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First we just turn pages and see what jumps from them elsewhere in his Volume ‘olume One, 

Oswald iin Minsk pt waringe (7 jf [fo CGE: jog newninglita arid igrtiant: (ip bd 
MT ew 

Nat ths oe Mailer does « have in his ‘Vetune ‘wo what belonds in Volume one 

the better to mix it all upe Not that he is not incongistent. Yr does not depend on 

conjectures, fabrications yond Saying what he has no eesse source fore 

With sex every time Mailer wacan find some means of interjecting it. 

For xample, on page 184, out of nowhere and serving no purpose other than titil- 

Ltation, Mailer saysi 

"Alik's first e xperience with sex had not only been with a Japanese girl,     big but he also said that he'd never had an American girl, just Japanese and Russian girls." 

To whom Oswald said this Mailer does not say, the better not to get caught in his 

writing a cheap novel he fraudulent nisrepregnts as nonfictione Why he said it, what the 

occasion was-even where and when it.as was- Mailer does not saye And it make it all 

even more persuasive he has no sourcee “i #4 / WME eb) jer EL, 

So "Wek researched" one of thos/hack reviewers wrote oi this trash, sourcesless 
/ 

     

    

    
   

   

if not made-up trashe 

This serves , more or less, for nothing really does serve to introduce what 

Mailer next does in his questioning of Marina, esicing her if Oswald was homogsexuale 

His pargphrase of her response tha he had on tape is "she would say & she never had any 

sense with Lee that he'd be partial to a man, never." 

  

Is it not to wonder if what she really sats responded to their dirty questions 

vas a vigorous denials 

—* here is a very good reason for liailer having no sources “t is not only that 

he had and could have had no such sOrcee + is that this aa satel gheboengr’ Mailer lie, 
nor a few 

one ot Ai many he resorts to to bult his phony case, the/nonexisting cases that permeats 

his book and are indispensible to ite 

This should not be misunderstood: I am saying that Mailer lies and unless he is 
(\ 

carzy Inows he is lying when he ¢ des ite ew dl 24 Sy
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SN 
I refer to these as dirtiy questions. They are tha and they. are from dirty 

mindSe 

; A 
Throughout the book Dre Shrink Mailer has tese little hints that in addition 

A 

AK 2 
to Oswald's believe that killing JFK would make him important and fampus there as a neyr 

    
hinted at oo ea component in Oswald's mind as Mailer 

Lwolls hed: 
j“his alone‘vequired that Mailer scatter his nonsense 

and it algone is enough reason, bf the very many reasons,qs we shall see, fof there to 

ma 

be no index. 

One of the many points where Nailer gets a little closer to spelling ztzaunz 

this out is way back in his Volume Twh. What follows is row his Part III, with the 

Ominous and entrely warrantless title, Dark Days in Dallas." (It goes without saying 

that in reality there was not a thing any darker fof Oswald in those days than in 
Gan 

also suggests thes it i , 
another other day#) The title of Cath, chapter 9 usboouthemérortinoug [ttle nugeEEied 

— 

that Mailer uses to sugsest what lies ahead as he continues his making it & all up: 

“Stoicisn, HeFeti Najestic in Purpose." In reading the paragraph with which this 

mishmash Gof Mailers inVention of a purpose the reader is encouraged to note the 

oo. Ww ry) 
conjectures in it despite Mailer's\riting of it to suggest that it is all real rath er 

than something he found conveninot for his nfrelining our hishery: 2 AA a L269 

~ 

In the depths of Oswald's logic lies an equation: Any man who is 

possessed of enough political passion to reach murderous intensity 

in his deeds is entitled to a seat at the high table of world leaders. 

| Such may have been Oswald's measure. The route to becoming a 

great political leader—given his own poor beginnings—might 

- have to pass through acts of assassination. ( ? Wye $US 

  

wl 
JuPo 

» flor Ainslie, 
TAmedd addition “t s baseless aeatives Mailer begins this rubbish with 

what also permeates in his book, mind-reear reading. This kind of mumbojumbo writing 

is in Mailer's concoctions part of what he is suggesting with this sex stuff that is the 

exact opposite of what he says and is, man of intellectual and authorial integrity that 

O 
    

m 

. . . tg 
Mailer's mind reading extends to the Waren “ommisiion, as we see in the kind of
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C 

source note to his writing his organization, if that is what it “fi requirgg if it is 

to be placed in oa an anything other Than a& page number.e tn Hon 
ary 

what follovs thats page 379.<sH=és in his Volune# Two, Part I, "Early ears, Soldier 9 : 

  

Years," Ganp Chapter 6, "4“oose Endse" 

As he makes this incredible stuff up “ailer must have found somé Peat not 

apparent) r unless he liked the sound when he spoke this title, for referring to any 

parf of Oswald's life as his years as a soldier because Nailer knows very well that 

Oswald was never s solifer. He was a marines 

ry 

cy A ee I 
There Bel was nothing that ¢ an be consdered editing at Random House if 

this passed any> reading at allé 

_ —_——— 
s ~~~? There can be little doubt that the Warren Commission came to 

the unvoiced conclusion that it might be all for the best if Oswald 
turned out to be homosexual. That would have the advantage of 

| explaining much even if it explained nothing at all. The Warren 
Commission did have, after all, a lone killer as their desired objec- 
tive, but there was no evidence of particular animus by Oswald 
toward Kennedy, and more than a few key witnesses testified to 
Oswald’s positive utterances concerning JFK. So, a history of ol 240 
homosexuality located in Oswald’s closet would prove helpful to o'r 
them, In 1964, homosexuality was still seen as one of those 
omnibus infections of the spirit that could lead to God knows 
what further aberration. : : 

Nonetheless, there is a real chance that Oswald had consider- 
ably more of a sexual career as a homosexual than as a heterosex- . Ne | » ual through his Marine Corps days and through his first year in 

‘- Minsk. oe 
ee, eee \ ' 

ease Dy he ime 
As with the previous quotation,-tsere is more conjecture, more cemtrtton than 

1 af a fue, is obvious, as a careful reading will anny tt MT Me 4] tg fut, 

Mailer must ha¥e been dyslexic when he read the Xeport, if he read it at all, 
VF + gun 

and those 26 Volumes y 4 Ke read them rather than use the work of others / because much 

ta Lond deg, 
as Dts lawyers tried they not only found no reason to or justiticatioaghYsoaching the 

“uy 

“conclusion that is obviously "unvoiced because it was not made, that oswala/as 

pfnsexual. 

The lawyers tried and some of the marines tried toaccomodate them, but not all 

did and where the evidenje was unequivocal ieilex doos anotsyd few of the those Marines 

who were willing to play follow-the-leader for the Commission's counsel but it means 
(Je
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Tao io Welln publ he 
byat-Heiler says Oswald arrived in the Soviet [[nion with %1600 in Nofooonss. 

without any r@al source for his saying that. 

, Lt ~ in his mother'd Copyission testimony, as I alsg/brought to light 

in wl LEE evsponaes to Ranken on that,"you have mentioned about the $1600. Now end 27 

I don ft know if you know for a tach that Hee had $1600." She said it had been in the 

papers but that HM hel kmolwedgeo of ite She also volunteered thar lee then gave her 

BPS 00. 

But ast pointed outo on the next page, all the money the eflficial records can 

attrebute to Oswald as of the time of his discharged was 5422.20, M@ froin that aside from 

thos 8100 to his mother Oswald had t6 get from Galigornia to Texas and then to New 

Orleans, where he took ship for England, whence he flew to Helsinki, fiuthere he has to 

pay his hotel hbill and other expenses beforeé ent mining for Moscow, having that 

fare to pay and all his Moscow and later expesns expenses in the SPliet Union. It was | 

some timd bei before Oswald was \ént to Minsk, where he was given a job and some assistance 

from the Soviet tle Gross. ‘Thus the imagined sgm sum of $1600 feips explain wey 

what has not ever becn explained away, how Oswald financed himself, And despite A’ 

Mailer's saying that Oswald worked in some way for the CId4, whe his "handler" was 

heorge de ViohsfYenschilat, for some réason not apparent Nailer prefers CAewentsen of 

Oswald making money by piadgtising nfnosexuality on a Marina base to suggesting that his 

funding could have come from some spookery he served, the CIA or any othere 

Returning to



The Sigmund Freud Mailer imagines himself then emerges again, nothing omitted 

in quotation after the above: 

ye ; This question of whether he was or was not homosexual may 
h inder our understanding of Oswald more than it helps. Why not 

Loe Suppose instead that he had the kind of double nature which 
ould leave him miserable after gay activities and more certain 

ur" fhan ever that he was really heterosexual, whereas, conversely, 
when with a woman a year or two later, he might feel more pow- 

-é rful homosexual inclinations than when he was with men. It may 
have mattered less what he did than what he was tempted to do, In 
my event, we can be reasonably certain of one matter: By the age 
of seventeen and a half, he had not yet had a woman. 

i 

Don + look fir any source for this.gibberish of amateur shrinkery or for ek 

what Mailer makes as a statement of fact, that "by the age of seventeen and a half 

Yawaidt he had never had a woman," because there not only is nonegt -there can be none. 

for , 

What Mailer is really talking about is that some of the staff lawyers the 

Commi.assion , no] eet the Commisssion ffse1r » toyed with the idea that Oswald may have 

ee been homosexual not on the basis Gf any evidence of it at all but after one or more 

the of f Ke less foducated and les$ sophisticated of the Hexines who @® served with him 
YY 

and found ia him offbeat made such a hint. I raided thd question publicly in bringing to 

light the testimony oi tlewreans fattorney Dean Andrews. (Whifewash, pp. bags, 150-1 ) 

In that I also br@ught to light the name of a man who had asked dndrews to represent 

Oswald after his exvest, Clay “ertvand. Garrison later charged that Clay Ghaw was this 

mysterious Clay Bertrand. Although Andrews did correct what his testimony as published 

does indicate, that whey Oswald first came to him office he "was accompanied by some 

gay iia" in saying that Qswald "was ot in the ofapeny of the gay kids," it lingered 

- asetiten | end in the fury inds of those # of bothvextremes who seek to explain the crime with theories. “3 
NS Ak 

Andrews and | later developed a friendly relationship. He then wade explicit 

——_ firs 
in #@e telling.me that when Oswald and “anether yOung man with him were7in Andrews! 

office also there at the same time were three obvious homosexuals. They went to Andrews 

to represent them because he was willing to represent homosexualse Six had come to 

see him the weék before his # testimony. But Andrews was also explicit in stating
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the that the man with Oswald was a "Mexicano," not homosexual. 

