Chapter )()(/)/ Penetrating the "Impenetreble" for "America's *olstoy"



add-on -Hailer_on evidence
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\Jhe(fer he was caught up in his endless nonsense lajiler included in his defense

; < e
thatl was ney\r a real response¥more nongenee indicting/real (evidence, what he so stud-
P .

iousl(a avpided, nol avoiding it denying him his booke

4

The i‘Jew"/'York Yeview of Yovks,which had has a long and undeviating record of
refusing to {}ublishi anyth_g:g factual about the assassination, that not displeasing those
who adver't‘sﬁe their books in it, books that seek to perpetuate the official mythology,
published a long liailer article in its issued dated bay 11. That, of 'course, wag Jusj;

/k ;1;7%&7/5(4& (v(

another promotion fo¥ the book that just would Yot sells i ton included
a letter from i, “erbj.é@ Difonzd of thg (Q]’gag—(—lhicago—l{ent College of Law in which
he refers to Hailer's "explotation of Jack Ruby's Iob connections" that are any kind
of regl '\connec’cioﬁlin the minds ol the ubju‘ t-matter ignoramuses of the assorted
innumerable theories. It% DiFonz@'s conclusion about Ruby "that he was as sophi=-
sticated as the next criminal,"

Hailer's response, in the same issue, begins, "Nothing is more true of the
events of Nove‘]}mber 22-24, 1963 thaty that they are systematically dysfunctional. How
does one bhegin ti knéw what one knows about this case is unknowable?"

Tratbf;la'ted from Hailerese a‘mto Englis;[(, he is saying that i Wossible to

I -
know what the evidence is and m-ans and there is no way én which Msible.

This amounts to a reforuulation of his standard denunciations oglz idence
that he comdemns, for example, as ”impenetrable'/.' because he cannot have the actual,
available official evidence of the crime itself and still have his boolke

In the course of this lailer confegses that one of his prime sources)ﬂ of his
substitutions for the actual ev,}‘énce, %Posner's book is only intermittpftly reliable."
That in Mailer's own ignovent opinion Posner was only "intermittently relj:able" when

aloo R /
he treats it as authentic beyond ques?Lion is Mailer's owp characterization of)his own

writinge
bgiler wrote in the artiile criticized, in his own worﬁé in his letter in which

he defends himself and his v riting, more of his mind-reading, that "Ruby pnly returned




mailer on evidence NiRevieu-2

to the gﬁ City Jail after 11 g@e All for téngentisl reasggifégor auld lang syne, for th

opportunity to brood over his'gilurc to shbot Osnald;ik?pparently referring to wh Cé
l%ﬂﬁ#ﬂﬁyaqukesaa% then the police showed Oswald to the media the night of the assassina—
tione Attributing this mind-peading to Posner and adding some of his own, which ranks
less high thaly he evaluate's Posner's, liailer concludes that letter saying of Ruby the
Oswald assassin, "My_basic point is that Ruby was not only an amateur hitman but he
was sMZred stif@i?of the task before hime"

rﬁlis, no doubt, explain's Ruby's success-with a single shote

o get to his "basic point" Mailer is Mailer, the lMailer who simply makes up
whatever at an moment seems to be:ayp:gﬁgigtg:ﬁ£:$ha%:he:&hiﬂkﬁ.adVSnceh’what he kﬁts

A
to bcg;%pllcved whether or not $hre there is any basis for it or even if it is rational

and because he ig the Mailer of those two‘f%litzers and of Mailer's own creation in the
minds of those who respect his earliest work and in the minds of those who remember all
that he created about himself. There is nothing that shames him to himself, nothing too

utterly nonsensical, nothing thst reflects his fadfﬁal ignorance too much and nothing

about which he cannot or do?s not conjecture regardless of hthfsléé ib—dmdxkaex it id
established to be by {;lTe;)‘a’é’f'ua'Zf official evidences

Mind recding as usuzl and as ususl from the grave he has Ruby returning Zo the
City Jail after 11 aM...to brood over his fé}ﬁre to shoot Oswald" the night of the
assagsinalione Higﬁ\the "3 thét is omnipresent in the works of thase who support the
official mythology he conjectugga?%gqiis "basic conclusion" saying, "Beven if Ruby knew
that Oswald was still at the City Jail at 11 4M, he mighg: another indispensible to
Mailer and those who write as he does - "have tarried at Western ggion in the hope he
would not encounter his target. " Dhen hlq "basic ppint," the "basic point that comes from
//congdﬁurebzlqproven by the readily ava¢1able established facte

The actual "basic fact" is that %}:y did not "tarry" at Western Hnion.

e 1eft as soon as he sent his money order to his stripper. }his is not only the official

evidence of which HMailer was ignorant, the alternative being that he merelgflics, which




Zi is not abwer aberrational for him, it is established by the /Money order itself,
I have un original carbon copy f it through the kindness of A.I.English,\ﬂhe-rv{as
the agsistent manager on duty that morning. It is staﬂtimed 'OV 24 AM 11 17."

It was only four minutes later that Ritby shot Oswald (R21), In tlro?t four minutes
he had to cross the street, go to the garage entrance and get down past the police
guard to vhere the crowd of reporters was, along Yie: any police, to where the elevator

from the floors above openg,
That permitted no tarrying at all. Ruby had to have bee-lined.
That Ruby was there. "for the opportunity to brood over his failure to shibot
Oswald," that he "torried at Western UAn:i.on," ald that he "tarried" there was ;i?ae
by Mailer,
"in the hope that he would not encounter his target" was all jgs{t made upf &ll of it
ﬁd%%%%y the?%manyone writing on this suﬁ%jmnest and ¢

decunUuusHmem i qust lnew, 811 eyccE)t the Mailers of big reputations and publishers who will

publish any am}:mt% in any way supports the official account of the
ym
agsassination 1ope to make moneyof\mm:éét.

