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New Kingdom, works are again demonstrably modern, and show the same distorted, aimost caricatural, copying of authentic
examples as do the Mansoor Amama pieces...," | cannot comprehend that you can be that wrong in saying those words. Do
you mean to tell me that none of all the eminent scholars who visited Mansoor in his "Shepheard's museum," or examined
and handled his Amamas or other antiquities did not notice what you call "distorted, almost caricatural, copying of authentic
examples as do the Mansoor Amama pieces?" And then you add: "Wether Middle Kingdom, late New Kingdom, or Amamna,
all the false Mansoor items' not only share an aspect of 'unegyptianness,' but also suggest the same modem artistic source.”
Did you ever hear any scholar mention such words as you say? Dr. Maree, please excuse me to again say that | think you're
utterly wrong, and | prefer not to say any more, nor to further delve on the outrageous words you're implying. | dont think you
realize that many museums around the worid display some antiquities that were purchased, or originally came from my father.

| am so very somy to tell you outright that when you wrote that "Phoney ‘antiquities' abound also among the works sold by Mr.

Mansoor, for example to king Farouk," again, you are definitely wrong. And | am saying this, not because what you're implying
or claiming is totally irrelevant to the matter of the Mansoor Amama Collection that we are discussing, nor because you're not

a "specialist" on Amama or on any other period of ancient Egypt except the Middle Kingdom. | am saying it in a mest humble

way, and | am sorry to do so, because you just dont have the experience in handling Egyptian antiquities as my father had.

At times, to confirm with certainty whether an artefact is ancient or spurious, it is extremely difficult to reach a conclusive
opinion in particular if some details in that artefact are different, unusual and not well understood. In this case, as said, art
stylists should and must consider scientific evidence. With utmost respect, | think you are clinging to the outdated belief that
the personal opinion of an art specialist prevails over a scientific opinion. Please always keep in mind the words stated by the
eminent Egyptologist Keith Seele in 1958, that: : "Detecting forgeries
on the basis of style and technique is a really difficult and tricky business, and many great scholars have been
deceived, even though they have devoted their lives to the study of ancient art.”

In M. A. Mansoor's heydays, from about the nineteen thirties to the end of the forties, people used to enter his place of
business with great respect - not to say with reverence as ifthey entered a great museum or a jewelry store like Cartier's.
During those days, my father had about thirty or more years handling, examining, indeed scrutinizing minutely all Egyptian
antiquities he acquired. He used to go to the Cairo Egyptian Museum regularly and he learned a great deal from his visits
there, from meeting with Egyptologists, from reading too many books on Egy ptology and, most of all, from buying and
handling the thousands objects he purchased. When he would buy an item not knowing much about it, he would research and
show it to some scholars, and after he would have been entirely satisfied of its authenticity, he would display it to sell.

As | said, my father was an authority on Egyptian antiquities, and like any other authority, he made a few errors, and it is not
because | said this in my Bulletin No. 2 that you have to magnify it with untrue, bizarre, shocking and unwarranted words. He
could have never sold to King Farouk any doubtful, or "phoney antiquities™ as you so unjustly (?) or so erroneously (?) put it.
He had over thirty years in business when he started to sell to Farouk in 1936. Again, you're definitely wrong in whatever you
wrote about him and/or about his antiquities. Why? Because | lived with him day and night for over thirty years, trained and
worked with him for fiteen, and | know all about him. Not only was he noted for his absolute integrity, but also for his vast
knowledge in that science of yours which was, not only his profession, but also his hobby. You've never met my father, or ever
been in any of his places of business. Therefore, it is just not right from your part to come and tell me that "phoney
‘antiquities’ abound also among the works sold by Mr. Mansoor, for example, to King Farouk." Consequently, you should
newer, please, ever speak of my father or of his antiquities that way because you don't know much — if anything at all about
him or about his antiquiites. Furthermore, you've never handled but a fraction of the number of ancient artefacts that he has
handled. And you're neither a specialist (?) in periods other than the Middle Kingdom , nor an authority in detecting age on
artefacts of the various materials as worked by the ancient Egyptians, viz: limestone, granite, wood, faience, gold, silver,
bronze, alabaster, camelian, jasper, feldspar, lapis, basalt, porphyry, etc. Nothing beats the experience in handling such
items, and during my father's times, as said by Dr. Michael N. Bishara in his letter to the Editor of ARTnews (cf. "The
Truth..."), “antiquities were a way of life."