(It happens that Orest Pena, owner of the Habana Bar & Grill at which a man 

Said to have been Oswald staged a spectacular drunk, and his night barkeep and wg lt 

waitress all told me that the man taken to be Oswald was gg@ accompanied by a man Shey, 

also described as a Nexican, ) 

utd 
ru ae never was any real reason to believe that Oswald hed homosexual (1 had 

  

2 St eeorTd lat ~eens—to—have been impossible, as to a degre 72 S0one see
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Ag ve wo [pe 
nothing despite Mailer§s best and most valiant dishonesty. episerproviousty-auotod 

Mailer-alleged on the streets 
A Prevailing Winds noted, with Oswald practising his homosexuality/in that southern 

California Marine base he rarely left, there were very few street and none that were 

privates Ltt ro Woe ‘| nefows Ciel Nal Wy 4 Autvad/ a 

A ec ay de 
through his first year in Adnstk 

Avs 

suerte 

the end of %#This quotation, Oswald's "career as a honil sean on 

»" can it be that “ailer's binddies in the KGB withheld 

the prpof fof this tom him? Would they really treat theinzood buddy Mailer, to say 

t® nothing of his 

a whole year of it? 

Mall 

  

moneybags, Schiller, this badly, hold all that back from h im/ them, 

It is easier to-believe that when we gots @ cranked up churning out his fabrie 

fe i cations litter gets}earried avay with what he images. Which he does throughout this 

pooke 

park ¢B 
as Nailer hinself , albeit sliekbly hess practised at Wite 

Powe 

Blox? 

So, that 

        

     
Meet 

biloif, Mississippie Here is what Mailer uses of Powers’! testimony: 
ac 

MR. POWERS. .. . he had a large homosexual tendency, as far ast 

was concerned, and ...alot of feminine characteristics as far as 

the other individuals of the group were concerned, and I think 

possibly he was an individual that would come to a point in his 
life that he would have to decide one way or the other. 

MR. JENNER. On what? 

MR. POWERS. On a homosexual or leading a normal life, and 

again, now, this is a personal opinion. 
And I think this, more than any other factor, was the reason 

that he was on the outside of the group in Mississippi. 
He was always an individual that was regarded as a meek per- 

son, one that you woulgn Chave to worry about as far as the lead- 

ership was concerned ** ” hewn 
4 

a 

(p age 380 

ftinsk homosexual activity @an be more generously att 

yt ord ~ » didh nls | 
ng that gee Wt te dishonesty s Wee , fre OF 

+ 

ributed to i iler's 

On the veyy next page Nailer quotes a marine every bit as good at conjecturing 
/ woo 

Huestioned i mr P atrick, 

sa taken his advanced radar training with Oswald at Keesler Field, near 

5 he a 3 : Le * 
a Here Nailer prefers double conjecture, Powcers' and his own, to the singular 

conjecture of one of his few sources, Gerald Posner, fellow Randon “ouse stable jock



phivtturc$rin 

in be winnie of the of Cicialy fiytho mythology , Posner' gis mnistitled Case 

fj Shosaiot two years earlier.}Posner. ga had it that when odfea spent no time with the 

other “arines at Biloxi he was in “ew Orleans gotting trained for some kind of mission 

that ended in the essassintione 

    sexual experience? 

But what difference does it make when Oswald had his f irs /oxual experience? 

| And why does Mailer find it necessary to fabricate once again about this . 

without even pretending there is or can be a source for any of it? 

Referring to Wswald as in boot es if that is where he was after WE doth his 

basic and advanced training, Mailer manages still again to flaunt his ignorance of the 

actual records published by ie on his next and even aidan pagee He says of 

Oswald and his nett 

Boot rose dongGiba Se -onetiey peti Kis eiexe; and thd’. was horrific 
\ ‘ ; 

wll” | He had trouble managing to qualify 

with his rifle, and that was horrific. The Marine Corps laid it out 

for you: Your ability with an M-1 was equal to your virility—there 

was no reason to be in the Marine Corps if virility was not the cen- 

ter of your focus. (Page 381) 

AG hk 1 

Bah het a ea ils ee Le tent 

The Y military uses “ino Sr Avenue lingo for its shooting evaluations. 

  

The very poorest shot is Scotties ierichies* To most people that suggests pretty 

good. The medium grade is “"akger sharpshooter." That suggests Daniel foone or Annie Oakley. 

But in fact it is but average. The highest rating is ‘expert rifleman." So, when Mailer 

says, suggesting that the “arines made Oswald homosexual because his shooting was so 

unmanky, so devoid of any manliness, "virility," in fact Oswald’ V1 a "sharpshooter." 

So, if this “adler concoction oi the nost # juvenile nonsense had any _ 3 2F 6 

at all, Oswald was robustly 44 "viril," in Hadlexoee a real cocksmane 

Yet as Hailer sums it up, OswalA"had to be feminized by his failures" that did 

not existeStill ase” *what Mei er's/gibberish recuires he nef up and as goon as he make 

it up it becomes real to him no miktter how false it is or as in this €ase, ridiculous c Se



1964 

oe 

Thus Mailed/tells us because when-@sg@f0swald was ‘wet horrific" shooting the 

vifle that represented his "“wirility" and hews homosexual. ‘ 
renters by Wibee. Mablr fed 

Aside from the utter irrationality of this 5 Ostwald out to be hono= 

Ce 

sexual, the fat is that was the one time Oswald did well with his shooting! The one and 

only time!
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But oh, my! if Mailer as $ ‘uecessor to Sigmund Freud were on the mark in his 

Munamdsxxkxnes millions and millions of men who 

  

"analysis" how many humchretsxd 

served in ovr military which to my knowledge had the\ed shooting standgards back 

be ro—kertter—then World# War il wer made made into homosexuals by their loging their 

“virility” when they had trouble qualifying wi the rifle. The rifle that, of # course, 

ee Freudian symbolism! (No, Norman, there is no word "womanfest." But you have ereated 

a real need for a new word, “hunbugfeste") 

After several pages of meaningless accounts of oe hee normal horseplaé and 

hazing to which Mailer's amateur shrinkery give a meaning fete, eAthena, he getss 

back to quoting dkwsex Some of the Marines who #es were deposed by the Warren Commission. 

He has been using Epstein's angled and selective interpretations of what some 

who were not called to testify told him and he returns to “pstein later. But as xe 

we abandon this contrived nonsense about Oswald being homosexual theré is what was 

als@ published long bedor before Nailer saw how he could commercialize the agvassassina- 

  

tion for fame and fortune that said the exact opposite of what Metter Mailer here —-C\ A246 

ereates to serve several of his imagined purpose, including how as financed and 

what impelled him to allegedly kill the Presiden’. 

Mailer quoteg the Commission testimony of elson jhelgade, a “Marine who, from 

what is know, spent more time with Osuald than any of the others. (pages 393-4)Now before 

we can check piler's claimed source on this, with the special obstructions Random ffouse 

and Mailer place in our way of doing that, id to the table of contents if 

we do not rene what Part these pages are in to Lear that, there being no mention of the 

chapters in it or atop the pages. We learn there that this is still Part Lor Volume hie. 

Rheg Then, remembering that we are inChapter 6, "The Loose Enda » "we can turn to Hgiler's 

notes for his Source, on pale xxvii. There we learn that although Netin quotes Dergaaot "g 

Cotmi ssiion Jestimony as s though from the Commission’ s own published aie he claims 

to have sud studied and for which he was e& so highly praise by so nany \Wrelwers he /Y 

jhaos factuses this fe fimony as it was used by Epstein in his tuting 
te eee rae pom Lega 

Immediately after ptetending to quote Dazado' Ss Couitiaston testimony and contriv—
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to make it appear as though he is qo quoting from the COREE. Cndssionys tolumes 

Nailer quotes the testimony of the man who las QevOswald's superior in his radar work 

was Yaptain dh John Donovan. (pages 395-6) And if we check Mailer’ s source we find as 
-enkyp 2 

we did with Delazado that he in fact was net Pquoting/ the Commission's noliuitiens fle 
does quote them and he also » pv 
took, that, too from Epstein's lig egend, with that, too making it apear that this was 

from his woh research, his fob worked Pe [om umd 4 tt aied dre 
Kerry Thornley 

; Nsx Next Mailer quotes the testimony of another fumes mokinar ake covved 
i hay gy 

eis Oswald) a the\period before Oswald'si@l-disean discharge, at the Santa 

Ana base in Valifornie. (pages 397-400) If we now make the Gx same check, and I did —-eud 

this because pin malcing' the check I recognized immediately what follows, Wedaring rr 

on Hailer's independence in fris work and his integrity in it, we find that with 

ties hdiy Nailer cites “gal Legend again as his source while again makingJ appear ot We 

my 
Trou his /ovigonad research, his own worke 

ritual © Yo2 

Mailer'. source note on Donovan's t: -stimpny numbers 9 and “10>(page—396 ) Ww Peper? 7b Te 
are_respe: tively—to, "WC By Testimony, Vol. VIII’, : on the ger 

SaMe—VOAUuHC » 

NoWit happens that I recall thatWwolume rather well, haviNbg used it ex- 

tonsingey my own writing, #éspecially in Oswa}, lew Orleans. 