This is typical of Mailer in this travesty of a book of his in which he defames
himself as no egeb enemy could hope to. le Jl;li‘} akes up what he wants to be regar
CW%ﬂwywm o0 o bk uor VT iy od] vin 14ﬂwf W@(‘%mJl‘ M7

“of how faloeAand’iﬁ§5§§Ible that isy Ao A
“u
TW{ "the events" of the assassination " are systematlcal.l.y dysfunctional"
and the eotabln.sheﬁ i‘actf/m the assassination -not necessarily the official reprdsen-—
tation of %hnm Wy but the official facts themselves— are ta Mailer "impenetrable." £Z4m%f77’
dv u.s is lailer the fraud, Mailer the failed, lailer the ﬁW who
)2
lacked the simple, everyday honesty of giving his f ailed book up_) ! himself and ﬁ‘“’)
g ) e
hisr readers that he know;/{):.ftter than i‘aact‘:‘&rem his £ \q@m—the-—graxre ESP and mind »

v,
P »
reading aﬁaﬁjﬁét plain 11e« hc makes # up in his effort to hide his pmExt

personal and professional bankruptdy, hld moral baeruPtcy, too a.ny lic that B.ZT any

moynt he thinks may serve an imme dmte neul of his writing and of his puerile efforts

to defend it,#eomilo WM—MVWL Meﬁ

Perhaps, the word that the Hailers, the Posners and6 the others of their




gutter morals nequire, this also explaing the astoundh{g indecency of Ma@%eféé fabrication
of his assaudt on Harinag &%?wald's youth that as we saw he knew was false, utterly

«nd unquestionable false, when he made il vp. Perhaps, to use this word again, that

vias thé\Eéﬁzggﬁg—ﬂankrupt lHailer getiting even with her for her refusal to confess to

what he knew he had made up so that he could have that titillaetion to give some life

to his dim and dismal and ever so bor#&ng Oswald in Hingk that he recognigzed as an
utter and complete failure, a book he did not dare offer for publisation.

Whether or not this explains the wnmandiness of this seif=cofceived macho
in defaming Mavina tue grimmother, and unless he is that kind of sadist requiring that

|
Igfdisgusting way of getting his kicks, what clse can explain it? -it is Hailer's

oun protrayal of Hailer and it _5.;7%1/3:;@ lailey chavacterization of Mailer!'s
pothetic tales of I-‘Iailerff;% %/ &/WLW ‘j p@&&&ﬂ/{,

It is part and parcel,absolutely essential to his falsity that the "events"
of the assassinatign are "systematicall?gdysfunctional" and of his protestay.on so
necegsary to hig "basic" lie that the facts of the assassination are "impenetrable."
lailer had to tell and to depend on this lie to be able to add to his failed Oswald
in Ifingk what he hoped could get it published. He knew that unless it supvorted the
official assassination mythology the Random.h%use with wlich he contrmcted the
book would not consider publishing ite. That not only is ils decades-long record, regard—

wWhat its vice president and executive editor ﬂohtzggkiﬁ/

less of its ownership.YZ%§§;
network

;oomis actual told my friend Dan Beckmann is its firm policys (Dan is a TV/techniciah

~

living in and working oui‘of Charlotte, North ?arolina.)
In fairness to Random louse, in the Tairness il” does not deserve, it is not
%ﬁbne among publishers in refusing to publish what in one way of another doeﬁhot
support the official assassination mythologye The record on this became clear with
the more than a hundrea Bz international rejections I received for the very first book.

on the assassination, impoirtant as that tragedy is, without a single adverse editorial

W 30 Yot
coment. That is a book that is still basic and from which 4 got not a single letter or



insert on 5

Faced with the fuct that what he made up did not work and did not save his

literary disaster he had to try to sa¥d(, }ﬁs;miginal concept of Ogwald in Minsk,
hig embellished rehash of the official assassination mythology and that for all of his

B3P end mindered mind-reading he still\hM very large hunk of trash, Mailer had to

some way ‘get around the established official fact of thesssassination he had had ab-
solﬁ:ely nothing to do with for so many years, /%: had to try to explain that away.

Whether or not he had to explain this himself, and stating this as a fact requires
/{x%:hiler—like mind reading, he did have to try to explain it first to his readers and

then to those who were critical of it. llis "impenetrable" nonsense and his "dlésfunctional"
gibberish are onl}], paxrt of it lig begexf it in his book, as he had to if L’}/l?ﬁ/‘ vere going
to reach and influence his ¥ caders, é&ges originally numbered begimli;lg Sﬂher%

. A o
i I dg 1777
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Chapter nmy eTic Tork

bkg -
In gupking=dadiler's Hgéginning of his

v tdtled, with hisk)a‘é_—’g)are
face hangiu%'out, of all things, "Evidence," I described what he there said as the
writer's ultimate confession of bankruptey, Here, with some of what would have been
readily available towkizg bim if he had accpeted my invitation of years earlier to
have access to all L have:—ﬁdwe prove it. Had he not been the inveterate 1%§ﬁr he is
throught this evil book, the liar who boasted of his'%w Ehoroughyéanscackinglgg the
Commission's evidence, nobgdy would have had to put it all together for hime lt is all

%A
there, fpr all but the bifﬁﬁ?ﬁf—%héfﬁaifiifborrupt to see and to understand.If the man
had the pride in his workmanship two Puliters éhould require of the honest writer he
will never overcome the shame, the disgqégce he hag brought dovn on himself with this
trabésty, this farcd, this parody of serious writing, this prostitution of great talent
with words, this mockofy/;ufi&ﬁﬁ“writer's mind, this ultimate outrage he perpetrates
on our painful historye
What heﬁbtually said to begin his mistitled chapter on "Evidence" is

WW&G(‘ It will be obvious to the reader [this is the modegty/of the man shining

‘ﬁ%zgiz_:);hrough] that one does not (and shoul%)not respect evidence." (page T75)

y His only Ypalifiéation of this is with gg;h$é; of those endless little touches
o{?ié?shonesty in the words that follow immediately on what I quote above, "with the
religious intensity that other Eﬁ&ng 56 A"

"Religious" and "intensity" are needed other than to deprecate "evidence?"