Moreover, when your "own person” examined Farouk's Collection some thirty or more years ago (?), you were younger and |
dont think you had a thirty-year experience in your profession — particularly in handling Egyptian antiquities as my father had
when he sold antiquities to the king. Nordo | believe you were at that time a specialist in all what you saw, or examined, and
talked about without giving any details, but just to hurt my feelings, or to break the absolute confidence | have in the
authenticity of the Collection and/or, in short, to silence me. May | respectfully suggest, and this is what you should do,
please, to only stick to the Middle Kingdom since you claim you're a specialist on that period.
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Furthermore, | want to tell you that in my writing, | am not exactly clinging to religion, but mostly to the fity-year old injustice
the Mansoors have been going through. But Sir, as known, people tumn to religion and to God when they are distressed,
demoralized, devastated and/or revolted by any injustice that affect them. Just ask yourself why the two responsible
institutions, the BMFA and the BMA, are keeping a stony silence to the Mansoors' appeals in this matter? So, | have to tum
to God and to religion as I've exhausted all normal, ethical, and acceptable procedures to get an appeal and justice in this
most deplorable matter. Is there anything wrong for people to appeal to God for help, or to pray too much?

In my Web site, according to a gentleman who comesponded with me for a short time, and he is also from your beautiful
country, | had — what he considered to be — some "vile and hatred" when writing about this controversy, and | prayed God to
punish, and/or perhaps to curse those who are responsible of the controversy, not the innocent who were misled, but those
few who deliberately insist not only on their erroneous views, but counterfeit and "create” some "truth” of their own, for their
own fame, gain, and reputation. | am happy to inform you that | have changed, and in the future, will not pray God to curse
anyone. But it's going to be extremely hard for me not to speak without the bittemess and revolt that accumulated in my
whole being for some fifty years. Consequently, Il fight to the bitter end this case since justice has been denied to the
Mansoors and to the Amama Collection for over half a century, and Il do it until it is served.

I've changed because in the last few months, I've had quite a few conversations with my younger sister who is a Catholic nun
(Salesian) for forty five years. She told me that, even though | am right in all what | wrote about the Collection or the
controversy, | have to forgive and never curse or pray God to curse anyone or any institution and, in the contrary, pray God to
inspire those who are wrong in their opinion so they re-assess it. So, | want you to know that | forgive all those who have hurt
the Mansoors or the Collection, whether innocently, unintentionally, unconsciously, or deliberately, and will pray God to
inspire the true scholars to follow their conscience and research the Collection since it was erroneously, and/or unjustly
condemned. So, Dr. Maree, I'll be praying for you as well as for all the other scholars who have a wrong and unsubstantiated
opinion of the Mansoor Amarna Collection. As a true scholar, Sir, please read the e-paper that follows titled "Common Sense
To Ponder: 25 Instances" since it concems the Collection and since you gave a negative opinion on it. Should you find just
one single item in it that could cast a scintilla of doubt in your mind that the Mansoor Amamas could be genuine, then it is
your sacred duty - as an educator and a true scholar, and of course as an honest gentleman — to start talking to some of your
colleagues so you all research the Mansoor Amama Collection in a scholarly manner ~ with no prejudice, and including any
and all scientific evidence conceming it. The variety and importance of the overwhelming positive scientific evidence obtained
on the Collection cannot, should not, and must not "be summarily flushed down the drain.” Should you start
investigating seriously and scholarly the matter, then Il know that | was wrong to write to you in this manner, will retract what
| am saying, and will openly and widely apologize for it. Until then, | cannot. Clearly, this controversy must be brought to a
conclusion as it is taking mammoth proportions, and the only way to end it is for all concemed to have good will, keep an
open mind, and meet, or discuss the matter in an open forum. The Mansoors are ready. How about the other parties?

Dr. Maree, you and your conscience. May God inspire you, and | wish you a very Happy New Year.
Regretfully, but most respectfully,

Edmond R. Mansoor

Web site: www.amarnamansoor.com

God — The Truth — My Conscience

With God everything is possible (Matthew 19:26)

I'd like to express my gratitude to the reader who would have read this letter as well as some or all my previous writings. Need
any info? Please e-mail me, and | shall not reveal publicly any name of my comrespondents unless | am insulted. | hope and
pray that no one will give anymore a negative opinion on the Mansoor Amarnas without reading the scientific reports, and
without viewing or examining the sculptures. This controversy must not be allowed to degenerate into a mockery. Please
forward my writing to as many colleagues and friends you have. In whatever | wrote, just consider only the facts and the
truth, and not my style, and I'l end by quoting the German philosopher, Arthur Schopenhauer, who said:

"All truth passes through three stages. First it is ridiculed. Second itis violently opposed. Third, it is accepted
as being self-evident.”

To All, a very Happy New Year, and God bless!

Edmond Robert Mansoor (January 5, 2001)
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