—-ertain—eneban4—= testimony _over-mer——than-50—paxe So, L checked Volume VIII 

and aiat I learn about Majiler's scholavhcip scholarship! 

     

5 . nv) . ———, 

AkPag 28-4 e st page o: elzado® e mons wt Donovans's,. It 

ends-on-page-265. . 
eh BSR ERI Oy Pp o 80 also is not Donovan' estinonti Pace 280—is hee 

“yaxe bE —testiemony_o iePatbick Povers; ed frequently earlier by tHatier. 

Noe New-if we check back-en—that_we find on »oage-$80,—-whereMiler-has-half\of that 

  

sobree he Claims-it and thus once again -cleims-to be familiar with th testdmony_in that 
\ evotutie. 

° \, 
( an's testimony is 4 5 be    



    \ 

        

  

\ not haveq gy quoted it from the volume because He does not even know whehere 
as Donovens the +éstiomny of a . 

itis in that mee ee S tp two other testi S by two othe Marines. 

Voor = sbiex l lowing jene'—e ° shed. ) 

’ Whether or not Mailer cribbed here, and all the indications arr that he aid 

both here and elsewhere, we shall come toWwhat happens when one writer pais his integti74 

thrty—rity—te bail when he uses the work of others. 

We do that immediately with whit Hetson gpetendo really swore to about Oswald 

and homosexuality that Mailer somehow manages not to mention although he claimed 

\ 
fami fiavity with the testimony in that volume and make @ special ffort to tell the uit 

ith, Pra MA. 
reader that he quotes it verbatim, with the Commision's volume as his source abbr Mba, 

I refer to my Oswald jin New Orleans abovee It was published in 1967. That 

x Was more than five years before, in 1973, 1 offered Mailer acceg/ to all I had, in- 

chain official records that had not been published. 

Then, too, one assumes that a responsible writer ddoes drew on all public 

and known sources in other bookse But armed with hus Pulitzers Mailer had no such 
— 

need, a Y& belief reinforced by what he knew Random House would rofisn on his booke 

Soff as hdis hinest enough tb make clear without vila ng it in his bibliography, . a Bind 
| _ Luge 2 ae ZT 

penanksbiy tiny bibliography for so \hagt-€ a book, o single print 2d pase 
he depedn 4 I 

(xxxviexxxvii) Ye uses instead, ih additon to his own and another novel, Hitler's 

“ein “ampf and “merson's Essays, all the most authoritative sources on Oswald and the 

assassination, obviously, /the thoroughly doshonest and couplet dly disreputable bookd 

of Jean Davison, Epstein ond Priscilla Meliillan. Of these we have seen a little and we 

do ag more 

vhatk@ may account for Lip other than mere cribbing, it is a fact that Mailer 

ee 16 / 
suppresses the most probative testiem testimony aptat Oswald and homosexualig# and wheter 

it was even possible for Oswald to have mada the money not otherwise accounted for, 
/ - bormunty ay 

Mailer's $1600 he sgys came from the streets of the Sane Santa Ana Marine baegs 5 That 

testimony was by the i Delgado to: whom Mailer has given so much stiention-usin, the 

disreputable Legend and his source while pretending nhis source was the Commission's
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publisher transcript of Delgado's ktestimony. 

4s I published it in Qswald in New “rleans, a book ceftainly Mailer should have 
—-_ 

read unless he intended completw and total disydpesty to g-goutn begin with, here is 

page 95 in its entiretly. Although the les? paragraph does not re late to the misuses Mailer 

nakes of Delgado's testimony, I ufbiude it because it relates to other Mailer's dishonesties 

7 

in his book that I refer vo, dn the felicitous phrase of my friend Paul Haller, a rethred 

‘ =f ce ee . 
reporter and publicist, as, changing, the punct tation, pe Osuald Stalee 

Mailer is so inoven}, go crooked or both that he built a major part of his 

phony case by such suppressiions that are essential for his effort to corrupt out 

history for his personal profit: 

5g 

\ : AT 

ALiebeler then asked, “Do you think he had any 
homosexual tendencies?” 

Delgado replied, “No; never once,” adding that “in 
fact, we had two fellows in our outfit that were caught 
at it, and he thought it was kind of disgusting...” - 

For all its pretended interest in ferreting out every 
detail of Oswald’s history there is indication a few 
secrets remain, at least in the official record. This is 
revealed in part of Delgado’s testimony that will also 
interest us in another sense. Oswald had been in 
Tijuana, Mexico, before the weekend that he, Delgado 
and some of their companions had a fling. Oswald 
knew his way around. As Delgado put it: 

We went down to Tijuana, hit the local spots, drinking and so on, 
and all of a sudden he says, “Let’s go to the Flamingo.” So it didn’t 
register, and I didn’t bother to ask him, “Where is this Flamingo? How 
did you know about this place?” I assumed he had been there before, 
because when we got on the highway he told me which turns to take to 
get to this place, you know. (8H253) 

“The bartender was a homosexual.” Liebeler wanted 
to be doubly sure. He asked, “Was that apparent to 
you?” 

Delgado was positive. “Oh, yes; it was apparent to 
“us...” (8H253). 

Oswald’s interest was not in this homosexual He 
“shacked up” across the street from the bar: 

Mr. Delgado: Right across the street from the jai-alai games, there 
are some hotels, these houses, you know; and as far as‘I knew, Oswald 
had a girl. I wasn’t paying too much attention, you know, but it seemed 
to me like he had one. (8H253) 

Delgado did not help the official account of Oswald’s 
alleged rifle skill. This part of the story is mixed in 
with Delgado’s complaints about the unfaithfulness: of 
the FBI reports of their repeated pre-deposition inter- 
rogations—there were four of them (8H236), lasting 
for hours (8H240). He 

rs } 

~f) 4. } 
LTV i be 
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LW Qe 

(So, Norman, Oswald knew et OrientL and Russian girls, huh? From the testigi- 

tol MO 

mony yOu say you auote? )
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In my ¥ verbatim quotation of “elgado's testimony I gave precise identification 

of its (Pemstoaion secon, tf ste ay available to Mailer. That he did not use Lt, 

that he in fact suppréssed it and said the exact opposite by citing conjectures instead 

of this first-hand knowledge, can be attributed to Mailer's wookednes, to his ignyfodnce, 

to det the ped prejudice with which he began and perhaps to other explanations. But the 

oNe thing that oath be ignored is his consummate dishonety in this, olfe of the claimed on. O 

and 6 htirely phony basis of ie. tare book ahh } i 

This @eesn nét_stanc t his vook or at this-very point in i 

Here he again mortgages his reputation to the work and interpretations of others 

as he repeats their discragées of all authentic scholars ip with the intended misuse of 

the death of PRC Martin Schrand, I quote Mailer in #4u1) of/ thi, omitting Mis camge 4d 

conjectures at the end of this riage having to do with alleged Komosexuality of American 

§oldiers in the * sue wate hey had only boys to "serviced¥them. That has no 

relevance excpt to thgose of ignorance and sufficient dishonesty to try to fabricate 

L ’ 
phony Cases on gxeysuch dishonesties and inWelevenS@ies Tue is what oiler Says on 

pages 284-6: 
MR. JENNER. Now, was the same group... still together at Cubi 
Point when you rejoined the squadron? 

MR. POWERS. [Of] the people in my particular group that origi- 
nated in Jacksonville, the only [ones] left were Schrand, 
Oswald, and myself... 

  

MR. JENNER. And did an incident occur with respect to Mr. 
Schrand? 

MR. POWERS. [Schrand] was on guard duty one evening and he 
| was shot to death. Now, I have never seen the official report or 

anything, but the scuttlebutt at that time was that he was shot 
underneath the right arm and it came up from underneath the 
left neck, and it was by a shotgun which we were authorized to 

\ _ carry while we were on guard duty... he was either leaning 
against the shotgun or was fooling with it, but he was shot any- 
way... we could never realize how a guy could have shot him- 

| self there other than he was leaning on it this way [indicating], 
and “boom,” it went off. 

From an affidavit by Donald Peter Camarata: “I heard a rumor Qe DBE 
to the effect that Oswald had been in some way responsible for the 
death of Martin Schrand.”"” 

Schrand and Powers and Oswald had traveled in the same car 
from aviation school in Florida to radar school in Biloxi, Missis-
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[ And remember, “‘ailer himself boasted,as the etract in the May 14 Parade also & 
2 

voaoth auflcins him, that his "studies" of the [ennedy assassination was—fess the books 

of "all sides."



