Jerone Agel 4/13/95
2 Peter Coope r Hoad
Now York, ITY 10010

Dear Jerry, At

T}w.nks for the info on Mailer. If you see mr more 1'1l apprceciate coples.

1[;61 sorry thase 22 fires still burn becuuse as I told you then you¥ theory is
not posu.ible. If so wuch had not been butchered out of “ase Open you'd have seen the
of ficinl evidence. Worse, the CuEn:-iasion’nnd. the FBI keew it was impossible. Not your
theory of the shocting but any shooting by Oswald. This is beyond question in the offi-
cial evidence itself.

Ihis illustrates the problem with all the thegries that are so attractive and can
be made persuasive: they . conceived without regardfor the existing officisl evidences
I do not remember any Marina obsession but it makes no difference because the

evidence is QVer\l}mﬁming and entircly unrefuted.
I'he Hew Yorker and Vogue are both Newhouse properties.

“ailer has alvays assumed Oswald was the assassin. That way he had no work to do and

nothing to deo%rize what oozed from his mind, The only uquestion he ever expressed is
was Oswald alone.
As I ragall, and I've not ye: checked my file, Schiller was involved with kailer
over unry Gilmore, the Utah ldller, Schiller got in on that ground flvore
He did not m-ml'_igck Ruby. He was for a while his agent, for which he fook a mere
55be )
I know nothingz about the FeMillan angle. I' J{h had no intdrcat in hers
1'd never known Schiller to do any writing but the news on IV was that he wrote
0J's bouks I've not gotten it. lly interest in that case is the ;?thful duplication by
LA authorities of all that was wrong in the JFK investigation. as tihough they used it
as a text. I'm surprised there has been no media interest or even curiosity about that.
If Oswald had £ 1'1-ed any s8.oks, as he did not, and if they:ere as you quote Yrazier
ag saying high and to the 1-ight)the;r'd have been to JFK's right end Yackie was to his
left.
Bes], to Wajter and Xgnes too,

by



Mailer for sone material (or?

larold:

g
Publishers Weekly called the Mailer poncderous.
I founc only one illumineting new fact in the New Yorker
‘excerpt:\during their first week of marri age, the Oswalds
talked about the Kennedys/;' they were cbsessed with the Kennedys.
As you lknow, I believe that Marina's disession led Oswald to ty
to shoot Jadkie, the bullets flylng high and to the right
from the misaligned rifle (as T.B.I. agent Trazier testified Lefors
theUJ.C.).
Mailer hes published several bodks with Fandom House as part of
asevwral-million dollar deal. I believe this is his fourth, and
last , book with Rancdor House.
The Hew Yorkerx w is owned by the company that owms Random House --
I guess The Hemr‘e;et excerpt is being usecd to prorote the Maller,
which should be in bookstores this month (April).
I have no knavledge of the $300,000 you say Mailer oves/owed
Little Erown.
I've talked with sewveral pecple sout the Mailer: they had no
interest in his article.
Mailer, in his book (according to PW), s&s he belizwes that
Oswald mey have been the punran or one of the gunmen.

I'1l be glad to send you anything I reed é&out the Mailer.
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He knifed one of his
early wives et least 30 years ago. The Washington Post librarian

could W tell you the date.
S—

What is Larry Schiller's involverent with Maller? We ownad Jack Ruby,
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