
documents available throu~h the Defence Research Board of 
Canada. <Fried~anc 50+ examples dated mostly before 1957) 

- Letter from Adm. R.H. Hillenkoetter to Mr. W. Nagel, dated 
"14 December, 1970 ". 

In disp6$ing of Argument ttl~ it becomes somew h at apparent that use 
of this "peculiar" date format seems to center around indi viduals 
with either U.S. Navy or British/ Canadian/ NATO military 
background. Bedell Smith, for example, saw long-term service in 
Europe, and Hillenkoetter was bath a career Navy man and a for mer 
military attache in France. Granted t h at this is circumstantial, 
but it may ultimately be signif icant as we sha ll see. 

Argument #2 presents a somewhat different problem. To begin with, 
those who maint ain that the use of a zero date format was ''unheard 
of" or "unknown" in 1952 ar"e dE?rncmstr·ably in C:,t,.Tor. The ·f ac t is 
that such usage was relativel y common, and in some cases de 
rigeur, in certain limited circles, most not ably U.S. Naval 
communicati ons and European military message traffic originating 
within the British / Canadian/ NATO sphere. (NATO is the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organi zation, the Weste rn allies' answer to the 
growing communist military menace. It was entered into on Augus t 
24, 1949 by the U.S., Canada, and 10 Western European allies, with 
headquarters at Brussel s, Belgium . ) In support of this, note the 
material below, which is taken from JANAP 14t, a 1951 U.S. Joint 
Chiefs o ·f Staff militar·y r·t:~ •;iulc.,ticrn E"rntitled "Communications 
Instructions for Reportin g Vital Intelligence Sightings from 
Airborne and Water-bor-r,e SoLwc:e·,:;, " < ilANAF' i';t ,,u·1ds for· ";Joint Army, 
Navyp Air Force F'ubli.c:c:,t. i.on". Th€-' comm1..1n1c::c:\t.i.cm~:; n;.-~ 0:;:iulc,,ti.ons 
therein applied to both U.S. and Canadian military forces.) Note 
the explicit instructions on how to write dates and ti.mes . 

"(Indicate) the date r.rnd t:1me of the :si•Jhtin,;.J, l1:-:·­

pressed by the use of six digits and the time zone 
suff i :: . The first t wo di qi t '::o __ d&?note __ the rJatf_-:3, the 
second two digits denote the hour and the third two 
digits denote the minutes of the hour. Greenwich 
Mean Time (GMT>, must be used in all instances, and 
shall be indi~ated by the use of GMT or by the a d­
dition of Z to the date time group, i.e.: 

0714302 

07 = Day of month 
14 = Hour e :•: pressed in 

24 hour time 
:3 0 = Min u tes of tt,e 

hour 
z = Indication thrlt 

GMT is bei n,;:i used" 

In addition , two different British ex-military sources have made 
th following comments i n ietters · to British researcher Timothy 
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Good. 

(1) "YoLI rise the qL1ery that the prefi x "0" as in 
"02 July 1947 " was not used u nt i 1 modern compL1ter 
technology was developed. I b e g most strongly to 
differ. Certainly my e x p e r i e n c e in war time i n the 
Navy was that the "0" wa s c::\ vi tc:11 pref i :-: whet h e r in 
the date as i n " 02 Ju l y " or the hour ~"s i n "0300". 
I should t h ink such methods were s till used in 
NATO." 

Donald Mc Co rmi c k, Roya l Navy (I nt elligence) 
during Worl d War II u nd er Sir I a n F l emin g 

( 2) "NATO document s a l 1--ia-iy~; used th e " O" i n f rent 
of sing l e d a te f i ,;iur<:?s in my day. " 

Ad miral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Nor t o n, 
G.C.B.; Former Chief of British Defen c e 
Staff , 

Numer o us e xamples of of f icial communicat ions documents have been 
f ound which emp l o y this style. Here is a partial lis t in g : 

-Joi n t Commun ic a t i ons Office, In Message, From: A. M. London, To: 
FAFDEL, Commun icati on s No . AIX 6328, Cypher Message (Secret >. 
The item i s dated " 080800 Aug . 194-7". Also, th e t e:-:t o f the 
messaqe con tains the df.1te "16th January, 1947 11 • 

-Naval Messaqe f r o m Cmd r. Wheelus, Tripo l i, Libya to Cmd r .· 86th 
ATS Rhein Main, Germany, dated 13 SEP 53 . Di s tribution list 
indicates nL1mber of copie~;; to be p rovided t o " S EC NAV" is "05". 

-Messaqe, Dept. of the Ar my, Staf f Co mmun icat i ons Of fic e , Msg. 
No. ADOCC 16, from Pe pperrell AFB NFLD, to Dir of Intell USAF. 
Message is d a ted "0423552 SEP 53 " . 

- Dept. of the Air Force, Staff Messa1;1e Di visi on, 11 EMERGENCY 
JEPHQ JEDEN JKADC. . . Etc. 11 f rem Co md r . 64th AD F'epperrel 1 AFB 
t o JEPHQ . .. etc:. Messa,;-~e b e,:\rs the dc::~te "05/0LH 2 Z SEP JEXC" 
11 9 53> . Text con t ai n s t wo r e ferences to d a t es whi c h are qiven 
as " 0 4 " <meaning Sep t e mb e r- 4th). • 

-Messsage si mi l ar to the a b~ve, the text of which ~ontains the 
date " 03 / 0 4 00 2 SEP JEXC" ( 1953) . 

-Me age from Ha mi lton F/S Calif to Secy. of Defense, Wash. DC. 
Jd en t i f ier s 1 H□D255 KTAU99 JWPJN 2165. Message is dated 
" 03/22072 APR" 11954). 

- Me mor a nd u m for the Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff, from Gen. 
M•t th a w Ridgway, d ted "9 June 1954". ParaQraph "D" of the 
docum n cont•ins the phrase '' ... you a9reed that if you were 
unable to contact th• authorities mentioned and ~et th•ir 



~ nc by OS1800 EDT June 19'54, y 
i~port nt her is the f ct th t th• 

"Top Secrat" "Eyes Only", and ls id ntlfted s "Cop 
Five Copies". 