~ 

unio ds ghastly when the @fficial sourcey that was readily availbdig to 

Mailer is considered, and that wassoffered to him when in 1973 I offered him access to 

all dy ia had. But before getting to that let let us again check Mailer's citations 

of his sources, 

second source 

Hioxtimest to to "anffidavit wm by Donald Camarata, a fellow Marine. Mailer 

cites it(ypoace xxvii) to Volune @ Vilitestinony , bageps 51 6. How much can Mailer know 

about what he is writing about when he says that an affidavit, a ex parte sworn 

statement, is Wy "testiony,' which js in-person and under questioning? 

Boos thi 8 not once more indicate that “ailer is usping the work of others as 

his own? !+ he had looked at Page 316 he would have found it obvious that it is not a 

page of testimony. 

Has first source can be the testimony because he quofes it. But note than 

in the remote event Mailer, for all his experience, did not know there would be an 

wiofficdal report" was told about it by Powers and then did nothing to get it or arn 

what it saved 

Then with this indicatuon that mailer does —— to the Commission's 

published record, he cites it often enough, he next cites not from those official 

t records he supposedly had and uses in his book : iT eT Epstein's Legend, Sill again 

Mtiox ranges for this to seem hiS dirct quotation from the Commision s testimony e ry 

fact the jirine he quotes was not a Commission witnesse 

There is what is not at all unusual for “ailer and his oviettons 2p thé midst 

all of this a very big lie that he gets from Epstein and oné as | assumes Epstein got from 
r orl ay in 

Persolls, "Suicide was ruled oute ‘Epstein is as good at apiece them as Mailer so hg. Crd 

£ olfows wth another whopper that Mailer used, as usualy, with no chooffing at all: 233 

"the death was ruled accidental '¢ accidental’ on the assumptio{ that the weapon had 

gone off accidentally." 

Epstein then wa says and 1G Mailer repeats that, intending a very big hint, 

"Oswald was on gaurd duty that night." Whether or not he Was is fest immaterial and
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it 

had he been he definitely would not have been where Schrand was when his leet éndede 

4s those phonies as scholars and as investigators Aipstein and *lier should 

have kam.y “qiler in particular because hevas a Hactuige and he knows about aurd duty'e 

It is conspiz_eenspe conspicuous that nebther of these mavens say where 

aaSehard Schrané was on guard duty and what siadanpeolee? 

Epstein was living it up and spendingCmoney that came from Readers Digest 

hand over first, helped in spel spoffing that money by the staffers the dDigest assigned 

Epstein's 
gaz to “Spsremrés so-called investigation, They all got their salaries and their expenses 

  

paid wherever they went. One of them told me it included the San Francisco area and 

Japane i Si the costs were not slighy. Much more, ih any event, that the actual cost 

of getting the actual truth cost me, less than $10.00! 

The problem with ZY learning truth is that it cannot be done if one is intending 

tO validate "Dae ideology with which one beginse In this matter it was the ideology of 

Readers Vigest, of Riastein, and at least.of some of the Digest staffers working with hin 

and wasting Digest money hand over first to eV@dlve what the Digest would lila, 4s they 

indjed did. Not that it was at all true or real, 28 a was note 

Epstein wad lasek Taunched as a "scholar" by the major media because he was 

doing a naste(s thesis that theM emerged as his Book Inguest.in it, among other things, , 

he staked gout a public claim to be endorsing the FBI's wonlgiie aiming his commission “a6 

critivgism at those he regarded as of the ge "left," iin which he nf hepguidance of 

and drew heavily on the att of the righte 
f 

“his has been his ie bby to suecess and acceptability ever since then.(He wrdtes 

what the major media profes Mth wits whol Dc ny anbawy Le Myla, 

“n order to what hesets out to do he pet se to avoid prima¢y scources. jh 

Whateve) fastein learened or did not learn about that in colle.e, ett Nailer cértainly 

learned it not later that at the beginning of his provessuonal life as a reportere So, 

knvoing as he iNavaertently told us h did, ¥ 6 the pt primary sources, was, that 

“ Gficial report," Mhiter instead goes f&r the Epstein hokus-pokuse
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oe have seen, "Oswald's sexual reputation" is entirely of @Mailer|é in- 

vention. He was "disgusted" by homosexuality. dnd as we see, there was not even a 

/ 
basis for suspecting fellatio- on guasndquty and in the open £paces with men all arounfl. 

What Mailer does here is truly 

LB



sippi, and all three had gone on together to Atsugi and then to 
Cubi Point. Epstein offers the account of another Marine, named 

| 
x 4 r 

Lule Persons, who 

... heard an explosion, which he instantly knew was a shot- 
/ , gun blast, and bloodcurdling screams from the area that 
l Schrand was patrolling. “The screams were like some wild 

thing. .. . I knew I wasn’t supposed to leave my post, no mat- 
ter what happened, but I just said, ‘Hell, the guy’s in trouble,’ 
and took off over there,” he later recounted. 

C About 50 yards away he found Schrand in a pool of blood, 
mortally wounded. His shotgun was about six feet away on the 
ground behind him ... It was determined that Schrand had 
been shot under the right arm by his own shotgun, Suicide 
was ruled out because the barrel of the gun was longer than 
Schrand’s arm and no object with which he could have 
pulled the trigger was found at the scene. 

At first... it was assumed that he had been attacked by a 
Filipino guerrilla and, in the scuffle, shot with his own 
weapon. But when no other evidence of infiltrators could be 
found, the death was ruled “accidental,” on the assumption enn) 12 2 
that the weapon had accidentally gone off when Schrand 
dropped it. The enlisted men, continuing to suspect that 
something more was involved in Schrand’s death, grew 
increasingly nervous about guard duty." F owe; 

To this, Epstein adds the following note: “A number of 
Marines asserted that Oswald was on guard duty that night and 
was possibly involved in the Schrand incident,” but adds, “After 
questioning nine officers and enlisted men who were at Cubi 
Point that night, I was unable to find any corroborating evi- 
dence .. .”!* = 

  

There is an uneasy gap in scattered details. How can a man be in 
| position to get killed by a shotgun blast that enters under his right 

| arm and exits by his neck? An undeclared possibility is that some- 
_ one was being forced to kneel and commit fellatio and so was in 

| position to pick up the shotgun from where it had been placed on 
| the ground at his feet. 

| There is no record whether Schrand, after all his travels with 
| Oswald from Florida to Mississippi to California to Japan to Cubi 

Point in the Philippines, is to be characterized as his friend or his 

ormentor, but given Oswald’s sexual reputation, there is no won- ee a: 
der that his name became vaguely attached to this event. 

| oe dfob ae
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It was not at Cubic “ay. “t was at # Cubi Point.
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tn this instgnce Mailer did not have to figure it out or heed what common 

fit i 
sense had to tell him,ythere was, as he soe hat amen ne, expectable official 

rn duqGrt 

ee ul 

uo (] th fcc ny sled fy 
report. ve Nailer's other of his trilogy of old'faithfulg, Gerald Posner's deliberately 

Mgistitled Case Closed was Y scanty helpe Posner did not ignore Schrand's death irtert 

entirely, He relegated to a note at the bottom of pages 23 and 24. Mailer also uses / OM a 

Summers as a source cia A with Schfmd.ae PUgner's footnote said so much less 

than Mailer wanted to say, vogarared/st whether or not it was woh or even reasonable. 

x SS . rn Ww 

So, he @ without question used Epstein. Here is what BPosner sajd: 

~__ 

f 2*On January 5, 1958, one of Oswald's fellow Marines, Martin Schrand, 

, was killed at Subic Bay in an accident during guard duty when his gun 
- yt 

id dropped and discharged. Summers alleges that an unnamed Marine, after 

the assassination, “heard a rumor” that Oswald was involved in Schrand’s 

Nn death. According to Summers, if that hearsay is true it could have provided 

the CIA a “handle” to force Oswald into intelligence work. After extensive 

' speculation, Summers finally concedes, “There is no hard evidence that Lee: 

. Oswald really was involved in the death of Marine Schrand...” end 2185 - 2efA 
_ a wee eV 

@Posner at least charcterized all of the as speculation, which is to gy 
a” 

give it a status it does ’s L joie i Vasler did not do thate So, obviously, he could 
i. al 3 F e iy 

not cite Posner when Posne¥ did say iva Bet PosWer also Aacarcay" and that was 

/ 

a 

NN 

even more unwelcome to Mailer, who was #8 presenting all this, to use his favorite 

Hp expressiong polisher fhe realitye 

His intent to do that alone cenfexplain why he aveided the d€"official report" 

of wh/eh he kneWe 

as The official report itself also explain's Nailer's avy dance of ite 

In response to wy check in advance for 69.65 the Department of the Navy sent 

ne "the investigation unto the circumstances surrounding the death of Prévate “ortin De 

Schrandees and the Judge Advocate General letter letteree.to theCommandant of the “arine 

Corps" after inquiry by the Commission. 

The finding was suicide. 

What Epstein does not say in quoting Pepsons he would have soarfed if instead 

y } rub. 
of squanding all tirose (thousands of “eaders Digest's money he has spent the sof .65
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Io did for the resylts of the official Sal ere oie If he had he would have lewrne/ 

learned aint Person, what he does not report and so, naturally, “ailer does note gris . 

of, Lt is They Perso is the one who reported the suicide. W 

‘Two inpepsting office, one in charge of that guard ‘oe was on it, the 

other one with him, “had just finished inspecting the guard, persays in the erypto 6 

van in the MACS-1 stp rage ar" geen "hdd justdriven.immediately beside the crypto ewd 98 

van when the crypto sontygy, "who was thié sandPer sons, "came running over, whistling 

and shouting" that thefentry across the way shot somebody." 

