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I'm beginning to see why one would want to write fiaf a blog.fl have a

few thoughts that 1 certainly aes^t prove, but I do have my suspicions. Tjieres

ensarrassment over thesomething fishyabonthj^prnnwit.Metvjwcrfr

espionage hackles go up. If you want to discredit a Dan Rather or a

reliable source. i
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As for the riots on the other end, they, too, could^^orchestrated. We 

do have agents in Pakista'? after all.
r

Obviously, I have no evidence to provejany rof die above. BuLundSL

U.' 
my-novefafe-hat still-hyes-an itelligence-agent manque. He^uggests to-me,

i

that the outcome proved all too neat, ad-tea (Jerfect^ for one special side.

J^ammit/skthe age of eighty-two I detf^wisli^obecome paranoidagain, but

concrete gains te-ba obtained foi-suiiR! peopte~rn the miA-in talcing.t

i?1! > 8z 1 ■ fwr} oyj i.i.i ii! » .1 Cp-T-IT 7-T-x-x ~D 01/4^0 i’ll <O —
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I'm beginning to see why one would want to write a blog. At present,

I have a few thoughts I can certainly not prove, but I do feel some

intimations. The gaffe over the Michael Isikoff story in Newsweek about the

Koran and the toilet is redolent with bad odor. Who, indeed, was his

supposedly reliable Pentagon source? One's counter-espionage hackles go

up. If you want to discredit a Dan Rather or a Newsweek crew, why, feed

those gentlemen false information from a hitherto reliable source. You learn 

that in Intelligence 101 A.

t Counter-espionage often depends on building "reliable sources" item 

by secret item, all accurate. That is seen as a necessary expenditure of useful

intelligence J^one over a period of time tt^awfcredibility. Then, youspring 

the trap.

As for the riots on the other end, they, too, could have been 

manque. He does suggest that the outcome wasrfoo neat. It came out perfect

for one special side. [At the age of eighty-two I do not wish to became- ' 1

orchestrated. We do have agents in Pakistan, after all^

°Obviously, I have no evreeues-te-pfeve-any of the above. Nonetheless;- 
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semi-official,matter. In every covert Department of Dirty Tricks.

intooff-the-wall, thereus great pridetobe obta

down-and- dirty-land—Y call!

paranoid again, but look at the (foncrete gains obtained" by the Rightthis

Norman Mailer
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I'm beginning to see why one would want to write a blog. At present,

I have a few thoughts I can certainly not prove, but)l<ib~fiyl som£

igEnnatfens-. "fee gaffe over the Michael Isikoff story in Newsweek-abont/fEe

Koran and the toilet is redolent with bad odor. Who, indeed, was-ki?
£/

supposedly reliable Pentagon source? One's counter-espionage hackles

up. If you want to discredit a Dan Rather or a Newsweek crew, wfagj, feed z'

false information from a hitherto reliable source. You learn

that in Intelligence 101A.

Counter-espionage often depends on building "reliable sources." You
(4 e? 7^,

x construct reliability item by secret item, all accurate. That is seen as=s
I gu/

^necessary expenditure^ofriiSSftltTiiteHigewse. Dene-oveF^^sried-efrtsn®^---

Cf—gains the source his credibility. Then, you spring tire trap.

As for the riots the other end^they, too, could have been

orchestrated. We do have agents in Pakistan, after all, not to mention

Afghanistan.

Obviously, I hauefnoproof of any of the above. There still resides,

however, under my aging novelist's pate a volunteer intelligence agent, sadly

manque. He does suggest that the outcome was ^Bt^too neat. It came out

'~peifixti(for oneside, one special side. At the age of eighty-two I do not wish



iaa 17 05 07:17a Jn 7186243782 P-2

aranoia^agam, but thcrcrwcrc some most-conerote gains obtained-

by thcriright thfough-this^iatter.—In evgyV covert Department of Dirty Tricks,

whether official, semi-official, or off-the-wall, great pride is thew^rbe-

obtained by going desw real deep into down-and-dirty-Iand—Yeah!

Expedite the consequences.

Norman Mailer
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