Would it not have ee—e becn enough to stop HeEevhere in initial quotation
of him I stopped?

oula itﬂhave been been enough, had he hopesty of intent, to say that others
regard evidence as more significant than he does in this case?

I it honesty that had him inse#fén parenthesis that rxyxds readers "should

not yrespeut”ovidence?”With or wiE7hout that "religious intensity" this is what Mailer

sayse

S . 0 . . . . = . ”
In saying that he says that opinion, meonin:: his opinion, mz is supermor to
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evidence, What else can he mean by his very first words in this chaptep/;

il
”A/Xﬂﬂﬁa If one's answer is to come out of anythéng larger than an opinion, it is
I
Y b necessary to o@ contenJXLLtl khmax questlono of ev1denco

s ) él) fi
gt

The evidence he never gets into? ﬂvw’{’Wﬂqu /\0%
This is where he adds the lies about whether or not Oswald "could fire the
shots in tlno," Ksingx and then dluregurdﬁég all the most probative evi%nce he fails to
meﬁjion, that the best shotu in the country were not able to duplicate the shooting

attributed to Oswald.\aad/lhe offlcaalb4ar¢nes evaluation of Oswald as a "rather poor
Ao hir NodoL,

on Prying

He then argues, s we saw, that "one can? gvyx to explore into every

'shot.'" And ever so much else/ﬂ””f AL

last reach of possibiJity, only to emeu encounter a fdisheartening truth%Eb&dence,ézn
zg%égk%éby itself,will neVer Probi:he the aﬁfswer to a mystery. or it is the nature
of evidence to produce, sooner or later, a counterinterpretation to itslf in the form
of a contending expert eee'

These are the lies of a baar bankript writer who)when faced with the qgﬁgalh
e%i4éncg)caunot face it/or of the equally bankrupt writer who did not bother to learn
what the acd;al evidence isjﬁiéﬁéii—preferring the novel he has had in mind all along to
ahy realitye

L .
Here were have liailer taking us back to qdieVal times, Mailer the Compurgator,

Or ig he lailer the Ghampion?

"G -
# In those days, bfore cvidence as we know it beeame the standrard of cv11112ed
Ao rgnd s /

gpcietie ,rpullt or innocence was established by fightsy with macesv r spears, the winner

ch

taken as thc ighteous cause. Or by compurgators, those whose opinions for and against
a N .
tho\ccused vere baken 4 as establishing guilt or innocnece, by compurgatione
e i s
lnd Hailer's7firet words in this = chapter say opinion, wf uhich he éénts/ﬁis

- .
opinion, Qh4/;uper10r to evidence. Ile then equates anything anyone he refers as an
he
i /
"expeit," Ab*ﬂ%%%%ﬁ%ﬁ#«gﬁuc that Joﬁﬁbr #anﬂ' *arine, Zohmyeay "argue) fs superior
o thue
to ovldonc%jand—beeauae hé//fgueg\giféé s at least as dependable as Actual eV1dence.j?
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W

Ag Hailer actual]ﬁ pres sents it, \M/i,lle farcical Zahm ofi'ers as his opinion
aQ \/‘Y

is at least as probative \md/]uO{ute, the actual Jesting, albeit under vastly improved

conditions, of the firing by the best eshe pro:tess;n,onal shooters in the countrye. That

all of them fomd th: shooting %trlbuted to Yswald to be impossible is in lMedieval
g Tpaclar
Hajler's ;juolpgei ent Baczative nepated by Zahmjlvacuous opijion. And chs\}ﬂ/comlaeedes

f I R F—
(@vj_d(—:nce Vol ”/,ﬁwil.*_ never sete solvep" what he erexs refers to as the "my.ster
uhal
£ p b §
"Byi denee" actually, rather than in liailersese, means\'t?cfestabla_sh/ fact,
?

and that, without 11;{3/ r%honal question, is what that shoo ulngdm by the country's best
M/

profesesional shooters @ doj they established that 1t\éa’a fact that the shooting

_ e The s
attribited to Ysvald is imposiible. /lﬁha—'é—'—'ﬁl/Zainn. cannot do and tnat}ﬁu’tucular Zahn

did not dos
Thug lailer's fellou litevary uboref, like Posner, make up the fairy tale that

: & .
Oswald Tifred earlicr and thug had enouch time, The fact is that if there had been an

earlier shot, it could not have been by Os&-@ald and the tim@ I-Ioulé/,('{;ill have been inadequate.

& -
Hailer was even less restrained in his condemnatuon of evidence as evidence and w

; “
his opimden that liis opinion was superior in probative value t@ what the law describes

Sy

as evidence. Tt is woﬂfm repeating whmﬁloug.rd (;.;oodman wrote about Mailer's three days

» hiladelphis, . ,

at the Ullin_}l'Si(ﬁy of Penmsylvania in th(}\Phi&ééa&.—ph_’z/a Inquirerq ; MMW Inedpn

\M‘J’ Im“' A J- Vi A . A . PR . \Q‘{ . o g .
w e fact of the matter is that hibstory is\xactly like novel writing.
ﬂ/uW‘CU e ‘
hey're both fictione «e.Ultinately, nothing in history is tuue.

How, then, did ilailer lnow that Oswald was thé as»assm”\/%s how Goodman

reported that:

V\I/ Minild + said he decided ‘it was likely' that Oswald acted alone in killimg
MU/ -
)\}/\/‘i President John I'e Kemnedy - not from the evidence, 'which is imprenetrable,' but

( B“cau se I got to knou his charactere..sfhis is a man W ho had this idea of him-

delf thal he's estined for greatness,'llailer said, 'That is the kind of man
n

T who does commit an assassination.