-De pt. of the Army, Staff Communications Office, Confidential 
Pr i ority <Book Ms g>, Freme COMNEACOM PEPPERRELL ~FB NFLD, Toa 
CSUSAF <for AFOIN 2A1>, Ma g. Nr. NEOIN 5313. Message is dated 
"081 733 2 JUL 55" and marked "No Unclas s Reply or Ref i f DTG is 
Quoted " C"DTG " means "Dat e Ti me Group".) 

-TWX #43411003 from Wing I n telligence, Lawson AFB, Geor g i a , to 
Directorate of Intelligence , USAF; subj: ''Interrogati on o f Eye 
Wi nesses", <Restricted Security Information). Cover shee t 
(p,;i.1) is dated "011830 DEC 52". Tex t on page 2, line 2 read s : 
"Georgia .at appro>:imately 2120 hoL1r s on 21 November, 1952. 
When .... " This message was typed a nd tr-crnsmitted by William 
H. Blankfield, 2d Lt USAF. "here ij:; also attached a "Statement " 
b y A/lC <Airman First Class) Allen Salisbur-y, which begins, "On 
Friday evening, 21 Novembe1- , 1952, at apprm:i mately ... . " 

Note that in several of the above cases, the da t e (with zero 
p receding ) has been separated from the rest of the DTG by a slash 
mark (ref: 11 03/2207 AF'R"). AlthoL1gh SLlch separation is not 
specifically required by the communications r-egulations, i t 
clearly suggests that certain individuals were psychologically 
concerned with creating a clear- d~lineation between the day and 
the time and thus cr-eated the slash in response to that concer n . 
The fact that we find it on messages from ~laces as far apar t as 
California and Newfoundland indicates it was not limited to a 
single individual. 

Taking that tendancy one step fur-ther, Canadian defence 
communication documents make an even mare distinct delineat·on. 
'eferenc:e, for e:-tample, "Canadian Dept. of National Defence 

Message from Defence Research Boar-d, Ottawa Ontario, to DREL , 
Kingston Ontario, File No. 53-DRF'-5-F'", which is dated 

" 01 2123 OCT 53" 

with spacing precisely .as indicated. 

P cpl whose asui;nm nt it was to routinely type such messages 
into teletype machines day-in and day- out could easily f a ll i nto 
using such a pattern when typing letters or other me mo r a nda, 
wh ther official or unofficial. AssL1ming t hat the "EB" is ,;ienuine, 
and given the background of Ad mi r al Hi l len koet ter and the type of 
indivjduals who would have surrounded h i m1 it is entirely 
r son ble to assume that t h e indivi d ua l wh o yped the documen t 
w accustomed to typing d a t es in j u s t suc h a format. Given t his 
lik lihood and taking i n to accoun t wh at we h a ve a lready lear- n e d 

typi s from material p resented ab ove , the followi n g 
conc l usion can be d r- awn= 
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-Hillenko tter himself did not type th 
dictated it (perhaps into an early wire-recorder 

·transcription by an aide who typed it for him. In doinq o 
have dictated dates in the same communications format hew us 
to from his Navy and European experience~; or perh ps the typist 
was a communications officer who, accustomed to the use of such 
format over the years, had simply incorporated it into his or hr 
personal style. Either of these is po s s ible and neither is highly 
unlikely. 

The conclus i o n is supported by the fact tat the typis t misspe lled 
"liaison" , a wor d which Hillen koetter, gi ven is bad groun d i n 
french , i s unlikel y to have misspe l ed ; an d a l s o b the od d 
spl i tt in,;, o f the word " r esu l ted" , which is unchar a c ter i stic o f 
Hill enkoe tter himself. I is also strongly suppor ted b , the 
linguistics anal ys es performed by bot Dr. Wesco t a n d Pro f . 
P iva l , since a transcription fr om would do li le to 
change the l inguistic charac e ri person doing the 
d ic tatin ,;,. 

Gi v en the above, Argume nt : must be dismiss d as f llacious a s 
wel l since cle r l y the zero b ore ·n~1e-d1g1 da for m twas 
i n use~ and had been for some years, 1n 1952. A though it mus t b 
,;,ranted tha t t he date style e, h1 bit d as Form t "A" r 
" unusL1al" , i t is entirely po~sible (and not a all Llnreasonab l e > 
to postulate that someone, accustomed over a period of years Lo 
using the r outine military communications format of the time, 
quite natural l y developed the unusual hybr"d s yle as a persona l 
habit. S inc e both the zero before a single-digit format and the 
comma after th e month can be demonstrated to have exis ed we 1 
before November, 195~, and both were ob iously employed by larg 
number s of people Cespeci lly of the type likely o surround 
f-lj l len koetter>, thos e who continue to ar,;,L1e that the "EB" is a 
"crL1de fabr i c a t ion" based L1pon the question of date formats d o s o 
with a pau c ity of evidence. These individuals argue that such a 
date form a t canno t have been. The evidence says it can. 

Naturally the c a se for the document would be strongei if a l i ke l y 
candidate fo r the typist himself (or herself) could be iden t i fied. 
The importance o f what we have done here, however. must not be 
dismissed lightl y ; for what we have done with the above is to 
completely shatt e r t h e debunkers' strongest argumen t aga i n st the 
possible authent icity of the "EB", The position they t ook was 
t hat the zero before the single-digit date , comma after the month, 
for mat " was not i n use", "d id not e.:ist " a nd , " was completely 
un kn o wn'' i n 1952 , h ence the document must be a more modern 
f abr i cat i on. We have shown that such pr a ctices di_g_ e >: i st an d 
indeed th a t they were r e lative l y common in s ome b r anches of the 
military . The argu ment now descends to whether the pecu l i ar 
hybrid st y le d isplayed in the "EB" cou l d have been reasonably 
adopted, o r e v e n t e mporarily employed, by some one a c cus omed to 
the commun i c at i ons format of the time. Hu ma n nature be i ng what it 
i s, we mai n tain that such an assump t ion is neither unreasonable 
nor e xcessive l y con t r ived. Th e b o ttom l i n e h e re is that any 
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argument against the authenticity of the "EB" which 
use the date format as its basis· is completely unt n 

IN DEFENSE OF MOORE 

As for Ar,~ument #3~ the ev i dence against Moore's having fabricated 
the "EB" speaks fo r i tself and strongl y SL1pports his denial. 
Consider: 

(A) Moore d o e s not rout i nel y spe l l "traveling " wit h a single "l", 
yet it i s so spelled i n the doc ument . 

