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l— j‘/‘.{e wtrial® in Washington I was accused of having been several times invited to
_Jde to Washington for-a trial but had refused to come. Here is the truth,

HEMORANDUM

In the month of February 1958 a few of our leaders were in Glendale, and one evening
I was called down to meet with them, They wanted to know if it was my intention to
continue my agitation, and I answered, I was., FElder Figuhr invited me to come to
Washington for a hearing or discuseion, and the interview ended, A few days later

I wrote himg

"If this is your desire, I am ready to come, I have only one requesty; that the
hearing be public, or that a stenographer be present, and that I get a copy of the
minutes," -

U, S,

Feb, 10, I received this answer;

"In compliance with your wish, the brethren see no objection whatever to recording
our conversation, It is suggested that a tape recording would likely be the most
practical way of doing this," RoR.F,

(;_[_ wanted a hearingj they spoke of a conversation, Several letters passed, but there
was no further mention of a tape recording, nor of my getting a copy., So I wrote
on Feb, 213)

s o o "You did not answer my request that I be given a copy of the mimutes, This is
necessary for in any discussion of what is said or not said, it will be my word
against that of twelve, I cannot afford to put myself in that position. I must have
a copy of the mimutes, This is the condition upon which I come," M. LA,

<

Feb, 28, I received this reply:

"In regard to the matter of a record of the meeting, I think I indicated in my letter
of Feb, 10, that the brethren had in mind recording on tape the proceedings of the
meeting, Thie would provide a full record of what is said and done, We assume that
such a complete record would be agreeable to you." RJR.F.

(This would be agreeable, But he avolded saying anything about my getting a copy,
and this is what I had inquired about, I had already made the request twice, If he
did not want to give me a copy, why did he not say so? later 1t became clear that he
never intended to give me & copy; yet he left the impresaion that I wovld get a copye
So I wrote again March Lj)

I have received no answer, I am still awaiting it. On this point I must have
definite assurance. I would appreciate an early reply.® ~ . LA e

(To this I received no answer, s¢ I:wrote!again ¥archil2:)

"I am still waiting for definite word that not only will a tape recording be made,
but that I will recelve a copy. As stated, this is a necessary condition." M,L.A.

—--O..-

(By this time five letters had passed, but I had received no answer to my repeated
request. 7ut this time I received an answer. Ou iarca 18 Fld, Figuhr wrotes)
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PFage 3
FALSEHOOD I

This is the greatest falsehood ever uttered. After I have argued page after page
for a full, a complete tape reco » he now turns and says that I am the tor
of the plan to have o the oonclusions recorded, I would like to use a 1ittle
three 1etme%ZCErwo whic Tet used in John 8:55.

: It 18 hard vhen & lay member lies, It is worse when a minister does., It is still
. Worse when an officier falsifies,” What shall we say then when the head of the de-
.nomination does not tell the truth, but deliverately and purposely falsifies? Note
~the situation; The elder sits and looks over my letters - those that are before
the readers in the two preceding pages. I am arguing in them strongly for a tape
recording, that I must have it, that that is the condition on which I come, thgt it
~ is absolutely essentlal that I get it, And with these strong statements before him,
he blandly suggests that not to bave a tape recording but only a statement of the
conclusions, a line or two, is my originel suggestion. As it turned ocut, the
conclusion is recorded as; "We hereby suspend M, L. Andreasen's credentials®., And
this, he says, i what I originally suggested! Now, this is not a slip of the
tongue, or a hasty expression. He ig sitting quietly, and deliberately falsifies,
It is a monstrous falsshood, His attention has been called to it. He has made no
confession of his sin, Therefore, it stands against him still,

FALSEHOQD II

I wrote him, "Your broken promise cancels the agreement", He pretended not to have
seen it, and a month after writes, "Through others I have learned that you feel we
have broken our promise," I had writien, "Your broken promise", There is no "wet
in my statement. For reasons best known to him, he says wehave broken our promise.
For reasons I do not care to discuss, he takes the omus away and says we, I said
you, To pretend not to have read my statement with the letter before him, is not
honiest, He is trying to hide something. Why not tell the truth?

FALSEHOOD III

To the next leiter he smays, "You have now asked for a hearing". I often wondered
why the Blble says to the angel of the laodicean church that he is “faithful and
true®, and stresses that is the speaker; and that when he has done his work, those
That are left are "without guilew,

0f this, more in the following "lettersw,

M. L. Andr“ sen



