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As we have meen, Hailer regarded the CIA as the greatest of domestic dangers to the
nation, so great a danger that if they paid him $500 per person first they .ould be
allowed to hear about and join his plamned "demderatic palice."
A man of principle, no less; a man willing to incur official displeasure when
he alleé? all sorts of dastardly deeds to those officials were were offended, suspicious,
-~
wrong-head, maszﬁinded of" just ordinary intelligence and police cowboys running wild
2
in their # rodes rodeos in which people wre cattle to thems
Princled and brave, a real Dick Daring, that is Mailer /@ortraven by lailer himself.
/
Lacing the la%/with it in ali his speches, for which it 4z just happened he got
rather de(,enf/t\fees.
1 7 N
This was in 199% and 1934. He wrote a bocok about these intelligence norzgr, s he

5104 tne&? big book, even for Hailer a big book mkx Harlot's Ghost appeared inl1976,

‘/@//\ //ﬁ M/&z/“/{ /Wp /é%aé\

New York magazine gadt Hailer 24 pages for the text of the artcile he wrote for it and
the entire cover except for the magazine's name. lore than o th;gé\of the cover is%ﬁken
up with "MATIER ON TIE CIA." About ¢ quarter of the cover reads, "4 Harlot High end Lows:
Reconoitering Through The Secret Government,"

This "reconoitering" was by the Hailer who had never been there. Not once. But lMailer
being Mailer, he "reconnoiter@d" it anyway. duthoritatively, poini;;dly and a bit
excitedly. |
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Underncath a half page of hoodiingdss focing the first page of his text is, in large

type, k"A long trail jyfested by the CIA's ‘moles' le qwgs @ from the death of Marilyn

Honroe to Watergate. ;V%his analysis, the author explores the bisarre , interconnecting

u
b¢%rows underneath it alle"
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It means "who benefitgs?"
X
Why attribute it to ancient Latins, if you a¥e a Mailer, when you can
excitcf people by attribimiting his version of it to lénin.
With all the name Lenin brings to mind. Al. the projudice, tooe

It is but
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ﬂf Not bad for beginmers, inferring that Marilyn Honroe's d-ath ang‘( Watergate are
\

CIA jobse .
N w{w(f),
On th first page, inferring again a@d/saying. there is no proof) he again has the

CIA as the "producer of Watergate.'"

By his subs@tuto for proofs inference, assumption and what is with him called
"analysise"

Actually it is mostly rehash with a special Mailer interpretation that is sometimes
faciliteted by a bit of his amateur shrinkery.

It is real penny=-dreadful stuff than most publfyshers would b@ve laughed at without
a name like Hailer's on it, one thot would nwibgfy the réviewers and commentators. Fo
(f' hose who had no knouledge or recollection of what was live on coast-to-ceast TV and
9111: a;c.ile nespaper psges three years earlier perhap it was stimulating to read,set off with
italies:

———

" X
"'fﬁemﬁzszg%gr whpifaught me the deadliest of Oriental awts martia)arts taught ne
.that the outcome of a battle is decided ::_?/1 the minds of the opponents before the

first blow is struck.}’)’ - Gordon Liddy."

In the course of bloving up = cage oul of nothing “ailer gets really schoalrly:
"There is a tool of inquiry provided by “enin..esask the questions 'Whom?' Whom

5

does this benefit? Whom #id the Watergatve benefit?..."( page 44)
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Long befors HicRolai vas a sleam in any eye Buixkmlmodixcui bono vas a latin maxinm
question i
and it had long been a mssgin’ for lawyers to ask themselves as they thought about their

{ )
cases tha‘ﬁ vere not entuwrely clear. / M y
# the weapon Uarg‘ i enploys to

But—it—ie one of Mailer's necat tricks. &nother is ¥kx ppwerful mmalysksxbyxwixsixiie

make the nonexisting- not even rational conjecture - xExXke case that the Watergate was
® CIA job.

