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June 5, 1967

A. C. Spectoroky

| Nat Lehman

n NOBMAN 1-aiLEB. IN VETIIAM

I opoke to Scott Meredith thia afternoon about the possibility of
sending Neman Me Her to Vietnam for PLAYBOY. Scott tells tae that
Noman is very hipped on doing this, but Scott is reluctant to let
him. That leads to the sales pitch. Because cf the high hazards,
ate,, etc., Scott feels he would expect $25,000 for the pietec (plus
expenses, which would cover transportation mid a stay of about one
month). Scott indicated he would entertain ci counteroffer! I

As for the type of piece, Scott felt that Noman'v<Rt4dZw3nf: to write
an. impressionistic, philosophical type of pleci. ei oppcjddXto
straight reportage. '\

Length: Scott suggested that it wouftQbe arratMW long piece, per­
haps to run in two or three issues, AlthoughbaXndicated he would
accept our countereuggestins. \\ /h/
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June 19, 1967

Mr. Norman Mailer
565 Commercial Street
Provincetown, Massachusetts

Dear Mr. Mailer:

Thanks for returning the interview, with the kind words about its
editing (which Paul read to me from your letter). It was a plea­
sure working with Paul on this assignment, and apparently he en­
joyed working with you as much as I did with him. Thanks, indeed.

The date of publication of the Interview is September PLAYBOY (on
sale around the middle of August). There is a possibility, however,
of a switch because of scheduling problems connected with the sale
of your bull-fighter piece to CBS. I'll let you know something def­
inite as soon as I do--probably when I send you galleys of the in­
terview for your initials, and a release for your signature.

Paul mentioned your colorful reservations about photo editors, which
I share. I therefore pulled rank on them and selected the photos
myself. I think they make you look like a nice man, but an articu­
late man, with interesting and stimulating ideas. If this bullshit
doesn't reassure you, I'll try to send a photostat for your approval
later this week.

One last thing: I asked Paul to ask you for a clarification of part
of the "giving head" section. I didn't make myself clear. I know
what giving head is (and like the phrase better than "going down
on") but don't understand why it's a weakness, why it's a good way
to get rid of some of our weaknesses, and why the mind's a devil.
Because of PLAYBOY'S preoccupation with this area of life (my re­
gular job is "Forum" and "Advisor" editor, so perhaps it's my own
preoccupation), I'd like to give the readers a less poetic and more
literal explanation. Can you help me?

Thanks again, and I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Nat Lehnnan
Senior Editor
NL/pb
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565 Commercial St.
Provincetown, Mass.
July 5, 1967

To: Mr. Kat Lehrman
Playboy Building
919 N. Michigan
Chicago, Ill.

Dear Nat,
Let's save time since we may be working together for many years. I don't

like any one of the three pictures. I have absolutely no interest in looking
like a nice man when that nice man looks like a nice businessman in need of
six weeks in the sun. So I send you back the Xerox's of the contact sheets
after having marked a few pictures which are acceptable to me, although let's
face it, dear confrere, none make me happy; but if you won't take three abso­
lutely gorgeous pictures I have in the back drawer, then by all means, dear
Nat, use the pictures which I have marked, for they will make me much happier.
They are numbers 4,5,7 and 8 on the page I've marked with a Roman numeral I.
Incidentally, picking these pictures was about as easy as winding film in
the dark, because a Xerox of a contact sheet is about as clear as the image
on an old dollar bill; so if the only pictures you intend to use in the
interview come from this job, then couldn't you send me a copy of the contact
sheets so I'll have a better idea of whether I'm indicating my true preference.
As I say, 4,5,7 and 8 are far and away the best of a dull lot. But I'd be
happier if I wasn't picking them with Xerox fluid in my eyes.

Now, to lighten your day a little further, dear Nat, let me say that I
don't know what I can do about enlarging the succinct remarks I make about
cunnilingtfts in the interview. I accept the validity of your criticism,
to wit, that my remarks are elliptical here, metaphorical, and far frcm
crystal-clear. But to elaborate these few cryptic suggestions to the point
where every crew-cut fraternity-house jock-strap all-hut-faggot young junior
in Business Administration should be able to comprehend what I am saying
would take a bit of genius on my part as well as three extra pages of text;
for how can he comprehend that the mind is a devil when he has no mind? Well,
Nat, when I had my historic, most enjoyable, and cards-face-up conversation
with Speck^and Scott Meredith, my agent, last year, the point I trust I made
clear to Spec^cwas that the quality I like least in Playboy, that precise
quality which had kept me from wishing to write for it for many years, was
the literality, blandness, and overdedicated organizational exposition of the
magazine's style. I prefer to write pieces where the readers don't understand
every word. If I am working for them, let them work a little for me. Otherwise,
writing is like humping some beautiful fuck who's sipping aspirin and soda.

Io /All due respect for^the fine, and I repeat fine, editorial job you did on
the interview, I^can't go along with you on this particular suggestion. I
want the reader "to be slightly puzzled and slightly nettled at that point.

Give ray best to Spec)!?, and I look forward to meeting you one of these days.

Sincerely yours,

(
Norman Mailer
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July 31, 1967

Mr. Norman Mailer
565 Commercial Street
Provincetown, Massachusetts

Dear Norman:

I'm sorry to take so long in replying to your letter of July 5. I had
been waiting patiently for contacts of your photos, and didn't realize
that communications with the Photo Department had not been made until
Jack Scovil bugged me today. In any case, here are the contacts. I
hope you will be satisfied with three of the four photos you checked
off on the Xerox. If not, please send me the photos that you prefer,
as suggested by you to Scovil.

I will be vacationing in Japan from August 5th through August 27th,
so I won't be able to finish up this business until I return. If there
are any errands I can perform for you while over there, please yell.

Sincerely,

Nat Lehrman
Senior Editor

NL/pb
enclosures

cc: Jack Scovil
Scott Meredith Literary Agency, Inc.
580 Fifth Avenue
Nev? York, New York 10036
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Norman Mailer
565 Commercial St.
Provincetown, l-^ass

f,UC,3L'961'

Dear Nat,

Flease forgive the delay. I thought I'd sent the pictures
back to you and now discovered I haven't. At any rate, the ones
I like are J, 7, on page one and JO on page two.

Now I see by your letter that you won't be back until August 27th,
so apparently I haven't held things up after all. Delighted not to
have been of disservice.

Best for now,
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October 19, 1967

Mr. Norman Mailer
142 Columbia Heights
Brooklyn Heights, New York

Dear Norman:

Here are unproofread galleys of our Mailer interview, which is defin­
itely set for January PLAYBOY. These galleys reflect the material you
saw in manuscript form some months ago plus the corrections you sug­
gested. I would appreciate your initialing the galleys (after you
have read and approved them), signing the enclosed release, and re­
turning both to me at your earliest convenience,

Sincerely,

Nat Lehrman
Senior Editor

NL/pb
enclosures

cc: Paul Carroll
Scott Meredith
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