Io(
Whide I repeat these words, Mailer's saying that the "ev:Ldonce" ﬁprent!‘able"

7 (,Mé ) /AW(/}U M“W
mostly because that is what I soon adc,u’ess,r%«ﬁompurga'tor llailer's r@asomwis, he



6OA

And whether Hiler says all of tbis because he knows he cannot use the actual
evidence and gtill have the book he((cont,r-acted, the only kind of book Random House

will publish?
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says, and his only rcason;is "Because I got to know his character," because in Mailer's
0 wruhl ! .

opinion, . he was "a man who had this idea of himself that he is destined foi/ﬁéeatness.

That's the kind of\éﬁn who does an assassination,"

This is not Hailer intending to prove that "history is exactly like novel
writing," that "Théy're hoth fiction." Nor is it Mailer seeking to prove that "ultimately,
nothing in history is true." This is Mailer exzplaining why he does not use "evidence" in
his tome, sa%ing that his proof is his bpiniom,that Oswald was "the kind of man who

doci). commibt comdt anssassindition,”
Or, becauvse in lailer's opinion Oswgld "was the kind of man who does commit /éﬁyéﬁﬂ?a

and agssassination,”" on that basis and on that basis atine alone Hailer has dumped this L;;kféZﬁf

no other proof of any kind is needed,
With this the "opinion" that is superior to "evidence," is it not indeed t
w0ndorvﬂ§%there have not been innumerabl?,moreygsassinations?
(;{7 Consistency not being a lailer fauly hé\ha&/; different erion of the evidence
and about Osvald's ¢ uilt the next month when he appard appeared with Schiller on the

A

Cl "Larry hlng Yive" ﬁhow oi Yarch 27. Then his conviction was oniy "a 75-percent

1A

!
conviction thaé“hb ww§i//hllty, and if I would have been his lawyer, I could have
gotten him off."

Modesty altso not being a lailer character flaw he says that he is a better law-
yer than any real lawyer and although Oswald was "75-percent guilty" he would have had
him free and nOHL cuilltyelhen Iailer sald of the evidence not that uh was "impenetrable"
but thatKThe evidence is so difficult and trl%éky." that, giving no other explanation,
Pat is how he would have walked Oswald.Andf by then e I‘1ailer @ was less certain that
fmmlﬁs”dmnmhw”ahme@mmhlmm'WO$mmﬁn.Tmﬂma&dd,"I just think probably

he was the lone killer,"
question

Soon King was taking calls. The first/was from Williamsport. Pennsyhvania,

>

VD\4¢U/14V_/ "eoe how can you say thaLoswald vas a lone killer, with that rifle that was

e/ (/(/(/%7 /

e |

A0
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According to liailer, Osweld e wil
ouiltyl;

not guilty;

or perhaps guillye

S0, he wrote his book saying that Osuqld was guilty, maling no meﬁion of
how he wvould have proVen Uswald was not guilty or explaining why he is not €ertain thatv

Osi . 1d wvas guiltye.



supposcdly used, a tidird-rate rifle, and the timing fact, from Oswald getting

from the sixth floor to the second floor in &'}pr%%imately a minute-and-a—WgFhalf?"

Hahﬁ{'s ansver begins with hig boast, ""Well, like I said, if I had been his

lawyer I could have gotten him ofi."Agaln 11aller g1vef no explanatlon of how he:eﬂﬂéd

el o
had he been Qpﬂald's lawyo¥)he coul ) gevtcn the 0u11tyC§duald—£weed. Having written

A,
the very %fge, boring and cambersome boolk based /on his opinion thit Oswald was inNfact
guilty, without that there being no interest in Osuald or in any book about him, lailer

e hon '& ondincly
has, or at least presseéf gifferent opinion of Oswald's gullﬁxﬁlt is my impression,

it's my belief, on the basis of my coming to understand him, that he probably did it,
becagaé?sualdxvas Wasigpable of extraordinary actions." Still again, in all those
blubbered-up pages of that supposed Oswald biography, there is not a single "“extra-
ordinary action' fkiler attributed to him, A;Z>f/

I have omlttegﬁ nothing nValler'sneuponse to the question, which Via s really

sm’rﬂw\ 04\,}17
a st-atemen, that it gg”impos; ‘ble for Ugswald to have been the sixth—floor shooter and

still have gotten to where hews actually seen on thegsexond floor. g ghen h gave his

ansvers
- T <
VQNLMN( "llow,you can say, how did he ever get from the sixth floor to the second
It D
ﬁi:?izz;/ floor? I think he was in a state of transc@gndence. That is the onl%/expla—
nation."

King then :sked memelg, "Really?" Mailer responded,fThe harder question is,
if he didn't do it, who was on the sixth floor."
Wiyi\morc than eight hundred pages for that "harder question" Mailer made no
mention of ite.
Or oé Oswald's "transcendence" in doing the impossible,
Ahe Oxford dictionary's definition 05 =2 "{ranscend" is "to go or be beyond
igz range \of human experieMce or belief or description, etc.)" 1} defines "transcendent"

as "gping bekm beyond the limit of ordinary experience." Transcendental is "To transcedd."