Watergatex}l ex=CIA spook . Howar4 Hunt's wife was the bag lady for the Committee to
Re~elect the President, not inappropriately kn@m as CMEMied when the airplane iM
Jo a cuAefl W vwo o o o oF -
which she was taking the payoff Mm‘;o captures. That cmash was near Chicago'd Midway
UPash
airporte It was not a m}gsteriuus ctah sqve to those who live for inventing mysteries.

o D

Becouse Dorothy Hunt was on the p=Fne plane, as with other aspects the fﬁled%—
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\, — Senate Watergzate commtteeﬁ made an investigatimon that while extolled by tho zedla
astie best of possible investigations was much les: of an investigation thah was ind:rcea%ed.
For ex:mple, with the # question of the s«3{rce of that \rooked money so fuiportant and

pY

no record of it having come from any bank, that derring-do committee did not get theierial
serisl nunbers of the laéé-denmnina‘cion bill. Large withdrawls in cash in such denomina-
tion are required to be recorded by the bankse L got them by asking a Chicago reporter

to as/the sheriff's office for theme The Cﬁﬁ.cago papers did not even seek and publish
/f/hos%uzb(ﬂrm %1:1, Ww he sourch of all that illegal monsy.
But there was no reason to believe that the plone was sabotaged.
Read by the CIA.
Which is the cgse Miler is phonying ups
With that for him magical "if.":
"If Hunt and Dorpthy Hunt had known a{ great dcal gbout Dalles (which involves
bo h both the JFK asgsassination gnd in Mailerese the CE)and were threagtening to tell
the world, the h Hunt would not haVe %o brood over such details. He could ssume
his wife's plane had been sabotaged to crashe. Of course we would ndl be talking

bv about znguish, but mas terpléa and last-reel per:x.]‘;fj The likelihood is t]y?/

t’&nt and Dorothy were tdf*ppeo( in a smaller game, and the crash was a mixturc of

ineffeciency, cynical mamsgemmrk meinteaine maintainance and whb knows? -

- A some overloaded psychic intensity among the passengerse!

There is, naturally, not the slightest reason even to suspect, that powerful
“ailer "if", that-4Bn "Hunt and Dorothy had known" enything at all, leave alone liailer's
"greah}éal" about Dallss.

It is pretyy ho'%i.ble to suggest that the CIA killed an entire pla:éload of people and
than over a major citl y whi, J.th \\, a?de%c’ﬁtths possi%l% /on the ground in the thou.sands,«/'/“{7L

ﬁ hvb’ A W Wldyy —4 )'/ﬁg “hoaf et
But there are fulitzers in such uses of Z}f/&tlny word "if" ‘Yo give ZF enormous

it gmd cannot % ANLANM
meaning &% does not/have @spa%dhen the whole concept is /Zany as well as baselesse

fj,u/,\ =
dead without them such urtlclo.) mxmot be foisted off on trusting readers (whether

or not ##e editors are conned when sl;.zmee PoitdXmg green that folds) by those so ime

pressed by their omniscience that they do m_lcem fiction ol our history-fo: n?hey
kS o -, 4 ®



However one may evaluate this childishness contrived in long words, it is still

Laa:e&r, in 1976, roughly equating the CIA with the (zeotapo and the KGB, without any
‘fz Wiy
holocaustse ($0ther than&/LA\!;at Uorothy Hunt plan e oa}

That a be-Pilitzered writer would be so indifferent to his making such a fool od
of himself and s0 indiffe@ent to the national harm from it is not as bewildering as it
once wase But in this kind of irresponsible ,immsture writing Hailer was doing to his
reputation what no enemy coyld do to ite

W
As it seemg Mailer himself began to understand by earlg 1994, The CIA then extended
vt :
aniinvitation for him to visit and speak to them, Surprise? Thé’ even more of a
surprise, given all he had said about it, Mailer accepted the CIA's invitationse
Hove Y0 THINY Mfehruery 3 1992
With pictures thax gave that momentous event about a full paged Under the three
deck headline that reads
lailer £ Visits CIA
dnd Finds ;}e's
With Mriendse Really,

@i Blaine Sciolino's story includes:




N INGTON;-Feb-2 — Like the
nar of “*Harlot’s Ghost’’ who de-
vised convoluted schemes to avoid
detection in his spy posts overseas,
Norman Mailer quietly slipped in and
out of the Central Intelligence Agency
last week. ‘

Although the veteran novelist spent
seven years writing his 1,310-page

book on the agency and its role.in -

American life, the visit marked the
first time he had set foot in its sprawl-
ing headquarters on the banks of the
Potomac, invited as part of its guest
speaker program.

But why was Norman Mailer, the
lifelong promoter of the left, receiv-
ing a standing ovation from a stand-
ing-room-only crowd of more than 500
officials who crammed into the bub-
ble-topped auditorium to hear him?

A Reversal of Roles

And why did three dozen senior

officers meet him afterward in the
private conference room of Robert M.
Gates, the Director of Central Intelli-
gence, for a two-hour debate on sub-
jects as wide-ranging as his definition
of treason to the demise of Commu-
nism?