CB> Moore does n o t routinely spel l "e · t ra-terr e s t r ial" wi th a 
hyphen , yet i t is so spelled in th e doc ument. 

CC) It i s highly un l i~ely that Moore~ wi t h a B.A. in french and a 
good wor king knowledge of the language, wo uld misspell 
" J. i ai s on ". 

( D) Con s ider date for mat "B" abo e . which has rema i ned L1nmenti oned 
un t il now (ref: "19 SEP '47."). ' No t e tha he period here 
does not end a sentence~ but rathE::r e date s tands alone with 
the period as part of the dat . While Moor e ha s indeed used 
format "A" <along with a number of other formats) in writin,;1 
1 etters for many years ., he does not use format 11 8 11 • Upon that 
basis alone~ if the strictest standards of evi dence are 
applied to the matter ~ the appearance of for mat ''A" 1 n both 
t he "EB" and Moore's letters is redL1ced to mere co i ncidence 
and as SLlch cannot be taken as acceptable evi den c e of 
anything. 

I ndeed (while on the question of date f ormats), since 
certain debunkers have continued to press th e point it would 
s e em that some greater depth of discussion is i n order here. 
Therefore: 

( 1) Considering the so-called MJ-12 papers as a 
whol e ("EB"~ "TM" ~( "CT" ) 1 there a r e no less than 
fo u r differen t date forma t s employed therein; to 
wit : 

<A> "2 2 May, 1949"; or "01 August, 1950" ( "EB") 
< 8 > "30 NOV '4 7. " ("EB ") 
<C> "September 24, 1947." ("TM"> 
<D> "July 14 , 1954" ("CT") 

If , a s 'thes e debunkers argue 1 Moore's use of the 
firs t s tyle was s o in~rained as to have become an 
"unconscious " habit (15), how then to e:-:plain the 
co-ex istence here of other styles which Moore does 
not use? (Perh aps Moore slipped up once and then 
corrected himself 1 but didn"t bother to erase his 
initial blunder?) 

In order to determine Moore"s habits in dating 
letters over the years, an extensive survey of 
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literally hundreds of copies of le ters 
him over the space of an entire decade <mid-19?8 
through mi d-1987) was undertaken. . The end result 
produced a list of n~neteen different variations 
which are set forth below along with the date of the 
earliest example of each usage that was discoveredr 

STYLE #: LETTER TO: DATED: 
(a) F . Durant 
Cb > J . War d 
( C ) J. Wa rd 
Cd> R. Anst e e 
( e) Memo to fil e 
( f) USAF 
( g) USAF 
Ch> Dept. of s ate 
( i ) Memo to file 
(j) H. Rutled,;ie 
( k) R. Anstee 
( 1 ) Eisenhower Lib. 
( m) T. Brown 
(n ~rass 
( 0) Sherwood 
( p) H. Lebelson 
( q) L. Malt:: 
< r) L>,J. Verity 
( s) l<lacss 

* Indicates earliest sample 
si ngl e-d i ,;ii t format. 

20 May, 197 8 
7 ALlQLlSt, 1978 * • 
14 Aug . ' 7 9 
24 AugLlSt, '81 
5th Oc t ober, 1981 
November 10th, 1981 
November 19 , 1981 
3 ugust, 1982 (no s pace) 
5 / 2/ :-:: 

t h October, 983 (no s pac~ ) 
0 1 November, 1983 
'28 Novem er '84 
~1 Feb. "86 (no space ) 
25 Feb. '86 

/02/86 
8-~l)-86 
02-20-87 
10 FE 8 
]6 Marc 1987 

found using zero-bef o re-

* * The most recent e.Hampl e found of Moore's 
continued use of this style was a letter to O.A. 
Steen dated "9 January, 1986". 

What is important to note here is tha t of the 
19 different styles enumerated above, three are 
fou nd in the MJ-12 documents and two a re not: 

:------------------------------------------------- : 
MJ - 12 DOCUMENT 

EXAMF'I_E: 
MOORE'S 

CORRESPONDING STYLE: 
:-------------------------------------------------: 

22 May, 1949 ( "EB") .. . ...... Ca> 
01 August, 1950 C " EB " > •.••. . Ck) 
19 SEP ' 4 7. ( "EB " ) ...... . ... NONE 
Sep t c~mber 24, l.947 . C"TM" ) . . NONE 
JLtly 14, 1954 ("CT") .... .. .. (q ) 

:-------------------------------------------------: 
It would appear, therefo~e, that thos e who wou ld 
cast aspersions upon Moore are doing s o by means 6 f 
c a refully selecting only that evidence which p o i nts 
in the direction they want to go, whi l e q uiet ly 
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iQnaring t.hat which daas not! Th 
to saying that since aga af th nub 
Moore's gun match aggm-of the number an 
which killed Cock Robin, therefore Moore 
committed the act. 

(2) In May, 1990 these same debunkers came across 
copies of several mil i tary documents in Moore"s 
The Mystery of t h e Gr een Fir e bal ls (c.198~)~ which 
had been r e typ e d for clarity d e t the poor quality 
of t he microf i l med o rig1na s . Si nce int e process 
o f typing, c e r t ain dates 1n the se documen shad b e en 
transposed into st •le 11 ¼' 11 abo e b the t 'Pl s • these 
ind ivi duals immed i t e ly sumed t h here w· s 
a nother p iec e of ev1d nc 1ng t ha t 
this da t e style u consc thu "lo 
sugges ing tha hem be d 
wi th fa br i th u 5 me 
"pecL1l • r" th 

The p tit is 
based upon w s 
t he one h He 
wasn't . Th who Moor e 
emplo 'ed s n off1c r D cember 196~ 
thr u gh e rly a · to 1 >. A- p r t o f 
th e prep a r at · on f the first pr n in of Gree n 
F ' rebal s. ~ fe o~ the doc men conta i ne d 
t herein a d to be retyp d for clarity because of ~he 
poor ual it, a the microfilmed originals. ur · ng 
the p r i n t ing process, however , it bec ame clea r that 
a nLmber o f o t h e rs we re no reproducin g wel l an d s o 
Moore had Du ke undertake the retyping o f s o me o' 
th e s e as "b us y work " durin g t i me s when h e wasn't 
work in•~ o n some othe r mor e L1 r gent task . ( These 
g r a dual y rep l aced t he ori g inals in edi tions printed 
after mid-1984 . ) Duk e d i d quite a b i t of t yping for 
Moor e ( l ett e rs, notes, fi l es , etc. ) d urin this 
period, an d mo s t li ke l y a dop t ed t he format "a" style 
of dating from Moore' s o wn use o f it on l etters , an d 
fr om the fact that Moore had just purchase d a new 
computer system at about the time that Duk e c ame to 
work for him which required use of t he "zer o" dat e 
format as part o f the log-in pr ocedure. 