This, then is Compurgator Mailer's proof-that Oswald did it, by "gping beyond



—_—

ot M i [l b Tintusay [k,

the range [or the limit] of human experience.

d! @‘ { %%/Wl/l//l O’Wﬂ/
the Compurgator

lle is to Hedievaligt Hailer/guilty beause he did the impossible
N Jartial ' ~
\"Ii\lj{t this 3 kst review of yl"lailer on midtznes "evidence" we can take a look

.
al what he could have seen if he'd cored a bit about anything o’clwlﬂthan what he made up,

|
yade hn
what he wanted to be even if i%a%s not and could not have been,, whaizm—beé:ﬂg,/ able to
o y.,,ﬁ,/vwxa L9

submit a book that would not automatically be rejected. ome of what I had put together
o ndde Ngnt acft’ g
from the(loi‘ficial evidence @nly/p'i‘rom what he said he skmbimd so "thoroughd#y" a study

of , albeit not until afpfer thifty year, affer he@emgg pgasbfiealized in 7%_nsk that
L dd Tl pantet:,
the got nothinz’r of any real value thereﬂ(to expose his fellow Random House literary

M

kind of book Ifa.nd.om

whore P\olz—ijrn higs effort to support the official sssassination mythology, the only
i

ouse would publishe
w
Posner phonied up what he falsely represent% was evidence. Mailer ignored

——

—

the evidence, # for the reasons he gave that we saw above, whatever his actual reasons
may have becne Because they both whore for ladame Random House and because it was
all available to haj_ler, & he knew, if he had wantéd any contaé'/p with reality, with
the actual and the very official evidence, it is both fair and appropriat & that what
I prepared tb rcefute Posner's shystered—-up prosecution case be examined to determine

whetherg or not it is "impenetrable" or "transcendental" or in any way %QD(

" difficul‘:c_ and tricky." MM@&W&MWMed
te—t%;’g:tz(ty/ ; ‘ i.oh-llad ention 42 1o Mailer makes po reference

: of
to Most of the officially-establsbed fact of the assassinationfndtead he disﬁiﬁﬁééri%'as

"jmpenetrable." Poor man, he had little choice if he wanted to salvage what he could of

all that work, ,the money and effort wasted on the silliness of the concept of Oswald in

i
\ ) '
linskeIn the end ve see that if Mailer had applied "transcendental'sZ his book rather

n
",Than to the acual evidence" he would have enjoyed an edtraordinarily rare moment of
\ .
'ﬂsz‘7 - A —~ule
transi‘borié truth in his entiroy 4= year. -long project that engded with so trulgt sorrouful
\

and pathetic . Bguliailer's Tales Of the JPK Assassination.




phone call frenxanyxof zkhesnanyxofzuhiehsisxiirkonnosezsoxeriiinat tyzepnpiakniagzufz

complaining of any unféférness or inaccuracy from any of the many of nin it I

wrote so eriticalliyte That very first book on this so important an event in our history
\
) .

is \till, after three decgdes, used in co{Llege;dL and wniversity teschinge

It stackn, it is basic, an it was, of coursc, rgadily aveilable ’121;0 ligiler as

4 U ha MM/WDM‘/

to all others, including Posner) who had/\and ignored i%), Hewes Lf MHailer had the early

interest in the subject he claims to have had, he did get it when it {irst ape ared
hvo, ,
even though in bis book hr (i//ol s ite e lmew of it from me mot later that 1973,

: vvﬁ'kw o€
which iﬁ*ﬁéiéiiﬁéﬁ‘%chbca he then had from me an invitation to have
access to all L have. He cannot have had any T eal interest in the subject mf‘bter

without knowing of all those FOLA lawsuits I fought and won and of gkl the hundredy

. &
@i‘ thousandé@—ef pages of once-withheld officialm got in those many ﬁ.@suit%

Bhat—the Mediler xho said he would get back to me and ncver dlg wls

that Mailer's cldar statement that for him and for his kind of writing fact % %

burden and a hazard.ké ‘W The ”474/'4 e he W‘/M 44 W k7 /)Cd/"?

wvwdﬂ il JrSent and bp) 577-6

To réthirn to publn..;h s and their record on this subject, I urote what Wy

Mn 24
M(t as Case Upen in Harch, 1994 beginning as soon as Posner's misttitled Ease
(%) Ltk‘( [:(/(,(/, 7,7/?3]/\/1»{) I/?(f\r o
(410 sed aprearedy™ L lost my agunM‘ d had no publisher. My agent refused to represent

that side of the controversye So also did the next half-dozen or more I asked, When my
friend Richard Gallen her heard what I was weiting he asked tose it. He is a long-

/}l dey ﬁ]/ . .
time publls 10 algo sometimes copublished with some of his clientse.After he read the
first six chapters in rough dvaf, and with my typing rough drafl means exceptionally
rough, he phoned me with lerman graf also connected, They wanted to do the booke I said
I'd send him clear, retyped copy as soon as the friend who was to do it could get startede
They did not want to wait. Thdy insisted they would have it retyped in their officess
They also said xtxhxﬁ they wanted to wdit ite. Iy response was thaf_lt certainly needed

,,,[4(/‘(54/»4/(
editing! So, as ! finished the rough draft of eachichapter I sent it upe

L(Mhen I haw wi

I was promised
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\
a copy of it when it was all rctypedjdybbwl LJJUU7bM3
N i W’/L//}/

When I gaw what A@-g¥en et in type I was stunned! It was those first few
chapters and a couple of others, several just chopped off and used incompletely, with
most of the manuscript just butchered out. When I complained I was told I had agreed to
editinge “hus butchery boecame editing. I was also told it was that or nothing, With
no other possibility and unable to trabel I decided thal a fifth of a loaf might be
better thon nonee I corrected the abundant mistakes and returned the corrected proofss
The book was published with all those errors I'd corrected carefully preserved, It had

two different subtitles, neither mine. It had no table of contents and no index.
It had no promotion, bo no advertising, and if a single review copy was sent out that
was keﬁﬁ secret from me. But despite this cheapskate publication within a few months I1'd
received about five hundred letters of praise some go high it was embarrassinge
What was npt eviscerated was so devastating to Mailer's prize source, Gerald
-(-/)\J. (A'jt([]
Posner, that allihe could say about it proved what 1'd gaid of him, that he hag
’f&oulﬂl?}?ﬁgolling the truth even by accidente

Random House sold the paperback rights to Anchor, a Doubledﬁy subsidiarye To

it Posner added a short note at the beginning. L it all he could say of me and of what
. ‘ 0

I'd said in Eg§g Open about him is that Case Open was my first cigercial publication. In
ﬁz fact, here and abroad, it wag the twelfth or thirteenth.