I onald Le Rode filed a statesent € confirming thy + quote that 

vas filed by Lieutenant #@ lubert B. S Cherrie Il. 

If a11 of this suggests, among other things, that Epstein had onformation that 

divected him to “arsons, an obvious sew source tne official péport from which t 

quotes 

But then if Epstein Wa&had done that he would have brought to light con- 

firmation of wha} I published in Oswald in New Orleans ina 1967 that neither he nor 

“eiler not PY sner nor any of the other apologists for and supporters of the official 

mythology want understood and questions graised about . 

here + note also the the Commission kept it all secret. 

Asielone with Epsteinnand Posner, who quoted from this of my books only in 

his, so a far as I can remember the FBI and all othé ge agencies whose files I examined 

vbw, as the .BI's, they were disc] osed to me or in the Comnissiokts files beginning in 

early 1966. 

Not to play detective games but for the reqder's understand”of what follows I 

note that rfieht imfisxa after what I quote from a name number of Marine sources, including 

shee Mailer/Epstein ‘iad wee - they -e& SWBPEEe suppress, that Oswald had a high security 

‘clearance in the Movines tha twas not included on his Haine eo records dxamined by the 

FBI and later given to the Commission. at 

Oswald, remember, was bq@nded a nGom: undid" by so many, beginning is diffetent
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used to mean that and nothing else by J. Edgar “oover, the Commission and those who 

Gf To § cc . : dat aw. tis ; supprted th#t # and the othe: assassination mythologies. nor exempting Posner, Epstein 

te fy Q 
» Davison and now Mailer. A Communist or "marxist" wtinrten security clearance in the 2“ 4 

m +o Pt, 2M resof in ldo ; OC, 
Warines? And this is IDLTEaC other —ectinafin the ingorey testimony I quotfa in Oswald 
es 
in New Orleans that even then continyued to be ignored by all sycohantic writks up to 

an /in¢luding Mailer? 

L quote from Oswald in New Orleans, pages 85=3: 

When men were being discharged from the armed 

PS - services for real or imagined connections with Com- 
, munist or those described as “Communist front” 

- groups, it is stretching credulity to believe it was 
normal for Oswald, self-styled a “Marxist,” who taught 
‘himself Russian and openly subscribed to Russian 

- papers, to have enjoyed any kind of security clearance. 
» This dichotomy did not trouble the Commission. It 
_managed to avoid gathering evidence bearing on this. 

My writings on the assassination and its official 
investigation have been restricted to what comes from 
the official’ information. Here I make a minor depar- 

ture because I think it is important. 
At one o’clock in the early morning of December 15, 

1966, in the Oakland, California, studios of Radio Station 

KNEW, I had just finished appearing on Harvard- 
educated lawyer Joe Dolan’s lengthy phone-in radio 
program on which listeners called with comments or 

questions about the assassination and its investigation. 

There was a man on the line who had called toward 

the end of the program. He wanted to speak to me but 
not on the air. Further, he wanted the assurance that 

our conversation would be private. This was, of course, 
mysterious. I took the call. 

The caller was disturbed by the “beep” on the line. 
He associated that with the required signal for record- 

ing. I assured him that the engineer was not on it, that 

it was not being taped, and that he could talk to the 

engineer to learn these things. Overhearing this, the 
engineer explained to me and I to the caller that, with 
phone-in programs, the beep is automatically built into 

the line so there can be no possibility of listeners not 

knowing the conversation is being broadcast. The 
stranger on the other end of the line was partly 
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satisfied. He alluded to this beep several times in the 
next hour and a half. We talked that long. 

It was part confessional, part shame mixed with 
self-pity and self-derogation, part fear, and all worry. 
This man had been in the Marine Corps with Oswald. 
From his personal experience, he did not believe a 
single word about the Oswald of this period that 
became public with the Report. He had agonized in 
silence for the three years between the issuance of the 
Report and our conversation because he knew things, 
he said, that had not been made public and were not in 
accord with what had been publicized—and he was. 
certain what he knew was correct. 

Following his military service, he had built a suc- 
cessful life, had a family, and was worried about the 
possible consequences of being associated with any 
account not in consonance with the official Oswald 
“line.” He feared he or his business might be hurt or 
that his family might suffer. By no means could I 
assure him that nothing would happen; I did encour- 
age him to consider the importance to the country, to 
his family and himself, of any information he might 
Possess. 

But he would talk only in anonymity. I respect his 
desires and will not reveal the few unintended clues to 
his identity that slipped out, I have made and will 
make no effort to trace him. 

Briefly, it is his story that Oswald was bright, not a 
kook of any kind, not a blatant or proselytizing Marx- 
ist, and really a quiet, serious guy. They knew each 
other socially and engaged in certain recreational activ- 
ities together. He never heard Oswald say anything 
about Communism, for or against, in all this time. 
More important is what he disclosed about Oswald’s 

position in the Marine Corps. The unit in which both 
served, said my informant, was one of three similar 
ones of which one was always in Japan and the others 
in the United States. Their function was classified. 

aspects of POswald'g discharge (pages iota yhat are here appropriate." 

  

Every man in the outfit carried security clearance. 
They had a security designation of which I had never 
heard. These were that kind of unusual military or- 

ganizations, 
Of all the men in the outfit, five had special “top” 

security approvals. The entire complement carried a 
minimum of “confidential” (the grade the official file 

records Oswald as having had). Above this there were 
“secret,” “top secret,” and a special one, “crypto.” Of 

all the men, only five were “crypto.” 
One of these was Lee Harvey Oswald! 

“Can you possibly be wrong?” I asked him. 

He insisted not. 
“Could your memory be playing tricks?” 
No, he was positive. He went farther when I ques- 

tioned him about “crypto,” which he indicated was 

“black box” stuff. I took it to mean a connection with 

nuclear weapons. 

If correct, this is more than in disagreement with the 

entire official story of Oswald, his relations with the 

government and the assassination. It is an assault on 

the integrity of many of the members of the staff of the 

Commission and of the investigative agencies. It raises 

questions about the transcripts of Oswald’s official 
Marine-Corps records. In every way he could, this man 

insisted he was not in error, that he knew. 

And he went into more detail. Correctly stating that 

Oswald got a “hardship” discharge so he could care for 

an allegedly destitute mother (it was common knowl- 

edge among his mates that Oswald had said he 

planned to go to Switzerland for study instead), the 

mysterious caller specified that Oswald spent his last 

two or three weeks in the service “with CID.” It is, 

obviously, not a requirement of a “hardship” discharge 

that the enlisted man stay with military intelligence. 

Immediately my mind flashed back to my first book 
on this subject, Whitewash: The Report on the War- 

ren Report, where I had exposed certain unorthodox 

pOswald and. Sekrana were among the five and only five admitted into that"crypto 
‘ Erypto 

Van" that required a eaynng/Clearance for cntering it and that clearance had Top Secret 

as a prerequisites 
, 

book to support thé | of ficial &# wythology, the @uly kind of assassination book Random “onse 

woufi publbsh¢é (and did) and the 

that is of quintessential importance in getting oe 

necessary for major sale volume. 

  

bt of course was not of intef est to “ailer thoYespite his fudging eaten 
w- 

only kind tht can have major— media ceeep acceptance 

all the attention so 

  

“o, Without their intendYg it and led to it as I was years ago by their omni- 

o 

sr 
OW
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preset dishonesties firs} by the agengcics that kept all of this secret while thér @ 

dire hints it had to exist and most regently by “ailer, here is the truth about Lee 

Y Ssh Mal wits toorey tb 
Harvey Oswald before he wn went to the end—imckumon-t the suppressing Navy and 

oeleeieas who. gave Oswald Bile fraudulent discharge and then when the fact that it was 

* a ee do to prosecture him for it to get him Sd Nerina with hin, 

for he would not l@ave without her, back to the “nited States. 

Now if we return to Hailer's quotation of the Fostamony of Captian Donovan, 

undery whom Oswald eweSteetworked in that Sryptp van as Nailer quotes it on he aoligeee 

> 
and then s check his sovre 

  

iotes do not identify, 

  

Where he quotes Denovan Mailer indicated some elision iN his use of that 

testimony, not ae of it. His second elision ‘is that the end of his longest tae 

wet. that does okt on page 318 of Don&van's tewt testimony. But it also happened that 

“ailer' s quotation eliminates what Jean Divison also eliminated in quoting from this @,\\ AO ( 

Pagee And it does happen that years before any of the highly—touted expexte applied y 

their special kind of expertise I also had quo/aa from those same records, on page 

93 and 94 of Oswald in New Urieans. So, if those people who supporbe the official 

mythology did not sogehoi wsee what sprang from the page to open-eyes reading, I did 

cite if in toch eee aout have read if he toid the truth in seying he used all sources, 

thich + dofbt iL liso dide men iy ais he Hy purlonsl Letter, 
So What is fait #tidisit, as in Poe's # story of The acre 

  

daster was right out there in the open for all of them to see au MA Lh? Z 

It is on page 318 sfgeright after where Nailer -stepd quoting from £ hat(page. 

As Davison had before ital as I did have in Oswald i Now Orleans on page 94. 

‘The o Commission counsel, Johth Hart Ely has asked Yonovan,"Did Uswald have any 
2 

NY kind of clearances ; 

\hAne he 
"Hel at to her/ad a secret clearance to work in the radar c@nter because 

bonoven replied, 

that was a mimimun requirement for all of us." 