Indeed , t he survey of Moore 's own letters (see 
abov e) s hows t ha t his own us e of a zero precedi ng a 
single di gi t date began to show u p occasionally in 
l etters e t c . produced at about the same time th a t 
th e computer was purchased ( l a te 1983) . Prior to 
that~ h is wri t i ngs s how he sometimes but not always 
used the single digit, month, comma, year forma t 
("7 May, 1979"). Certain l y in any case , the alle,;.ied 
" ha b i t" o f · the zero bef or e t he single di9it was not 
so i ngr a i ned • (e ither in l at e 1983 or now) as to be 
part of an "·Lin c on s c i ous" process. 
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(E) Prior to December of 1984 (when the "EB" arrived), Moore would 
have had no way of knowing that Donald Menzel, the least 
likely cand i date for an alleged MJ-12, would have passed 
muster. (See Fr i edma n "s r epor t fo r more o n th i s, and also the 
brief sect ion on Menze l later in this paper .) 

(F ) Finally, on the t h e o ry t ha t i t mi gh t pr ove interesting to 
compare the aver a ge number o f words-per-se ntence which a ppear 
in wri t i ng samp l es taken from Hillenkoett e r , Moore , the tex t 
of the "EB", and s o me " neutra l" writ e r selected at r andom, a 
s ur vey was done. Although t he r esu lts will most li ~ely be 
a ttacked on the ground s that t hey ar e unsc i entific , o r that 
th ey ar e bas ed u pon too small a sample to be significa n t, they 
ar e ex tremel y i nteresting nonetheless . 

With respect to Hillenlrnetter, seven different wr iting samples 
were ·sur veyed as follows: 

- CIA Memo 12 Jan. '50, Subj: Chinese Nation a l i sts , etc. 
(Secret) 3pp. 830 words, 26 sentences . 

- CI A Memo 17 Apr. "50 , Subj: Greek Polit i cal Cr i s i s <Top 
Secret) lpp. 22· words, 8 sentences. 

- Me morandum 07 Jul. '50, Subj: Soviet Capabi l i t i es etc. 
(Top Sec r et> 4pp. 617 words, 25 sentences . <Note: th r ee 
paragraphs omitted from survey because they consisted 
primarily of statistical data.) 

- Le tter, 9/19/63 (to Menzel). lpp. 203 words, 10 
s e nt e nc e s. 

- Le t t er , 1/8/65 (to Keyhoe). lpp . 156 words, 6 s entences . 
- Letter, 10/ 13/70 (to Willis) . l pp . 1? 1 wor ds , 7 
sentences. 

- L etter~ 12/ 14-/7(> ( t o Na,;,e l) . 1pp . 2 5 8 words ~ 13 
sentences. 

Tot al sample: 7 items, 2 462 words, 95 s entences. 
number of words-per-se ntence = 25.92 . 

Average;.> 

With respect to t he " EB ", t he four princ i pa l pa,;,:ies of te:-: t 
(pp . 2,3,4 , 5 ) c on t a in a t o t a l of 1056 words (omittin g the list 
o f names on pg. 2) wr i t t e n i n 43 s e n tences . • This pr ovi des an 
aver a g e of 24.56 words- per -sentence. 

With res pect to Moore, since the " EB " first s ur fac ed in 
December of 1984, his paper Crashed UFOs: Evid enc e in the 
Search for Proof (written betwe eri March an d Ma y, 1985) was 
selected for the survey . From t h is paper , pa ges 4,5,6,B,28 
and 51 were chosen without r e g a rd to any other criteria than 
the fact t ha t t he y ar e reasonably representative of his work 
during the mid 1980s a nd do not conta i n lengthy quotations 
etc . whic h would t e n~ t o contaminat e the sample. The total 
number o f word s in these six pages is 2273, contained in 71 
sentences. The average is thus 32.01 words-per-sentence. 

With respect to the "neutral" sample, the work which was 
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selected "off the shelf" <quite literally at random> turn 
out to be Donald E. Keyhoe ' s classic work The flying Sauc,c• 
are Real from 1950. A total of si x pages was surveyed one 
a~ain without regard to any criteria e xcept that they be 
representative of Keyhoe's style and that they not contain ny 
len~thy quotations. These si x pa ges (pp. 28,40,41,60,130 and 
146) were found to cont ai n a t ot al of 2046 word~ in 110 
sentences , for a n a verage of 18.60 words-per-sentence. 

Thus, a summary of the results produces the following : 

SAMPLE SURVEYED: #WORDS #SENTENCES AVG : WI S 
Eisenhower Documen t 1056 43 24.56 
Hillenkoetter I i tems: 2 462 95 ~5.92 
Moore /6 paqes 2 2 73 7 1 32 . 01 
Keyhoe / 6 p a q('?S 2046 1 t O 18.60 

Those who wo u ld mal-:'e a case agc\i nst oore as a " for ge r" do so on 
the basis of sm 11 points taken out of context . When t he entire 
picture is examined, it becomes readily apparent that a ny case 
agai nst the man can be founded in only the flimsiest of 
circumstan t ial evidence. hose readers who encounter such rubbish 
are cau ti oned to carefully exam·ne the motives of th e i ndividuals 
beh i nd it in orde r to better understand why such al l egations are 
made. 

(5) CAVEATS , STAMPINGS, MINUTIAE: 

There ar-e onl y t wo t ypes of caveats on the "EB": Those whic h wer-e 
typed on it as pa rt of the original preparation of the document 
(original caveats ), and those which were stamp e d t hereon by rubber 
stamp at some l a t er ti me (added caveats). The o r i ginal caveats 
are as follows: 

ORIGINAL CAVEATS 

-"TOP SECRET" is typed at both top and bottom of al l pages. In 
addition, the wor ds " Nat ional Securit y Information" are typed in 
caps at the very top of page one only. These practice~ ar e 
routine for all of fi cial documents of the same era~ 

-"EYES ONLY" is a lso typed top and bottom o n t he l e ft s ide of 
all pages, a n d onc e again , this is usual f o r such doc u men ts. As 
has alread y been demonstrated, cop ies o f "TOP SECRET - EYES ONLY" 
d ocuments c a n be found in governmen t fi l es , even though they are 
not part icul a rly common. An y argumen t to the contrary is entirely 
without fo undation . 

