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INCORFORATED

500 Jackson St., No. 1407
Daphne, AL 36526-7029

2 June 1994
Frank Rabbitt

Don Rehl Eill Roonev Bben Faul Tibbetts

W. Burr Eerinett, Jr

First let me say to those who
with copies of articles and/or lett
I hope that I am not intruding on a Private circuit of eu-
charae of information but felt that You  would like +to learn
results of my meeting with A&SM employees, Note that I say
"employess” as I believe this +p be more applicable than

ialg or "authorities" with wham I had noped to meet. In
fact, the individual who invited me to visit with him, Tom
Crouch, suddenly remembzred that he had a planned famiiy
excursion and was unaple to fulfill his appointment. A copy of
Mr. Crouch's note, handed me as I arrived <for the meeting, is
appended. I have no way of knowing what happened to the promised
possibility that Dr., Harwit would take a moment to meet me.

At 10AM on Friday, 7 May 1994, I, accompanied by my brother-
in—lsw, Richard F. Szymanski, with whom I was staying, began a
meeting with Joanne Bernstein, Tom Diet:z and Mike Neufeld. The
atmosphere was hostile and defensive from the beginning.

I explained My purpose in accepting Mr. Crouch’'s invitation
was to have discussed, face—to-face, what I had editorialized is
that time in Crosshairs, the newsmagazine gf BOMBARDIERS, Inc.

Without going through the gory details opf the slightly over

one—hour session, which accomplished absolutely nothina, suffice
to summarize as Tollows: : .

have been keeping me informed
Br exchanges——THANKS!

A). Every opinion point I advanced, relating to the fractured
and unrestored status of Encla_  Bay or disputed aspects of the
Torthcoming display, was doggedly contradicted and their position
unswervingly and emphatically defended. The only indication that
they were “listening’ to  an opinion, other than their cwn,
surfaced with 3 somewhat pointed question to me of "how would you
do it?¢ .

E) In contrast +p thie “firm and no-listen Posture’, dominant
during our meeting, were Traguent refersnces by Mr. Neufeld to
cther revisions made to date. He &lluded +o information
contained in Mr. Crouch's note to me  which said AS%SM was
"...making <=ome carefully consigered alterations ‘to the draft
cript”, aftter meeting with “...representatives "of the military
ervica istory programs". I was provided a copy of a layout
ketch of the display dated 2B March 1794 and entitled "Rev. 23",
)

5 .

Nnuwm

PY enclosed.

) M. Neufeld macde an Unwarranted verbal assault upon the
character, Gualitications and protessional capability of Air
Force magazine Editor—in—chief, Jahrn T. Correll.

Ypon hssring  Mr. Meufeld bitterly assail ang demzan the
uzlificaticns of Editor Correll io write ag 2 recently did, I
asked Mr. Neufeld it he had cdiscussed i : ptherwise

BOMBARDIERS e



spprised, Bditor Correll of the challenges. and accusations he was
now making. gfter 2 pregnant and somewhat embarrassing silence,
Mr. Neufeld softly replied “"No'. .

I advised him that I took personal atfront with his character
z=sasination of Mr. Correll in view of the latter's established
position of respect, proven qualifications and the esteem in
which I hold him as a fellow member of the Air Force Association,
and did I have his permission to pass on to Mr. Correll his
words? He again replied “no". . .

&t this juncture I stated that 1 saw no further need for us tao
corntinue the meeting and prepared to depart. 1 advised them to
czncel our appointment to go to the BGarber building to see the
carcass of the Enola Gav. Az we were escorted from the meeting
site, Ms. Gernstein offered me her personal apologies for the
"militant tone"” used by her. Mr. Neuteld then advised me that "I
could convey to Mr. Correll what he had said about him.", which I
now offer should there be interest by Mr. Correll.

That’'s my story. Enclosed find a copy of their handout showing
changes incorporated in  their display plans and a copy of the
memn relating to Crouch’s absence which was handed me as we met
at the A&SM. 1 intend to editorialize further on  the overall
subject. . . '

Some fall-out odds and ends:

1) Neufeld estimates that the Enola Gav won't be assembled

and installed in its projected “home’ at Dulles, until 2000 or
later;

2) Neuiteld ridiculed my suggestion to put famous warbirds
(aircratt) on the MNational Reagister. His position: Who can

prwvide better "protection” than the A%SM?T Appears to me (I have
passed this thought separately to Bill Rooney who indicated he
wonld gig out salient factors) that action seeking to place the
Enpla Gay on the Register might supe=erimpose some now—absent
authority over the A&SM which would reszult in directed completion
of restoration for the now dissected bird! '
Z} My gut feeling is that constituent appeal to congressmen
is the best way to divert interest and support on the subject of
the Engla Gav back toc, first, ccmplete restoration: and, second,

- then talk =about iits proper permanent display as & national

monument of sorts. It is crystal clesr that pressures to restore
hawve be=n side—tracked in defference to the controversial display
planned. Taking the Enola Gav out of its dissected status should
become a pricritized reguiremcsnt!

4) As I watch the myriad of television coverage of events
memorializing the 30th anniversary of D-Day I am struck by the
difference of adulation given the fallen enemy in Europe against

that planned for the defzated enemy in the2 Facific! One could
eazily concluds that wvisitors tao the A%EM display [“The
Crossroads’: The Encla Gay Exhibit in 1995-%6] will be reguired

to lezvs thelir shosz at the door!
Eest Wishes To Each pf You,

Ned Humphireys %&LL '/Y/

Col. E.C., Jr. USAF Ret,