A
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As we saw from the very testimony @lMailer, on his ion or from another, angipes 

; a : & 
in these chapters, Oswld was one of five who hadi even higher clarance, top secret 

wt Oey pt 
being required for the crypto clearaice only the otheY four HA and Yswald had’. 

How remirkable a cpincide it is, if e incidence only it be, that 

UL (adetilti.on fp fhvr ~ 
all of those-stal# stalwart dfeenders of the 4ssteteal assed assinatnon my ology) _ 

all quoting the same page, all manage to not quote the most significant information een 

Dt 
on that page for those ms who are aff ¥ dedicated to supporting and perpetuating tum? 

official mythology to the degree possible for them! 

ul uM 

In Mailer's supposed biography in which he uses tha biregr—ph biography to A 

CVA 
prove that Oswakd was. the assassin the actual f/éfiddf/f/evidence bk being, as he said, “Bo | 

"4 mpeNekrable" to him, fean it be that the line he skipped abeye also was "impretentrable" 

Waa 

"penetrablility"? Dsus 44 ooftarell. va hewh AbtHny Legune won Vn 

The @nly official and officially ordained candidate for assassin had at least 

when all those made-uLp stories of Osuald bE BE being homosexual were not beyonfi his porate”? 

a secret security clearence in the official testimony Mailer and the other syc¢phants 

Vite é 
cite and he and the others just manager, by accident to miss thet quotes 

1) say BBSh nothing about my having published it in 1967- with the proof that 

he had two higher clearances, Crypto and what that requires, top Secret, the corroboration 

3 7. “ 7S. s > : just happened happening to be in the Navy's Schgrand inquest#ée-that all of them write 
Le 

J 
about situ teoondhand or more remote sources while all ignored the primakjy, official 

source withou ante 6E then getting it when the all knew about it? 

TW fia w 
\ a uses as prehyrce the Epstein who would not” spendys9 5? for the official 

sehat’nd report while squandering thousnads and thousznds of dollows of Reader Yigest 
Zz 

money all around the wor! if Mo fabricate the fake that Mailer adopts about Oswald? 

Fis all by the Mailer whose introduction to thé *arade for Sunda ty Nay 24 adaption 

ign his "concluding portion" oi his book boasts that he used in it «11 the "studies 

analyzing the Kennedy case from all sides?" Only not nf&e "sides" and without a single 

book that disagrees with the official Yythology in his wini-bibliography?
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Although there is a s imply enormous amount more of it, this is also and adequate 

view of Mailer as the "scholar" ad of his "scholarlghip" that was so highbylauded, It 

is also an inadequate if enr enormously incomplete portrayal of those other eminent 

scholars, Gerald Posner, Jean Davison, Edward Epstein and Priscilla lichiillan.



By now it should be apyrent that if a really definitive "analysis", the 

vine _wsle 
word puffing him and his work up in the Parade excerpt) of this pathetic Nailer's Tales 

the tot1a numher of page he has published in all those very sane had published 

would not provide tig@épace required by a thorough jobe 

This is not and does not pretend to be such a Joell prc Whey its 
a 

immediate povpose A is to make a record for amchgn on oof ab~ 3 mane nately, 

Uae rth ee 

  

painful as any of ‘Tiie-te-ne-a andi al the (Attention it got t further mislead 

and confuse the people, is adequate. C10 a 

Leg/‘there be those who were Z dispea ised w i ZL cenior frond to this 

very bad book as not even Oswg L¢ id Stake, chang wo iickon ition rote Spur 

a little closer to reality, those who did not like it when 1 soiid that -e% actual (a uel 

information about Oswald Nailer is not even "stale" in what he uses, total suppression 

not being the same as using old stuff, the limited reference to what Hailer 

pliner paded Tgnathise from ignorance or not, referred to above is ample proof that 

he EX not have $6 toh that ig g@ important even as "stale" 4nformations/” lis joo 

As Mailer seid at the end of his Harlot's Ghost, To beeentinued..)" 

2 (0 b— — a ' ! i say this with the\Ssurence that the worst is yet to come. 

Mishing and mashing as he does to m¢ke the mishmash so difficult to follow 

and with all that wanecees unnecessary~ to aby the least- Ww jumping and jerking back 

and forth the above is Mot quite the end of Mailer's Part I of his second "volume" -+#kee 

- 

tence ope in America." 

ife ha S yet two more chapters that are not of ‘Oswald in Aerica’. 

a just before what he dftribute. to Dinovan above Mailer has Oswald leaving 

x4 er than returning to the United muaeee It is what can now be called éypical Madlersque 

account of ond% ld's life, his lbomennien, typical in what he omits. Here is how he begins 

pge page 402 ol Oswald af the end of his first part afte: after Oswald left Afie Soviet a 

Wh Okcroll 3» dfarhix far 1
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Next day he embarks on the SS Marion Lykes, a freighter that car- 
ries passengers from New Orleans to Le Havre. There he lands on 
October 8. Then come London and Helsinki. On October 15, visa 
in hand, he leaves by overnight train for Moscow, where he arrives 
on the morning of October 16, and falls into the not inconsider- 
able company of Rimma, our Soviet guide from Intourist. 

Endless debates have gone on about how he obtained his visa 
and whether his entrance into the Soviet world was routine or had 
been stage-managed in advance by the KGB. It is best to avoid 
such debates, and indeed, as our next chapter—a quick tour of 

| Moscow and Minsk—will try to point out, it is almost irrelevant 
how he arrived. - 

  

aa 

Davison ij nipless bogie on hous wald got to Helsinki en route to the USSR. 
J 

She says that tron Havre, France, Os wales sailed t Nios eoreet ete sin oka Ya the : 

i." (page 74) nh bel eae al a wl same day he flew to Helsi 
aol sgt) 

Mailer, without soured g on this (Yavisot/also is without eivee; says that 

Oswalf] landed in Southhampton on the eighth while Davuson has it the next al 

on the” eighth s 

ey) 
This a one is one of many of Davason's Games. Oswa}d did land in le Havreyand 

Abe S thnemoton the next day. But plailer does not even say when Tho l@ left 

England. Which was a bit wiser Fhan addregsing the evidence on that. Prey friend Epstein 

says just a ict More but he also falls a bit short of reporting the reality of 

augre 
which he was well avare and the others shouid have been, That Mailer was is a good a 

4 

reason as can be for his not mentioning that in S28 pagese . ) 

| ‘ i ‘ oly Bsteingays b (page G3) that Ositla Landes. in Trance on the 4 
4 

Lert a _Soui t=: 

Por 

hagiyton on theminth and then gets to the probly! he could not ignore as DaVasison (and 

Mater Os te Says, 

r he Left Ffeathrow Airport in London Aine) "De stamps on his passport show tha 

| tees that memes sume day on an internatipnal flight and landed later 

/ that evening in Helsinki, Finland. Since} there wqs no divet] tA livekf light from 

London tb Helsinki during the time Oswald was in London, Oswald must have changed 

plahge’ at ome city in Europe." , 
XG J 

His source noon this suys that the CIA checked all schedules, ¢/found no 

vu 

flight that could have fit Oswald's known schedule and that led some in estigatora yf un 

rnc speculate that he micht have flown in a private planes" (page 288)
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Going back a few words, words being the staock in trade of thybe who play 

& With them to poustity the official mythology and their own, when Epstein says 

that Oswald cdtto Pelsinki. "that evening" he is talking about close to midnight Hel- 

sinki time, That is edly "evenings" It was but sisutes ifr. the next dayy hat Life A ney 

What Hostein does not say is that the CIA checked all posibilities and there was 

no possibility that Ysuald could have ae a stopover in any out fe world, 

not stonoficone. 

Noncthless Gerald Podner liked that notion, picked Stockholm, whe:é the CIA had 

proved it was impossible. and ne\Sys that 'V/ now Usuald did the impossible. 

Now I do not know what private investigators" Epstein is talking about but 

the nore (probable explanation tthey all ignore is that he was flown in a military 

vane, ugha rel plow 

Whatever explains ‘{t what is without alidstior fat the fritish official gta 

stalps establish when Oswald left ffeatnrow and the cihts investigation established thet 

' i the time Osynld did check into his Helsinki hotel he could not possibid/ have 

gotten to Helsinki oh any coneroial flight/. 

"Private" is one possibility. Anybody have any idea what noi lhe person" would 

-have spent % hat tome and noney WE getting OWald to ffersine the night of the day he 

Left Pranhnowy or pi could have had any interest in when or how Yswald got to Hel- 

sinki? Z 

The “faée facts are as * state ythei abovee Unless en von LL sn arin 

in sayngtt he fread anf i#kindexed those Gok Comuigsion 26 volumes he knows all 

the forgoing because they were my sourdy as thejfwere Epstein's who sof Zenornodee 

it. 