- "COPY ONE OF Q.~ E." a ppear s once on each page at the Llpper 
ri ,;ih t . Suc h doc ume nt s do e>: i s t in ,;iovernment files, and the 
form a t used here i s completely consistent with them. (See, for 
e r. ample, (A>: "OSI - CIA Nuclear Energy Branch Report •status of the 
U. S .S.R. Atomic Energy Project''', Report# OSI/SR-10/49, 1 July 
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1949, Copy #1 of 2 <"Top Secret"~ signed by Hillenkoett•~> 
CB>: "Memorandum for the Record" from Gen. Thomas D. White USAF I'" I 
sharing nuclear data with England, 2 September 1954. <"Top 
Secret - Eyes Only, Copy #2 of 5 Copies">; CC>: "Memorandum fora 
C/S USA (Gen. M.B. Ridgway) etc.", r ef: "self e ,• planatory". ("Top 
Secret - Eyes Only <typed as we l l as stamped >, Copy 4 of Five"). 

-"T52-EXEMF'T (E) " a p pe ars at t he bottom right of each page. The 
designation ha s to do with op Secret c ontrol registers. Normally 
in · the pl a ce where the word "e .. em t " appears 1 ere woLl ld be a 
number which would correspon d t o t h e doc ument's registr nu mber on 
th e control 1 i st. "T- 52" is consistent for t e latter part o f 
1952 . "E>:empt" i nd icates a level of classi fi cation e , empt fro m 
routine control r e gistries . Some "e,· empt" cat gory doc L1m n s , s u c h 
as the one listed a s reference 11 <A>" in the p ragra p h abo e , 
s imply omit th~ registry code ntirely, 

-The man d itory "Ii.JAR ING!" not1c the bot om o f 
page o n e (the cover page) is prop r nd consi tent w h the e re, 
Note the quaint reference o "mec:h nic: lly tr nsc·ib ed not es" 
wh ich has long s ince be . epl~c db hraee abou photocopying. 

-More modern documents of this sor would carry manditor y 
classification indicators in pcrentheses t the be inning of e ach 
and e v e ry paragra h ~e,{: "(TS>", or "CS>", or even "(TS/MAJ JC)" , 
Th is practice, however 1 was not in us as early as 1952 an d i t s 
a bs e nc e fr-om the "EB" is entirely consistent with the era . 

ADDED CAVEATS 

Only two of these are displayed on the 11 EB": The fir .. t be i n g the 
addition by overstampin ,;, of the word s "TOP SECRET/MAJIC EYES ONLY " 
at top a nd bottom of each page, and the second being the a ddition 
of page n umbers with some sort of mechanical numbering d e ice at 
the top a nd bottom ri ght of each page, beginning ~..,ith 11 001 11 a nd 
going th rou,;ih "008 " on the "TM " document . 

With r espect to the fir s t of thes e, i t must be noted t h a t the 
style is much more in keepin g with re l atively modern doc uments 
than with those o f the "EB"' s vi nta,;ie. This is the s ort of thing 
one f i nd s on SCI (Sens i t ive Comp a rtmented Information) documents 
beginning in t he l ate 1960s , a nd not on early ' 50s mat e ria l . Its 
appe a r ance on the " EB" is by no means a discrepancy 1 h owever, 
si nce t h e c a veat could have been added to the origi n a l document at 
an y t i me after its initial creation ; right up to moments before 
the f i lm c on tain ing its i mage was ex posed t o i in 1984. 
Examin a t i on s hows that th e stamp was creat e d from a common set (or 
k it) of mova ble rub ber t yp e which has been commercially available 
from offi c e s uppl y out lets s ince at least 1967 (16), and probably 
much ear l ier. 

In early 1990, certain critics observed that this set is very 
similar to one used by Moore on his return address stamps, and 
used it to raise more questions about his possible complicity 

62 



ll•ged f bric tion of th• document. Sine 
very common one and h • been on the market for 

keeps hi• in• ci9ar box and believes he first Qot it 
perhaps as e rly as 19~8>, the question here once aQain is QQt. 
whether Moore has a similar set, but rather whether anyone in the 
government uses such a set to stamp their official documents. 

As it turns out, a survey of government documents shows that the 
practice of using movable rubber type to create caveat stamps goes 
back a long way-- the e ar li est document l ocated being an FBI 
document from 1938 bear- i n g the s t a mp "Co nf i dential" in movable 
t ype. <See Append ix J f or- e x ampl es. ) Wi th r- e s pect to the 
p a r-ti c ular c a v e a t s t a mp in question her-e, a f asci nating discovery 
was made b y resear- cher- Lee Gr-aham in May of 1990 when the 
Depar-t ment of t he Air- For-ce relea sed a document to h i m under FOIA 
bea rin g not one bu t two differ e nt c ave a ts, bot h of whi c h display 
styles o f mova bl e r ubb er- type seemi n g l y i dentical to t hos e used by 
Moore to creat e h i s c o ntr-oversia l r-etur-n a d d r ess s tamp ! Copies of 
these cav e a ts as we ll a s e xamples cf Moor e 's address s t a mp s are 
al so repr- o d u c ed in Appendi x J. Ev en more r eve aling is th e f ac t 
tha t t he o f fice cf p rimar y r espo n s ib i 1 t y (OPR > for t hi s documen t 
is t he v e r- y same o f fice which is r esp on s i b le for mai n ta ining the 
security on man y o f the DoD~s most sens itive " Bl a ck Pr oject s " 
(includ ing, per h a ps , MJ -12?). 

As for t h e s ty l e of type u s ed on tl':ie p a q e numbers o f the "EB", 
this can be tr aced in government use a l l th e wa y back into the ' 
mid-1 9 th cen tury when similar mechan ica l numberin~ dev ices were 
used to st a mp serial numbers on currency . See Appendix J - 1 f o r 
e ,: ampl es. The o n 1 y observation to be mad e h e re is t hat, as in 
the c ase of t he " TOP SECRET/ MAJ IC" stamp above, t h er e is no way 
of knowing whether t he page numbers were added to the document 
immediatel y after it was typed, o r at some poss i b l y much l ater 
date. 

