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" bear S. Terry Friedsan

Ries is on: further responseto your article on the "MJ-12
peer {9 recent (Sept./Oct. 1987) issue of International
Ses attempted defense of the authenticityo:

Truman memorandum of Sept. 24, 1947, to Defensefy

Secretary Forrestal.

In view of what you characterize as your “considerable

effortto determine the validitity" of these papers, it is

surprising that you did not obtain the Truman Librarycopies of authentic Truman memoranda, eiccen during the same
time period,to compare their format with that of the Sept. 24,
1947 meno. '

Ihave done so and urge you to carefully examine the
enclosed composite document which compares authentic Truman
memoranda of Jan. 11, 1947, Jan. 21, 1948 and April 22, 1948,
with the one found in the “MJ-12 papers.” You will note that
the three authentic memoranda use the same format, which differs

from the format used in “NJ-12" papers.

In your article, you suggest a possible explanation for the

fact that the Sept. 24, 1947, document uses a different typefa:

fkom that) (used in other ‘truman lettersof that era. You suggest

& the memo might have been written in the offices of vannevarBush using White House stationary.
Apparently your “considerable effort" has not made you

aware of the important fact that on June 5, 1946--more than a

year before the date of the Sept. 24, 1947 meno--President

Truman's secretary, William D. Hassett, sent out a memorandum to

the heads of all departments, agencies and “independent estab-
lishments" which termi: the prior practice of their writing
letters on White House stationery for signature by the President?

This letter, copy of which is enclosed, states: “whenever
drafts are submitted for the signature of the President or his
Secretariat, they may be submitted on plain paper and they will
be prepared for signature in this office." the meno conernued?:Brat cieasnteaettoe ocacesetearunused White House stationery of
any description now in the possessionOf your department oFagency te retorned torus! (toes eatteat seeptiahS returned tous.” ( i8 supplied.

Pinal Bon page19 of your re! to “threeerrors in ene (Morefing |document: whies“mutt be reviewed very
carefully to discern.

QUESTION #1: Which three "errors" aree you referring to?
Your article comments: “this last is standard practice ee

Mighiy-classified docunents \to.eneble ia follow-ups on any

duction on {or?! ized on of those:

QUESTION #2: Are you claiming that errors are intentional?
introduced into. the contents of all, most, or soe *Rigniy
classified documents” as a security measure?

t

QUESTION #3: Can you explain how such a procedure could
possibly be used to prevent or trace “unauthorized production of
those documents"?

For your convenience, I will make a photo-copy of your
response and mail it to persons shown below.

Sincerely,

ess
P. Julian Klass

ci Mark Rodeghier

Barry Greenwood

Dennis Stacy

Jim Moseley

j