There remained the fully retyped manuscript 1'd beey promised. I asked for it
and it 'was promiseq,/lt tool simmmk a half a year before I got the last of ite

, Lu’ffw/

lMost of what fedl on tﬁe literary slaughterhouse floof\aS‘ hat:E\had done to
Pgsner's ghie’ cheap prosecutor-type brief againgt Oswalde I'd addressed it as a defense
lawyer would have. Posner'd epitomization of @iishnesty provided a fine opportunity for

doing that, for giving Oswald the defense he never had in any booke Livery word of it was

~

,JQQQ;ﬁ; of ficial evidence, 1t00e

So, when L read Mailer's book's second part, purportedly largely from the official

ovidence, Pretty much the same opportunity presented itself, That was immediately in




A

duad el
It also shows, of course, the exceptional, the unprecedented means taken to keep -

- £
from going public with hi 8 disagreenent, the disagrecnent Coopr also adamantely
I\
qﬂﬂ}cd and to a degrec Yoggs also did. (L write it for tzgig;blisher to place in g
magazine to promote the book he was to publishe le did nothinhewith it. de made no

such effort, said or asked nothing and did not bother even to return it.)




m, mind as soon as L read Mailer'§. preposterous, pre-publication pontification to
the Universitv,uf Pennsylvapia's bistory studonts)that the evigence in the assagsina-

v
tion was "impene%\bable." That irrationality ats 3

in advance that Hailer had
avaided ov misrepregentced the evidence of which he knew one way or another, whether it
vas real evidence or note. lie was copping éut by popping off. That was obvious. So also
was it that no self-respecting writer would so foul his own nest if he believed he had
any choices

I uscf'what L had @f writiten about my relatikns with former Warren uommission
Momber Richard Russell to refleet that little time as he devoted to his Commission
vork Russell had not found the phonied-up basig of that Heport, the fictional single=-

) [

bullet thooryvhat is glorified by referring to it as no wers—2 worse than a theary, to

| O e
be in any way Y"impenetrable." New—I-usep; also—to—showthat—the avtual official evidence

is-neti ay_iilnpenctrable
. ,O/V'YY i ——————
Now & usef.éﬁwﬁ;was hacked out of Case Open that comes SH¥IFEXFXfrom that official
N

ovidence to show that it ie anything blt 5 "impenetrable,"
What alone remains "impenetrable" is that a successful and mucirhonored
writer could go besmirch himself.

As lawyers like to say, the facts speak for themselves, vome of those facts

noA%Apr removed from Case Open BEXPUBIERNSE follov,. "
B W ah
In writing that book I was confronting Posner and what he had written and
,l
& S5 . AV . .
what—he—had-—wrdtion was like a prosccubdfm case. I therefore made specific reference
to each item of his case by its page nuwsber, dnyone doubting the case for exculpating
vewald thus can check both the allegation and its source and the defense and its source,

ah o) 1 1 ¢ oo | * A .y 5 W
which in dach instance I citede Neither Posner nor anyonc else of whom I know has done

, ]
that with reggrd fo what was published.g0 éiﬂdZ Z{ﬁééb ”




It happens that what disproved Posner's prosucution—type casge against Oswald
coincides to a large degree with the mumbledé)tumpled, Jjumble ysi—Fhi which Qaller ,
i) % G
pumncele@-his reader and truth, so what I urote two years earlier is)relevon “/“)p
It fits Hailer)and il he sces it}it should give him fits.

By the time I wrote what L did about Posner and his book I could no& longer use

the stpgee stoirs to our busemwent whére all the official records L obtained by all those
POLA lawsuits are filed. But gecause all of my books comes from the official eﬁidenceéu
and becavse all I wrote is referenced to that official evmience, citing my books was and
is to cite the official eVidence itselfs For the Mailers aﬂﬁ;he Pogners and for all

A L j
who exploit and commercialize the ussas31nat10nraﬁa'GB'HBETEB the worP,LfEke %—\VfEEE_‘_"//
required to get a good grasp of the official ev1dcnoc and of its meaning, uy books are
in effect an index for them, lorve, if I misused or misrepresented it, it gave these
commercializers and exploiters a perfect opportunity to puff themselves up by

4

being critical of ite The record of three decades is, however, as = indicate above with

regard to my first bock, that not a single one of those of whom I wrote so critically
has written or phoned 1@ complain that what + wrote about his was unfair or inaccurate.

Lhis apokies also to ny %@gﬁggigggggd which was published six months before I write thise
(heyf &
ALL that I cite to my q/arllor books was available to Mailer, t%%*:s what he

chould bave had if he was serious about writing anyfhing other than another novel he
would pretend s nonfictione He also claims he had and "ransacked" the Commigsion's
twenty-six bblumes of hearings and exhibite, “hus each and every citation of them in

vhat follows was in his posseggion and in effect was indexed for him to find expeditiouslye

_what
What this really means, as it meant about Posner, is thairﬁaller had in his

e frotda
posseasion end claimed ge he used as his s5ﬁ§6§}wﬁgf he in fact suppressed an?brazenly

lied abouts
Jdub%.wdiflvv

Uhllk) those who read minds and call “dhat nonfiction, what I wmote addressed

1B]

7~ LY l’
the conpﬁg'ﬁiiﬁsaﬁiicti,what lavyers call the body of the erime, not the 1rrelGVan01és \

I 7AAL7 cidop oy
and what lMailer 1maﬁ1ncdaud his charocter assassinations to convey guilt b &"EEEE?\

/
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tonzbegnenziarrhiaz in a "collegial szlute" to him and(g few othersf for their

"implicit assistance of their work."