***** 
TYPEFACE ANALYSI S : 

I n attemp t i ng t o i dent ify the t ypef ace di s plc.~yed o n the "EB", and 
through i t t o deter min e the make and model of t h e t yp e wr- i ter u s ed 
to pr o d uce th e d ocument , on e on c e again very q uick l y runs up 
against th e f act t h a t photogra phs are not best evi d e nce . The 
Kod ak Tri- X f i lm u s ed to photograph the documen t is f ast ( i .e. 
s ens it ive to light. thus requiring a very s hor t ex posure time and 
provi ding good d e pih of field>, b~t it is not p a rticularly 
a d a p table t o a high degree o f e nl argement. Even when a top 
q ua l i ty fin e grain deve l oper is used (as i t was i n this case), the 
p roblem of "grain " remai n s s i ,;, n i fi cant wi th this particular film. 
Th i s manifes s itse l f b y c ausi ng wh a t a ppear to be fine lines 
u nder low magnificat i on to brea k down into a matrix of fuzzy globs 
under increasing l y g r eater de grees of e nl a rgement. In the case of 
th "EB " , f i lm grain q ui ckly beqin s to affect the resolution of 
minu det ai l s o f i ndividual letters when the degree of 
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maQni f i cation much exceeds the ·a"" x 11" format raqui rad to 
portray the documents in their original· size. In cer{tin c1111, 
differentiation between two or more typefaces which c osely 
resemble one- another is dependent upon being able to distinguish 
minute differences in the serifs of certain letters. In the "EB" 
photographs, s ome of these distinctions are impossible td make 
with certainty due to the f a ct that the characteristics in 
ques tion 1 i e wi thin the ",:;;iray zone" wh i ch con st i tut es an area just 
at or slightl y bey ond t he upp er l i mi t of resolution possible with · 
these photo,:;;ir ap hs. Fort un a t ely, however , i n the c ase of the "EB" 
th is tur n s out t o be only a partiall y limiting f ac tor. 

The p r incipal limitation caused by the problem of f i lm gra in is 
the a bility to determine beyon d r eason able doubt wh ich of s eve r a l 
extreme l y similar typef a c es is ac tua ll y the one di s played by the 
"EB". Since all were in use befor:,e 1952, h o wever, the only 
matter ope n t o que s t ion is the specific manufac turer of the actua l 
mach i ne i nvolved. It is important to know this in order to assure 
o urse l ves that the typewriter involved is of a kin d l ikel y to have 
been u s e d to type a classified government document. ( If , for 
e xample, the machine turned ou to be a 1948 Franconia or Hac a bo , 
th e questions raised would be obvious') However, bas ed upon 
readily appar e nt factors in the typeface, no such problem i s 
pr ese nted. The machine involved was manufactured by on e o f s ix 
compani e s: R.C. Allen, Smith-Corona, Jaguar (Japan>, Singer 
<France) Hermes (Switzerl and), and Royal. All of these pr oduced 
machines prior to 1952 which used typefaces manufactured e ither by 
Ransmaye r-Rodrian of West Germany or Setag of Switzerland which 
are either identical er indistinguishably similar to on e an o t her 
and to the typeface characteristics displayed in t h e "EB". 
Moreover, R.C. Allen, Smith-Corona, Royal and Hermes are a ll 
machines either common or respected enough to have been used by 
whoever typed the document. 

Of the f our questioned-documents experts consult ed, t wo were 
comfortable with identifying the typeface as hav i ng come from a n 
R.C . Allen Standard (one had initially said Her mes and then 
changed his mind), the other two essential l y l e ft the matter 
open to question as indicated above . All a gr eed that origin al 
documents an d not photograp h s ar e e ssent i al to specifi c 
identification in case s wher e th e qua lity of the negatives u pon 
enlargement is insuf f ici ent t o e n a ble necess ary disti n c t ion of 
minute d i f fer ences. 

One other matter wh i ch i s import a nt here is the question o f 
wh e th e r we a r e dea ling with photograp h s of ph otocopies, o r 
photographs o f or i gin a l typed documents . Since b o th e d ge-s harpness 
and int e rn a l c ontras t factors are signif i cantly a f fec ted b y each 
succ e ssive photocopying of a documen t 1 a nd si nce a di s tortion 
f ,ctor caused b y certain copiers some t i mes s hows up at the 
out er edges of a photocopy, it s h ~uld b e possi bl e by e xamining 
b o t h f ctors to deter mi n e wh et h e r the photogr a phs are of actual 
docum nts or of p h otocop ies . Acc ord i ngly 1 an e x amination was 
u ndert ken with t h e f o llow i ng r esult s : 
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(A) Th• edQe-sharpn••• df th• lmaQes on tK• p 
of th• 11 EB 11 ia entir-ely conaiatent with photac;r-aptt 
0rl9inal typed d6cuments. Photo9raphs of photocopi 
produce images which appear more 11 blotchy" under 
maQnification (especially where fine or low-contrast 
lines are involved) and exhibit a stron9er contrast 
demarcation . between the blackness of the typeface images 
and the whiteness of the paper. 

(8) The intern a l c ontras t s r e adily visible on the 
nega t ive s and i n first-ge n e r a ti on photos (but largely 
lost o n t h e p h o t oc op i e s whi c h ap pear in the appendices) 
c a n b e taken to in d i c ate th a t th e .ori g inals were typed 
an a manual r a ther t h a n an e lec tric machine . This is 
al so consist e nt with the typewr i t er possi b i l i ties 
outline d a bove~ all of wh ich a r e manua l mac hines . 

CC MeasuremE;,nts of the " EB " te:-:t at s;ever· c:, l p l ac e s on 
each of the various pages produces a distortion f a c tor 
o f >0.5½~ a figure consistent with that expected f r om 
the combined effects of the lens of the origina l , camer a l 
the angle of the camera <which was slightly off t he 
perpendicular) , and th e l ens cf t he enlarger used t o 
make the pr·ir1ts5, I t is 0.9.1., however, consi.s5 t. en t wi t h 
the sort of optical distortion produced by certain 
photocop iers. 

