
Associated Press Writer

WASHINGTON (AP) - A Senate committee endorsed legislation
Thursday that would clear the way for the release of secret
documents relating to the assassination of President Kennedy.

The Senate Governmental Affairs Committee, voting unanimously,
became the third congressional panel to back the bill.

Congressional leaders expect floor debate and relatively quick
passage after the July 4th recess.

The legislation establishes a review board to examine hundreds
of thousands of Kennedy assassination documents and decide which
ones to make public and which to keep secret.

The committee bowed to Bush administration objections and agreed
to let the president appoint the review board. The initial proposal
would have given that job to the federal appeals court. The
committee’s measure also strengthens the presumption that documents
should be released unless there is a substantial reason not to do
so.

‘‘The bill passed today by the committee will get records
released faster and reduce the bureaucracy involved in the original
proposal,’’ said Sen. John Glenn, D-Ohio and the chairman of the
committee.

‘‘The bill does not authorize the government to conduct another
investigation into the assassination of President Kennedy,’’ Glenn
said. ‘‘However, it will give the public a firsthand opportunity to
become fully informed.’’

The House Governmental Affairs Committee earlier this month
approved a similar bill allowing the president to appoint the
review board. The House Judiciary Committee recommended allowing
the courts to appoint the board, which would review executive

branch documents. The FBI and the CIA have said they are reviewin
nd releasing JFK documents on their ow Wl
eqislation,

Pressure_to _disclose all the government paperwork on the
assassination grew in large part from the popular film, ‘‘JFK,’’
which advanced a government conspiracy theory of the assassination
and specifically criticized the withholding of documents.

45~

Page