Posner had gll ny books.fﬂu 1i xts all but one in his bibliography hui that one,
Bl gty (
Osuald in New Orleans,is W»cib@s./“e does that to pretend I er@ed and cbd fhet”

with a sinister motive, If he had been half the demon investigator he pretends to be,
Ljad had the little perspicacity required to use a phone book, he would have learned
that whatever one of his disreputable sources gave him, 1 did not err. His criticism,
his sole criticism of seven bocks, is political stupidity to begin with but it is
also ihﬁug‘f'ror because it is based on n:?/aldgess he did not bother to check before
soundin{,; off.

That HMailer used. Posner at all'E;:ould have been, had 1 not regd his sad
tales of the assassination, a surprige. But he does use and(depend on Posner when he

knew he could not. In his own words %@ in his "epistemologically dysfunctional"

lotter to The Hew York “evicw of l‘5(,)oks,he says, " I am the first to say that fnsner's

book is only intermittently reliable." In this Mailer himself is "epidtemologically

dysfunctional"” because he used Posner knowing he was not alwgys reliable. No honest,

self-respecting writer does that cr admits it. ."'
Hot an honest writer intending an ivonest books “hich means being honest with -,
hus reader as mkgi% as with himsclf, WWW( WWWA ko W W L@M%ﬂ
As we see, Posner was almost neve@ "reliable," 4s we sEE also see, the official
evidence it%(&s thise |
Bven when Mailer makes his confession i his gick ego dominates him,
Hé 7as not "the first to say/"a/nything at all critical of Pogner and his booke
Jugt lailer being Hailer bogsting about himself even when without saying so he
in & ar:tﬁéﬁ! confess to using a source he knew was not reliablee
What was eliminated from Case Open in publication is much too long to include
all of it here. I do not use as much as I'd intendéd be€ause off the length. Yhile it
may appear that some of thémhapters/from itl that follow relate only to Posner,
and it is he theyaddress, I be&ievo that after they are read what doesfnot appear to

pertain to lailer and his book will be seen to have gpplicability - to him and in fact
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to all of the motley crew who commercialize and exploit the assassination of
President Kennedy in their own variations on and sui)por'b of the officiaik mythology
about that assassinatione
lailed did not, for example, launch personal attacks on those witit whom he

disagrees in his book as Posner dide But his book )g’e,nd what he claims for i}— and says

Thoas s et
he does dn~ii=4n inherently Auchan assault—upon—thein.
Long as his })ook is, there is much of the official evidence Mailerpignores
N~
ik it that Posn.r did nots Pyoner was dishonest in the illustrations of this that follow,

of T

fay from all(if’ﬁm original manuscript of Cagse Opene lMailer was no less dishonest in

suppressing that evidence from his book and hig various childish explanayiong of this,

Y
as we have seen, ave in themselves dishonest. These ill strations are therefore pertinent

to oxamination end understanding of what “ailer did do and did not doe
ALl of what L wrote in a rush and sent to A/ew York as soon as I completed the

roggh draft of each chapter of the book has retyped there. I have distribyted duplicates
- | 9 @ '

of the diskette of it to friends in academe so to that limited degree it %5 a record

for history. Although retyped it is rpugh and entire@/ unedited., This is true of the

chapters from it @ Exnpkaxdtketckiem that followe They have not been

edited.

In evidentiary importance perhaps most important of what does not follow

is the lenpth at which I presented the official evidence that, rather‘thari as the Posners
and. do not use -
and the lailers use/wha.t they do of it, to pl ace Oswald at the scene of the cfime at the

time of the crime, in that sixth~floor book deposgitory éaa‘.&dﬁ:ngﬁlen the shots £
{wwéo T ¢ 6
allegedly were fired Trom I }('l‘l/u;ty{lofficial evidence, misrepresented and lied about

beginning with the FBI and the Commigsion, in fact prpves that “sv;ald was not only not
\  avd et ot Ll dy

there—~ ff proves he could not have beerds However, Ln wt lengthy writing, I drew upon

whar'{@z is geattered throughout my earlier books so it still exists as a record for

our higtorys

T believe that what 1 used instead of it gives an «dded insight into the lllail;/ﬁers
and the Posners and into their books that has it&{own usefulness for this record for

3 kg 108 o 7
our history.this I have nof done elsewherc except® as incidental to other writing
L ]
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LETTERS

«THE AMATEUR HIT MAN’
To the Editor:

In Norman Mailer’s fascinating explo-
ration of Jack Ruby’s Mob connections
[NYR, May 11}, he speculates on explana-
tions for what he considers the largest
stumbling block to the Ruby-as-hit-man
scenario: the fact that Ruby was conduct-
ing a Western Union transaction just min-
utes before he shot Lee Harvey Oswald. As
a former federal prosecutor and later
defense attorney, I have no trouble with
the concept that Ruby may have taken a
personal detour en route to his murderous
assignment. Nor should anyone experi-
enced with the often fractured logic and
manners of criminals be surprised at their
inefficiency. '
I recall one complex heroin conspiracy
trial in which I represented an individual
whose role had been to provide counter-
surveillance services for the main heroin
dealers. The government had, however,
identified him early on in the scheme, and
federal agents tracked his movements toa
local pizzeria where he was hanging out
with his girlfriend during part of the time in
which the heroin changed hands. I was able
to persuade the jury that the timing of this
pizza excursion was convincing excul-
patory evidence. But it was apparent o
everyone but the jury that he had merely
been goofing off during part of the crime.
. Crimes are not always committed logi-
cally, methodically, or intelligently. Every
prosecutor has a store of anecdotes such as
the bank robber who wrote the hold-up
note on the back of a utility bill, and defense
attorneys often argue that the sheer stupid-
ity of their clients’ actions showed their in-
nocence. No one has suggested that Jack
Ruby was a “professional” hit man, and his
frolic to run an errand minutes before he
shot Oswald suggests, to my mind, only that
he was as sophisticated as the next criminal.