Based upon the above, it is logical to conc luce t h a t the 
photographs portray original typed documents whic h wer e c o mposed 
on a manual typewriter. They are not photographs of p hot o copi e s. 
It can also be said that they were photographed car e ful l y by 
someone who knew what he (or she) was doing. 

***** 
CO TENT: 

Since Stanton Friedman ' s indepen dently publ i~hed r eport i s devoted 
pr i mar i 1 y to the actLla l conten t o f th e " EB" ~ a nd t hi s o ne is 
supposed to be limited t o f o r e nsics , this s ec t ion is in c luded only 
to bring f orwar d a f ew impor t a nt poin ts wh ic h a r e n ' t covered 
elsewhere . 

DONALD MEN lEL AS MJ - 12? 

The first of these is the issu e o f Dr . Don a ld Menze l as a possi ble 
member o f MJ - 12 . Although Fr iedman' s work mus t be con s idered a 
major c ontr i bu tion t o th is p a rti c ular area of the MJ- 12 
contr oversy, t h e r e ar e two import a nt detai l s wh ic h s hould be added 

o those alread y a n rec ord: (1) Accor ding to Co l . Ro bert Friend, 
e x-ch i e f o f Pr o ject Blue Book 1 Dr . Menze l h a d a cc ess to the then 
cl ssi f ied Bl u e Boo k file s a n d wo uld per iod ica lly arrive to go 

hr ough th e m " in s earc h of data " wh'i c h Fr i e nd S i;\ y.s he al ways 
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assumed "was to be used for his books." <2> According to 
evidence uncovered by Dr. Bruce Maccabee in the early 80s, l'len el 
deliberately falsified and misrepresented data in his books in 
order to "explain" certain otherwise seeming ly inexplicable UFO 
cases. (17) , FLlrthermore , at the t i me he did so, Menzel was fully 
aware that no one withoLlt a cc e ss t o t h e c l ass i f i ed Blue Book files 
would be able to refLlte his data, and tat t hose wi th a c cess would 
hardly be interested i n do ing so . In any case~ what we have here 
is irrefutable evidence that Men zel was d e li beratel y a nd knowingly 
engaged in the spreading of disinformat ion . Al t ha t r emains in 
question i s h is motive f or doing so. 

THE EL N IO- GUE 'RE O CRASH 

On the ma t ter of the all eged eras o a UFO n r the El Indio -
GLlerrero area of th e Texas-Mex ico border on December 6~ 95c which 
is men ti on ed on page 5 of the "EB", her ar three poin•s o be 
mad e: 

(1) Aside from t h e FBI 11 ·mmedi igh t f o- any da·"'1 
what soever con c e rn ing flyings i ed b y Fr iedma n 
(18 ) ~ several pr ess stories wh ou , same t ime 
have been put fo rward b at er re r ( not~b l y Zechel 
and Hastings) as evi ence hat in ead crash d . The FBI 
d o c u ment is c er t ainly authen mention flying sauc e rs ~s 
t he r·eason for t he " 1 e,-t". The press st ri es on he ot er hand 
speak only of the establi~hm m: f n "alert" sta us f r U.S. Army 
troops in Al aska and e cancella 10n of a planned ·en-da 
Christmas furlough for soldiers 1n tra·n1n camps n- 1onwi de. (19) 

Further r e search indicates ~hat these actions were more liiel" 
related to the heating up of the Vorean War than any i g rela ted 
to UFOs (s e e, for e,:ample, the New York Times front page for 
D~cember B, 19 5 0 , where it was reported hat resident Truman was 
serious l y considerin9 a general "all-out mobili::ation and 
eme1·-,;iency e:•: ec u t i ve orders. "> 

(2) Up th rou9h September of 1987, no one had done much to try 
to validate the alleged December 6, 1950 event. Beginning in that 
month, Friedman an d Moor e Llndertook an effort to see what, if 
anything, might be unc over ed short of an actual visit to the 
remote Texas-Mex ico border a rea mentioned in the document. As a 
result , a number of i n teresting items were discovered although i t 
r emains unclear what their rel ati onshi p to the Te,'-Me:, event might 
be, if any . These are a s follows: 

- Two paragrap hs which appeared in former Secretary o f State 
Dean Ac heson's biography Present at the Creation <NY: W, 
W. Norton), pages 479-480: 

"On the third mornin,;i of (British Pr i me Mi nist e r 
Cl eme nt Atlee's) visit, December 6 , ( 1950) soon 
af ter my arrival at th e Depart ment, Deput y 
Secretary of Defense Love t t tel e phoned a report and 
an instruction fro m the President. Our 
early-warning rad ar sys tem in Canada had picked u p 
f o r mations of u n i dentified objects, presumably 
aircraft, headed southeast on a course that coLl ld 
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brin~ them aver Wa•hinQton in two or thr.•• h~• 
All int■rc ption nd d•f•n•• fore•• w•r• alerted 
I w • to lnfo~m but not advise th• Prim• Minister 
Th• PentaQon telephones would be closed for all but 
emerQency defens e purposes and he could not talk 
a~ain. Before he hung up, I asked whether he 
b e lieved tha t the objec t s that were picked up were 
Rus sian bombers. ~e sa id that he did not. 

"Ge t t in ,;, Oliver Fr a nk s o n the t elephone, I 
repea ted th e messag e . He asked wh e ther the 
Pr e sident had can c e l e d t h e eleven - thirt y meeting 
with At l ee , and wa s told th a t he had not . We 
agreed to meet t here . Be f ore e n di ng the ta lk, he 
wo n dered abou t the· purpos e o f my message . I 
suggested fair war ning a n d a n op p o r t unit y fo r 
prayer. As we f i n ished, one of o ur sen i o r 
offic ia ls bur st in t o the room. Ho w he h ad pic ke d 
up the r umor I d o n o t know, perhaps f rom t h e 
Pentago n . He wanted to telephone his wif e to ge t 
out o f town, and to have i mportant fi l es moved to 
the basement. I refused to per mit him to do e i ther 
and gave him the c h o ice o f a word-of-honor 
comm1ttment n ot to mention t he ma tter to a n yone or 
being put und er security d e ten ti o n. He wisely 
coo l ed off and chose the former . When we r each ed 
the Whi te House, ~ovett to l d us tha t the 
uniden tifi ed obje~ t s had disappeared. Hi s guess 
was th a t they had been g e e~e. " 

Note the key poi nt s h e re. According to Acheson ' s 
account, t h e e v ent o c cur red on t he mor n ing o f December 6 , 
1950, before 11:30AM. He r e fe,,· s to "formatio ns of 
unidentified obj e c ts , pr esumably a ircr aft, he a ded 
southeast. " Su bs eq u e n t 1 y , Lovett r ep ortedly tel 1 s him t hat 
"the L.tnidentified o bjec ts 1"1 a d di s a p pea red" a nd that Lovet t 
guessed they had been gees e . I f Ac h e son ' s ac count were t he 
only one, it could easily be di s missed as nothing more than 
a humorous anecdote . The problem here, however, is t h a t 
a side from Acheson's version, ther e ar e f our other accounts 
o f this event on recor d , and they are all different ! 