But “Shad without doubt is beyond any question at akl, “ailer's is a lnowingLly 

inadequate if not deliberately false nonexplana tion pant. It cancot be only anaecident that 

in all those pages loadedjith all his nonsesne and especially eonjectares, he omitted 

how gnd when “swald got to 4elsinki because he did not know what the problems with G
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lef wb 

& #o work/his way around that Y%. 
he , f 

After shed finishes quoting Yonovan as retdict/above Nadler adds that because 

j flaca } ‘ aod 

all the “yrine's communication codes are Mcthodically ch-ngedt" that may be why "the KGB 

EY ae ae 

showed nD quick interest in b-ewbriefing” “svald on military matters." 
Ag 

what fe ‘may " to Mailer is to & same “giler under other concidition not 

vl 

"may but bullshit. There is No reason for his conjecture and the known truth is that 

‘ . i __ Renine ae a 
the KGB sized Gfswala up through its ntourist guide, who indicatepto H ailer 30 years 

later that she worked for the KGB and! [ivtourist ae aspen, The KGB wanted nothing 

to do with dl wanted him out of the cputnry<s soon as his authorized time 
« ‘ . 

expireds jr{ ua jul 

9 Bache what he would refer to as this Bullshit if it OY ee work rc of +a 
/ 

offers, Mailer says this mnegnt "they could be patient with Ogdalka and. study hime" 

oho KGB had no infrest in OswalcA, no ng to "study" sen and contrary to the 

assumptions of the plailers, the Hosteins and the othefs of that ilk, Oswald had no 

legitinate sant tence sec betd fins codes were changed and that ws was the onli 

secret he could have had and the KGB caian ft give a afanpbout thelntt knew that 

as coos Oswlds surfacing in Moscow was in the Ye papers all th. codes would be ganged. 

However «ting this at the end of his fit {det covering after Mos Oswald was 

back fron the USSR lg/as sensible J onyhing else in ties book. 

fthe rest of this “art has no real méqings it is just padding and again, it 

doadgwith what happened in th Us6R nofin that "Volume" but in the one that is sup 

poed to be aboff Ssthia after he was backe
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As we saw, he apologizes to the CIA for all hhs many mistakes about in in 

his Harlot's Shost. From what he displays in this book he is no better wequipped in his 

supposedly coming sequal to his faulty Harlot's Ghost as he was when he Wrote that book. 

When we cont{ Que it will be with fact, official fact. not the mumbojumbo ghat 

characterizes Mailer's writings.



to 
homing 

missiles, 
and 

this 
piece 

of 
equipment 

is 
used 

to 
put 

your 
radar 

i 
antenna 

several 
miles 

away, 
and 

relay 
the 

information 
back 

to 
your 

site 
w
h
i
c
h
 

you 
hope 

is 
relatively 

safe. 
H
e
 

had 
been 

schooled 
on 

this. 
A
n
d
 

that 
kind 

of 
stuff 

you 
cannot 

change. 

Mr. 
Ely: 

Did 
O
s
w
a
l
d
 
have 

any 
kind 

of 
clearance? 

Mr. 
Donovan: 

He 
must 

have 
had 

secret 
clearance 

to 
work 

in 
the 

radar 
center, 

because 
that 

was 
a 

m
i
n
i
m
u
m
 

r
e
q
u
i
r
e
m
e
n
t
 

for 
all 

of 
us 

(8H297-8). 

Oswald’s 
prerequisite 

for 
returning 

to 
the 

United 

S
t
a
t
e
s
—
a
 
promise 

not 
to 

be 
prosecuted—is 

contrary 
to 

the 
regulations 

quoted 
from 

W
h
i
t
e
w
a
s
h
 
above 

and 
with 

‘the 
seriousness 

of 
the 

promised 
offense. 

It 
is 

hardly 
enough 

to 
say, 

as 
does 

the 
government, 

that 
Oswald 

said 
he 

did 
not 

give 
secrets 

away. 
There 

was 
no 

official 
| 

p
r
o
c
e
e
d
i
n
g
 

to 
discover 

the 
truth 

after 
he 

returned. 

One 
of 

the 
longest 

depositions 
is 

that 
of 

Nelson 

Delgado 
(8H228-65). 

It 
was 

taken 
April 

18, 
1964, 

by 

Wesley 
J. 

Liebeler. 
In 

its 
37 

pages 
much 

is 
destructive 

of 
the 

official 
case 

as 
set 

forth 
in 

the 
Report. 

S
o
m
e
 

of 

the 
most 

fascinating 
leads, 

whether 
or 

not 
lost 

upon 
' 

Liebeler, 
are 

not 
in 

the 
Report, 

not 
even 

by 
indirec- 

tion. 
S
o
m
e
 

are 
consistent 

with 
an 

O
s
w
a
l
d
-
g
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
,
 

Oswald-intelligence 
relationship. 

Delgado 
concurred 

with 
the 

others 
in 

reporting 
Os- 

wald’s 
access 

to 
“secret” 

data 
(
8
H
2
3
2
)
.
 

H
e
 

placed 

_ 
Oswald 

in 
“the 

silent 
area. 

That 
is 

the 
war 

room” 

(
8
H
2
5
9
)
,
 

not 
exactly 

w
h
e
r
e
 

one 
expects 

the 
M
a
r
i
n
e
 

Corps 
to 

assign 
“
C
o
m
m
u
n
i
s
t
s
.
”
 

In 
distributing 

mail 
in 

his 
barracks, 

Delgado 
learned 

that 
Oswald 

was 
getting 

C
o
m
m
u
n
i
s
t
 

literature. 
Those 

superiors 
to 

w
h
o
m
 

he 
reported 

it, 
including 

a 
Lieuten- 

ant 
Delprado, 

“just 
brushed 

it 
off. 

He 
didn’t 

seem 
to 

care” 
(8H260). 

The 
h
o
m
o
s
e
x
u
a
l
 

questions 
also 

brought 
negatives. 

. 
W
h
e
n
 

Liebeler 
came 

to 
the 

end 
of 

his 
long 

interroga- 
tion, 

he 
asked 

Delgado, 
“Can 

you 
think 

of 
anything 

else 
about 

him?” 
; 

Delgado 
said 

he 
had 

never 
seen 

Oswald 
drunk, 

though 
he 

knew 
Oswald 

drank 
an 

“occasional 
beer.” 
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“
u
s
.
.
.
”
 

(8H253). 

Liebeler 
then 

asked, 
“Do 

you 
think 

he 
had 

any 

homosexual 
tendencies?” 

Delgado 
replied, 

“No; 
never 

once,” 
adding 

that 

fact, 
we 

had 
two 

fellows 
in 

our 
outfit 

that 
were 

caught 

at 
it, 

and 
he 

thought 
it 

was 
kind 

of 
disgusting 

...” 

For 
all 

its 
p
r
e
t
e
n
d
e
d
 

interest 
in 

ferreting 
out 

every 
. 

detail 
of 

Oswald’s 
history 

there 
is 

indication 
a 

few 

secrets 
remain, 

at 
least 

in 
the 

official 
record. 

This 
is 

revealed 
in 

part 
of 

Delgado’s 
testimony 

that 
will 

also 

interest 
us 

in 
another 

sense. 
Oswald 

had 
been 

in 

Tijuana, 
Mexico, 

before 
the 

w
e
e
k
e
n
d
 

that 
he, D

e
l
g
a
d
o
 

and 
some 

of 
their 

companions 
had 

a 
fling. 

Oswald 

knew 
his 

way 
around. 

As 
Delgado 

put 
it: 

écs. m
 

We 
went 

down 
to 

Tijuana, 
hit 

the 
local 

spots, 
drinking 

and 
so 

on, 

and 
all 

of 
a 

sudden 
he 

says, 
“Let’s 

go 
to 

the 
Flamingo.” 

So 
it didn’t 

register, 
and 

I 
didn’t 

bother 
to 

ask 
him, 

“
W
h
e
r
e
 

is 
this 

F
l
a
m
i
n
g
o
?
 
H
o
w
 

did 
you 

k
n
o
w
 

about 
this 

place?” 
I 

a
s
s
u
m
e
d
 

he 
had 

been 
there 

before, 

because 
w
h
e
n
 

we 
got 

on 
the 

h
i
g
h
w
a
y
 

he 
told 

me 
w
h
i
c
h
 

turns 
to 

take 
to 

get 
to 

this 
place, 

you 
k
n
o
w
.
 
(
8
H
2
5
3
)
 

“The 
bartender 

was 
a 
homosexual.” 

Liebeler 
wanted 

to 
be 

doubly 
sure. 

He 
asked, 

“
W
a
s
 

that 
apparent 

to 

y
o
u
?
”
 

Delgado 
was 

positive. 
“Oh, 

yes; 
it 

was 
apparent 

to 

Oswald’s 
interest 

was 
not 

in 
this 

homosexual. 
He 

“shacked 
up” 

across 
the 

street 
from 

the 
bar: 

Mr. 
D
e
l
g
a
d
o
:
 

Right 
across 

the 
street 

from 
the 

jai-alai 
games, 

there 

are 
some 

hotels, 
these 

houses, 
you 

know; 
and 

as 
far 

as 
I k
n
e
w
,
 

Oswald 

had 
a 

girl. 
I 

wasn’t 
paying 

too 
much 

attention, 
you 

know, 
but 

it 
seemed 

to 
me 

like 
he 

had 
one. 

(
8
H
2
5
3
)
 

Delgado 
did 

not 
help 

the 
official 

account 
of 

Oswald’s 

alleged 
rifle 

skill. 
This 

part 
of 

the 
story 

is 
mixed 

in 

with 
Delgado’s 

complaints 
about 

the 
unfaithfulness’ 

of 

the 
FBI 

reports 
of 

their 
repeated 

pre-deposition 
inter- 

rogations—there 
were 

four 
of 

them 
(8H236), 

lasting 

for 
hours 

(8H240). 
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defense 
and 

his 
own 

(though 
he 

always 
m
a
n
a
g
e
d
 

not 
to 

show 
up 

for 
those 

electronic 
confrontations 

with 
me 

that 
he 

had 
earlier 

accepted), 
as 

a 
competent 

and 
e
x
p
e
r
i
e
n
c
e
d
 

lawyer, 
should 

have 
latched 

onto 
and 

probed 
and 

prodded 
until 

he 
had 

obtained 
from 

Thorn- 
ley 

all 
the 

witness 
knew. 