Had they all forgotten that this was ¢

the same Normian Mailer who be-

tween belts of bourbon at his 50th
birthday party in 1973 announced the
creation of a “‘people’s C.I.A.”’ to rein
in a devious agency that he said
threatened American democracy?

Forgotten, no, but perhaps forgiv-
en. Over the years, as the cold war
waned and-then ended, both the au-
thor and his subject have mellowed.
At one point during the long afternoon
encounter it seemed that the world
had changed se much that the two
sides had reversed roles.

When Mr. Mailer confessed that he
was not opposed to the C.I.A. conduct-
ing “‘wet jobs,” K.G.B. slang for mur-
der and assassination, and that the
American people would not be upset
if the agency assassinated President
Saddam Hussein of Iraq, one career
officer in the clandestine service said
he was shaken. -

““It really shocked me when he said
that,” the officer said. ““We’ve been so
conditioned to the fact that such oper-
ations are wrong, that they’re illegal.
Then you hear this and you gasp.”

Mr. Mailer’s novel is a glorification
of the godless, life-and-death struggle
against Communism from the mid-
1950’s to the mid-1960’s and the men
and women who waged it, a rare
validation of an institution unaccus-
tomed to accolades from the outside.

For him, the invitation to address
the agency was an opportunity not
only to see first hand the institution

he had styq
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Richard Kerr, the Deputy Director of
Central Intelligence, “‘talked about
how Mailer was a World War-1I vet-
eran, how he wrote 27 books, how he
won the Pulitzer Prize twice, how he
ran for the mayoralty of New York,
how he went into the ring with Jose
Torres.”

“When Kerr said, ‘Who would have
ever thought I’d be here introducing
Norman Mailer at Langley,” well, it

T one u\‘l?'crw’

brougnt e nouse ;\qw", s vipeial
sa}w r. Mailersurprised higaudiences
when he told them that even without a
cold war the agency had a,moré im-
ortant role than ever, a message.
that fit nicely with Mr.:Gates’s pro-
nouncements that the agency’s -mis-
sion has not evaporated just because
the Soviet Union has disintegrqted.

I told them that ideology distorts
intelligence and that during the‘cold
war they ended up being seen by the
world at large as spoilers,”” Mr. Mail-
er said in an interview. «<° 4
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Novel Draws Criticism

As for the novel itself, severgl
agency officials dismissed Mri Mail-

r

One veteran operations offiqer,fa-
miliar with ‘American " intelligence
even before the C.LLA. was created
after World Wat'II‘said the agency
was never the free-for-all that Mr.
Mailer describes, not even'ir the days

er's C.I1.A. as not at all believable, not .

of William J: (Wild Bill) Donovan, the
creator of the 0.S.S.,, America’s first
coordinated intelligence agency. : =
“Anyone who worked for Bill Dono-
van knew perfectly well that you did-
n't run riot,” he said.-*‘Yes; he-was a
flamboyant man of éndless ideas, 90
percent of which were wild.But in the
last analysis, he was a sane, rqtnonal
man, and the impression tha't‘hls-pc‘eo-
ple were running off doing things wnt’t}
no sense of responsibility isnot true.
A female C.LA. analyst was more
blunt. The aristocratic, larger-than-
life, East-Coast, lvy Leaguers with
insatiable appetites for sex and du-

_ plicity, she said, “‘would never have

assed the polygraph.” Cay
’ But whenpyotllghave Norman Mailer
in your presence, why quibble over
facts? The audiences did not dwell on
the inaccuracies in their craft or.on

his mixing up cryptonyms and ps_eud-

ency
their
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Delight About Mistakes .-+ -~

On the contrary, some officials
were delighted that in a world where
secrecy is sacred, Mr. Mailer.got it
“wrong. “It bothers you most when
someone has a lot of sources in the
agency and what is written is totally.
accurate,” said one official who h‘a‘s
worked both as an analyst and admin-
istrator. “You like to see inaccura-
cies "’ Vs : ) i
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There is, fortunately, only one Norvmaf] Mailer. &lso fortunately, there is only
one CIA.

Sciolino agks the right questionf(iihy was Norman Mailer, the life-long promoter
of the left, receiving a standing ovatiag from g staﬁhingbroom only crowd of more than
500 CIA officials?

She did not have to answer this question. Her story did that.

dnd so we have the lMailer who was impelled to ofééﬁ?é%%Zhe CIA aﬁ%who condenned

all its barberous act% like assassinations, giving the offgzials of thal CIA a pep talk
in which he ”confesse¢ that he wa%notlﬁpposed to 'wet joby, KGB slang for nurder and |
assassinations,"if by the CIA." "

That really shook those CI& officials up!
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