[bookmark: _GoBack]Summarise Rosenstone’s idea about what makes Oliver Stone a filmmaker historian in 4-10 bullet points.

Robert Rosenstone has some relevant opinions on Oliver Stone as a filmmaker as well as a historian. He observes some of his films that could be seen as controversial, such as ‘JFK’ and ‘Born on the fourth of July.’ He says that Oliver Stone “created a powerful interpretation of contemporary history.”
The first is that Oliver Stone can lure the audience into thinking about different aspects of history, such as what is documented or witnessed or what can be classed as a conspiracy theory. This is the case in ‘JFK’, were the witnesses are threatened by the Secret Service. A high-level figure implicated members, not only of the government but the Mafia too.
The second is the way he directs the films. He uses films as “more than story telling.” He gives information about the American way of life, whether it be in ‘Platoon’ seeing how the Americans treat other people in a war regardless of their nationality or in ‘JFK’ were, in the higher levels of society they can be just as barbaric.
The third seems about his anger and hatred towards the American government. In ‘Platoon’ there are comments about the lack of support and supplies they need. In ‘JFK’ it was the conspirators in the government and in ‘Born on the fourth of July’ it was how despicable the government treated war veterans.
The fourth is how “History is to put flesh and blood on the past.” With how he directs he tries as much as possible to make the audience feel a part of the history. In ‘Platoon’ the viewers can sense and feel the emotions the characters have. Whether it be the scene where they are smoking, dancing and listening to Motown music and having fun or the battles that the characters have, with a sense of desperation. 
Robert Rosenstone’s summary of Oliver Stone’s films sound positive and enjoyable. 