It 
is 

not 
at 

all 
out 

of 
step 

with 
his 

own 
and 

the 
Commission’s 

record 
that 

Jenner 
did 

not. 
N
e
e
d
 

we 
w
o
n
d
e
r
 

longer 
w
h
y
 

this 
t
e
s
t
i
m
o
n
y
 

alone 
was 

separated 
from 

the 
other 

evidence 
on 

Oswald’s 
Marine 

Corps 
career? 

Thus, 
what 

might 
have 

been 
a 

major 
revelation 

remains 
instead 

one 
of 

the 
major 

mysteries, 
officially 

hidden 
by 

the 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

but 
now, 

I 
think, 

smoked 
out. 

It 
is 

particularly 
pertinent 

in 
the 

developing 
N
e
w
 

Orleans 
story. 

There 
are 

m
a
n
y
 

other 
things 

in 
the 

record 
that 

bear 
on 

this, 
some 

negatively. 
For 

example, 
no 

m
e
m
b
e
r
 

of 
the 

staff 
ever 

pursued 
this 

strange 
inconsistency, 

Os- 
wald 

the 
Marxist 

in 
a 

position 
of 

high 
security 

trust 
in 

the 
M
a
r
i
n
e
 

Corps. 
It 

s
h
o
u
l
d
 

have 
been 

a 
t
r
o
u
b
l
i
n
g
 

legal 
hangnail 

to 
each 

and 
every 

one, 
and 

to 
the 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 

of 
the 

Commission. 
Instead, 

the 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

used 
the 

least 
desirable 

method 
of 

gathering 
“testi- 

m
o
n
y
”
 
and 

that 
on a selective 

basis 
only. 

Ex 
parte 

and 
incompetent 

depositions 
were 

taken 
from 

Thornley, 
Nelson 

Delgado 
(8H228-65), 

another 
former 

Oswald 
Marine 

Corps 
chum, 

and 
his 

former 
superior 

officer, 
Li. 

John 
E. 

D
o
n
o
v
a
n
 

(8H289-303). 
F
r
o
m
 

all 
the 

few 
others 

included 
in 

the 
record, 

there 
are 

but 
brief 

and 
insufficient 

affidavits. 
With 

one 
exception, 

all 
reveal 

a 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

interest 
in 

whether 
Oswald 

was 
a 

homosexual. 
That exception 

is 
the 

m
a
n
 
who 

arranged 
dates 

between 
Oswald 

and 
his 

sister. 
Lieutenant 

Donovan, 
“the 

officer 
in 

c
o
m
m
a
n
d
”
 

of 
” 

the 
crew 

in 
which 

Oswald 
served 

(8H290) 
, w

h
e
n
 
asked 

about 
whether 

the 
m
u
r
d
e
r
e
d
 
accused 

assassin 
had 

been 
a 
homosexual: 

‘ 
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Mr. 
Ely: 

I 
believe 

you 
m
e
n
t
i
o
n
e
d
 

earlier 
that 

he 
did 

not 
s
e
e
n
 

to 
you 

particularly 
interested 

in 
girls. 

W
a
s
 

this 
just 

because 
he 

was, 
interested 

in 
other 

things, 
or 

do 
you 

have 
any 

reason 
to 

believe 
that 

there 
was 

a
n
y
t
h
i
n
g
 
a
b
n
o
r
m
a
l
 

about 
his 

desires? 
Mr. 

D
o
n
o
v
a
n
:
 

I 
have 

no 
reason 

to 
suspect 

that 
he 

was 
h
o
m
o
s
e
x
u
a
l
,
 

and 
in 

that 
s
q
u
a
d
r
o
n
 

at 
that 

time 
one 

fellow 
was 

discharged 
from 

the 
service 

for 
being 

h
o
m
o
s
e
x
u
a
l
.
 

He 
was 

in 
no 

w
a
y
 

tied 
in 

with 
it 

that 
I 

k
n
o
w
 

of... 
. 
(
8
H
3
0
0
)
 

Perhaps 
Donovan’s 

most 
significant 

testimony 
tends 

to 
cast 

Oswald 
in 

a 
different 

role 
than 

the 
Report 

and 
indicates 

the 
m
a
g
n
i
t
u
d
e
 

of 
the 

breach 
of 

security 
and 

military 
trust 

he 
t
h
r
e
a
t
e
n
e
d
 

at 
the 

M
o
s
c
o
w
 
E
m
b
a
s
s
y
 

when 
going 

through 
the 

motions 
if 

not 
the 

actuality 
of 

defection: 

Mr. 
Donovan: 

I 
recall 

that 
he 

got 
a 

hardship 
discharge. 

We 
offered 

to 
get 

him 
a 

f
l
i
g
h
t
—
t
h
a
t
 

is 
a 

hop 
from 

El 
Toro 

to 
some 

place 
in 

Texas, 
~ 

his 
home. 

He 
refused. 

W
e
 

considered 
that 

n
o
r
m
a
l
 

in 
that 

if 
you 

take 
a 

hop 
you 

sacrifice 
your 

transportation 
pay. 

W
e
 

offered 
to 

take 
him 

t
o
a
 

bus 
or 

train 
station. 

He 
refused. 

But 
that 

is 
not 

particularly 
unusual, 

either. 
I 

recall 
that 

he 
was 

gone 
for 

s
o
m
e
 

period 
of 

time, 
and 

shortly 
before 

I 
got 

out 
of 

the 
M
a
r
i
n
e
 

Corps, 
which 

was 
m
i
d
-
D
e
c
e
m
b
e
r
 

1959, 
we 

received 
w
o
r
d
 

that 
he 

had 
s
h
o
w
e
d
 

up 
in 

M
o
s
c
o
w
.
 

This 
necessitated 

a 
lot 

of 
c
h
a
n
g
e
 

of 
aircraft 

call 
signs, 

codes, 
radio 

frequencies, 
radar 

fre- 
quencies. 

He 
had 

access 
to 

the 
location 

of 
all 

bases 
in 

the 
west 

coast 
area, 

all 
radio 

frequencies 
for 

all 
squadrons, 

all 
tactical 

call 
signs, 

and 
the 

relative 
strength 

of 
all 

s
q
u
a
d
r
o
n
s
,
 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 

and 
type 

of 
aircraft 

in 
a 

s
q
u
a
d
r
o
n
,
 

w
h
o
 

was 
the 

c
o
m
m
a
n
d
i
n
g
 

officer, 
the 

authentication 
code 

of 
entering 

and 
exiting 

the 
A
D
I
Z
,
 

which 
stands 

for 
Air 

D
e
f
e
n
s
e
 

Identifica- 
tion 

Zone. 
He 

k
n
e
w
 

the 
range 

of 
our 

radar. 
He 

k
n
e
w
 

the 
range 

of 
our 

radio. 
A
n
d
 

he 
k
n
e
w
 

the 
range 

of 
the 

s
u
r
r
o
u
n
d
i
n
g
 

units’ 
radio 

and 
r
a
d
a
r
.
.
.
.
 

a
 

Mr. 
Ely: 

Y
o
u
 

recall 
that 

various 
codes 

were 
changed. 

N
o
w
,
 

at 
w
h
a
t
 

level 
were 

these 
changed: 

Was 
this 

an 
action 

of 
your 

specific 
unit, 

or 
a 

fairly 
w
i
d
e
s
p
r
e
a
d
 

action? 

Mr. 
D
o
n
o
v
a
n
:
 

Well, 
I 

did 
not 

witness 
the 

c
h
a
n
g
i
n
g
 

in 
any 

other 
squadrons, 

but 
it 

would 
have 

to 
be, 

because 
the 

code 
is 

obviously 
be- 

tween 
two 

or 
m
o
r
e
 

units. 
Therefore, 

the 
other 

units 
had 

to 
c
h
a
n
g
e
 

it. 
These 

codes 
are 

a 
grid, 

and 
two 

lines 
correspond. 

. 
. 

. 
There 

are 
s
o
m
e
 

things 
which 

he 
knew 

on 
which 

he 
received 

instruction 
that 

there 
is 

no 
way 

of 
changing, 

such 
as 

the 
M
P
S
 

16 
height-finder 

radar 
gear. 

That 
had 

recently 
been 

integrated 
into 

the 
Marine 

Corps 
system. 

It 
had 

a 
height- 

finding 
range 

far 
in 

excess 
of 

our 
previous 

a
 

aria 
and 

it 
has 

certain 
a 

limitations. 
He 

had 
been 

schooled 
on 

those 
limitations. 

It 
cannot 

operate 
a
b
o
v
e
 

a 
given 

altitude 
in 

s
e
t
t
i
n
g
—
i
n
 

o
t
h
e
r
-
W
o
r
d
s
,
 

you 
cannot 

place 
the 

thing 
a
b
o
v
e
 

a 
given 

terrain 
height. 

He 
had 

also 
been 

schooled 
on 

a 
Piece 

of 
m
a
c
h
i
n
e
r
y
 

called 
a 

T
P
X
-
1
,
 

w
h
i
c
h
 

is 
used 

to 
transfer 

r
a
d
i
o
—
 

radar 
and 

radio 
signals 

over 
a 

great 
distance. 

R
a
d
a
r
 

is 
very 

susceptible 
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