: t admic that
| 8. 1983, inte] ¢ exasples of chutzpah.
tec as though you.were interested in truth, objective
. I fact,you have for 20 years been guilty of massive sisrepresent-
u:..m.tor six months or so,MJ-12 in particular. You have flat

: 1 dating of the Cutler Twining memo paper), persisteatly
ﬁ been ionally ‘ad adout date format,Erroneous"Roscoe,
MateriEl Command,Trusan - Forrestal “Letter” etc um. I surely cannot treat

your questions as though they were muuhd to ntutd.uu'_:nch.. but,based on past .z'pirhn
only with the intent to cosait more f lent e
answer my questions md
I will answer your questions when youlsupply full coples of the supposedly authentic
. Truman memos. 1 camnot accept (since you have provided no evidence whatsoaver) your

label of“counterfeiyfor the Sept. 24, 1947,TF meso. should 1 accept mr i.m:.a @
of "authentic!IHe of the three .EB&!%—M re any Classified? Whaat vas the

@ heading on the stationeryi®Zthe signature d any have Recipient addresses d you not
even notice that all three have DIFFERENT FORMATS?? (in just the small portions shownm)
The three were not all typed on the sase typewriter. With clearer copies it might
éven turn out that one was typed on the ssme typewriter as the Truman Forrestal 9/27/47 one.
perhaps that is why the copies are so poor,to awid such a comparison.

ther queéstions requiring answers before I answer yours:
How many visits have you made, ever, to the Truman and Eisenhower Libraries?
When was your firsc lecter sent to the Truman Library?
How many days total would you say (assuaing 8 hrs/day) you have spent at each:
Library of Congress Man yscripr Division, the Mational irchives, and the Truman & Ike
ibraries, and Harvard Atrchives (Menzel Files) and Forrestal Files at Princeton???
Why do you assuse that no useful information about the coverup could have been cbrained
without actually having a copy of the briefing , or prior to Dec. 1984 when you already
have examples of such info (data re Menzel, mesos from Cutler to 'Nia!.ns from 1953 erc)?
Why do you not understand that "no direct linkage" mecans that the CT memo and lke
briefing aust stand on their own.. i.e. they were obtained separately.
Why have you totally igmored (except for bizarre psychic presusptions) the conteat
the briefing ,4the datesof the Truman-Forrestal mesmo and the briefing?
Why do you ask questions' of me that should be asked of Bill Moore?

1 await your replies and copies of the “auth ic" memos (p i that they.will not be
bogus such as the one you admitted faking)

e ) O

Stanton T. Friedman (Non-Propagandisc)
FS,Why have you not given Zobrist permission to release information about your “tesearch?’'ste

% Scawnce Conbutant ® Lechae & Author o [icaccanier

surprised
mwulhimlm»mdmewuammunmﬁm
have to send any more out.

In answor 10 your questions:

1 did not pursue MUFCN 1o present the paper. | was one of the wﬂwdm
Fund for UFO who sp the symp and | am ah Il Board
Member of the Fund. In that and having d a previ myset, | was
in regular o with Fund bers as tho sy c d. At some point it

mWW»mMImMMMaMW 1 took up the
suggesson and submitted the enciosed paper.

1 have not written any other paper that has been published, | have other papers but they
are in general hand written notes for delivering public talks on the general subject of UFOs.

In %0 your third o the letier of Dr R.L. Sarbacher: | would not
hmmﬂmmﬁmmcldemmmhu«udmmwmoum The
letter has received quit a bit of good review in the UFQ circles but has not got very good coverage
in the press bacause there is littio there to bulld sensational stories on these days, especially
since the author is no longer \'Jedom mwmamma
Pross coverage on this kind of ial b i d wrong, an
mmmmmdmnﬂeawwmmmmundsbmm
back rather than helping it go forward. This s my opinion.

Thank you for your interest and please
uﬁonmmmmmmuwwomm

such as the Fund for

i
" SE TomOouiw _,//'-—‘