J. Herbie DiFonzo

Chicago-Kent College of Law
Illinois Institute of Technology
Chicago, Illinois

lettering. They

Norman Mailer replies:

Nothing is more true of the events of
November 22-24, 1963, than that they
are epistemologically dysfunctional. How
does one begin to know that what one
knows about this case is knowable? So Mr.
DiFonzo’s most interesting letter can cer-
tainly lay claim to its own purchase on real-
ity, if, indeed, Jack Ruby knew that Oswald
was still in the City Jail and had rot been
moved at 10:00 AM to the Dallas County
Jail. Whereas I am proceeding on the as-
sumption, testified to by Ruby’s room-
mate, George Senator, that Ruby thought
Oswald had alreadv been moved by 10:00

old Englisii DOOKS dUCUL I A e e
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AM. So he only returned to the City Jail
after 11:00 AM for tangential reasons, for
auld lang syne, for the opportunity to
brood over his failure to shoot Oswald. My
basis for this is Case Closed, but then I am
the first to say that Posner’s book is only
intermittently reliable. So, let DiFonzo’s
hypothesis stand against mine. I would
add: Even if Ruby knew that Oswald was
still at the City Jail at 11:00 AM, he might -
have tarried at Western Union in the hope
that he would not encounter his target. My
basic point is that Ruby was not only an
amateur hit man but was scared stiff of the
task before him. '

‘ INDONESIA’S UNFREE PRESS v

To the Editors: -

Following the correspondence in your
columns last year about the repression of
the press in Indonesia, your readers may
be interested to

how press censorship functions when it

ci g

/

'\ nalists (AJT), dedicated to upholding press

freedom. Journalists associated with AJl
have consistently been refused permits to
establish new publications; and when they
produced unlicensed periodicals, they suf-

fered arrest and harassment. Three jour-

nalists arrested in March 1995 are still de-
tained. The government, through the
agency of a government-sponsored associ-
ation of journalists, has sought to prevent
editors from employing any AJI members.

There is one gleam of hope in the gen-
lerally deteriorating situation. On May 3,

/1995, Indonesia’s administrative court in

Jakarta overturned the ban on Tempo
magazine, imposed on June 21, 1994, The
judge ordered the Ministry of Information
to grant a new license, saying that the de-
‘cree  revoking the permit was legally
flawed. The Ministry of Information is

" likely to appeal the judgment. This is a mo-

ment when international leaders could use-

know in more detail .. ‘filly express concern about the future of
~press freedom in Indonesia. '

falls short of the actual closure of news- !

De Tik, and Tempo, had their publishing
licenses withdrawn by the Indonesian gov-
ernment. Sinar, a magazine that com-
mented on the demonstrations that fol-
lowed the bannings, made several
uncontentious points: that demonstrations
are normal manifestations of democracy,
not a novelty in Indonesia; the banned
publications had been valued as a news
source for the public and, furthermore, had
been banned without any hearing or judi-
cial review. In essence,
“the problem is the demand for justice.”, - .

Readers may easily imagine the impact

of a letter that Sinar received in July from _ | ) | _pr
the Morrill Act of 1862, Michigan’s land-

following the’ ~ grant institution is Michigan State Univer-

the Dr. Subatra, Director-General of Press
Guidance and Graphics,
publication of this analysis. The Director-
General’s letter strikingly refutes the view

that bureaucratic language is necessarily

an impediment to clear communication.

articles will have the effect of clouding the -
issue and will in the end confuse the

public...The above-mentioned articles -

were accompanied by photographs of
demonstrations that occurred from former
days...which can indirectly encourage
demonstrators to do likewise.. .1 herewith
issue a warning to Sinar magazine regard-
ing the publication of. ..articles which do

not conform with, and in fact are in contra-

" Andrew Hacker replies:

vention of, healthy and responsible press.
freedom...I trust you will pay serious heed
to this warning so as to avoid a situation in_
which the government is forced to take ac-
tion that none of us want.” : :
Recent developments highlight ~the -
courage of journalists struggling to pro-
mote press freedom in such a climate. Fol-
lowing the closures of June 1994, journal-
ists from the banned papers joined with
colleagues to form an independent trade
union. the Alliance of Independent Jour-

papers. In June 1994, three papers, Editor, Bk e Catherine Drucker

* ' Campaigns Co-ordinator,
~ | Article 19, International

_'Centre Against Censorship

‘ .boro); and Alabama has two,

«“Whether intentionally or not, these“_’l (Auburn) and

London, England

;NOT GRANTED
To the Editors:
Although it may not change the thrust of

his article to any significant extent, An-

drew Hacker is incorrect in referring to

Sinar concluded : Ann Arbor, Chapel Hill, and the Univer-

sity of Alabama as land-grant institutions
‘(“Who Should Go to College?” NYR, May
-11). Established under the provisions of

sity (East Lansing); North Carolina has

" two, North Carolina State University (Ral-

‘eigh) and North Carolina A&T (Greens-
Auburn
Alabama A&M (Normal).
‘Hacker seems to be equating land-grant in-
stitutions with state universities. In fact,
with the exception of Cornell and MIT, all

- “the land-grant universities are public, but

not all public universities are land-grant
-institutions. -
Jay A. Hurwitz

_Kirkland, Washington

Mr. Hurwitz is absolutely right about
Michigan and Alabama, and I appreciate
his corrections. In fact, North Carolina’s
Chapel Hill campus was made the state’s
land-grant institution after the close of the
Civil War. That status was transferred to
North Carolina State in Raleigh, upon its
founding in 1887. And four years later, the
designation was shared with North Car-
olina A&T, a new all-black institution.
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