The second accoun t pea r s i n Isaac son and Thomas' 
book Th e Wise Me n ( NY: S i mon & Sc hus ter, 1986), p p. 5 44-
545 : 

"For a moment on the morni n,:;i of December 6 , 
(Acheson) t hought his nightmare had come true . At 
10 : 30 A. M. Bob Lovett called him fro m the Pe n tagon 
an d a bruptl y informed him in his laconic vo ice : 
' When I fi nish talking to you , you cannot re a c h me 
aga in. All incoming calls wil l be s t o pp e d. A 
na t ion al emergency is ab ou t to b e pr oc l a imed . We 
re informed t h t t h ere is flyin g over Alaska at 
h present mo me n t a formation of Ru s sian planes 

h din~ southeast. Th e Pres ident wi s hes the 
British mbassador t o be informed of this and told 
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ht Mr Atl • ahould t a k• what•v r ••••ur•• •~• 
prop•r for Mr. Atl••• • safety. Now t'v• finish d 
my m••••Q and I'm about to ring off.' Ach•son cut 
in. Now wait a minute, Bob, do you believe this?' 

No Lovett replied, and hung up. Acheson sat in 
his office and waited. The Air Force scrambled. A 
s enior official burst in a s king permission to 
telephone his wife to get out of town and wondering 
if he should begin moving files to the basement. 
Acheson tried to soothe him. A few minutes later 
Lovett clamly cal led back. The radar blips were 
not Soviet bombers aft e r a ll. They were flocks of 
geese." 

The differences betwe en the Isaacson - Th o mas account 
and Ac heson"s own are glar ingly obvious; yet th e s ource for 
t he I saacson - Thomas ma teria l was arso Acheson! Note , 
however~ that both versi ons have t he ob j ects/bomber s . movin~ 
i n a southeasterl y di rec t i on-- a n a s s e r tion stron g l y 
contradicted b y t h e other three acc ounts wh i ch tell qui te a 
d ifferent s t o r y. Here~ for e: :ample ~ i s a trc:tnslc:,t.ion (fr om 
t h e span ish) of a pr e ss -ccount o f the i n c ident whic h move d 
on Internat i ona l News Service wires later in the day on 
Decemb e r 6 t h <El Excelsior, Mexico City, De c~ 7, 1950~ 
p. 36 ) : 

"FALSE ALARM IN THE U. S. CAPI TAL " 
"Was hin,;;i l on, 6 December (INS): A ~'llar n in 1:.;i of an 
impend in,:;i air- attack resulted in c 1 f al.se alc:ffm i n 
t h i s c a p ita l city today . No a i r r a id al a rms we re 
soun ded~ but functiona r ies c harged wi th the Civ il 
Ai r Defense o f Wash i ngton we r e a lerted tha t a n 
uni den ti f i ed a i r c r·a f t h ad been detected· off t h e 
coast of the St a t e o f Ma ine a t mi d - day . La ter, a 
spokesman for t he Ai r Force stated that in te r c e ptor 
aircraft had bee n d i spatched, and that th e o bject 
in question h a d been identif i ed s hortly ther eafter 
as a North American C- 47 aircraft whic h wa~ 
approaching _the continent fro m Goose Bay, Labrador. 
The warning was said to have been u s eful in 
ver ifying the efficiency o f the Wa s hington Civil 
Defense system. Ci vil De f e n s e offi c i a l s dec lined 
to comment on the inc ident ." 

Note that the "formati on of unidentified objects" have 
now been reduced to a si n g l e objec~, and that it"s 
direction o f a pproac h i s now given as towards the coast of 
M 2 n f rom Go o s e Bay , Labrador -- a southwest£-:fflJ'.: 

ct1on 90 " aroLind from the "over Alaska ... heading 
h " g i ven by Isa a c son - Thomas, and the "headed 

...,.;.a::Ju..u:..ir:..~t-=-" s ated by Acheson. Al so, the "geese" seem to 
m ~ically transformed into a C-47. 

N " t com s an account of the event which appeared in 
th off1ci 1 tr n•c ript of the minutes of the maetin~ 
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b tw• n Truman nd Atl•• • abt in•d by re 
P rk• < ••i•tin~ Moore) from th• file• of 
Library, . 

"<At this point, Mr. Connally entered the room and 
handed the Presiden t a report from Deputy Secretary 
of Defense Lovett . Mr . Lovett was reporting that 
the 'alert' that had reached the President an hour 
earlier when it was thought that a large number of 
unidentified airplanes were a pproaching the 
northeast coas t o f the United States , had now been 
due to erroneous interpret a tion of a t mosph er ic 
cond i t i ons. Th e Pr e siden t infor med t he Pri me 
Minist er t h a t t he r ep ort of p l anes wa s al l in 
e rr or . The Pri me Min i ster e xp r essed re li ef and 
gr at ification.)" (20) 

Format i on s of u n identified objects? Russian bombers? 
Geese? A s i n g le C- 47? Erroneous inter pretat ion of 
atmos pheric condition s ? Sou theasterl y dir e ction? 
Sout h westerly dir e c tion ? Al aska? Labra dor ? As if al l 
tha t isn' t e nough ~ ther e 's sti l l o ne more a ccoun t. Th i s 
one i s c ont ained in an official Department of t h e Ai r Forc e 
Memorandum to the Secretary cf Dofen$e from Col. Ch a r l es 
Win kl e, Asst. E>:ecutive, Di1-ect.orate of Plans; Su b j ect: Ai r 
Alert - 1030 Hours, 6 December 1950. The memo (ori gi nall y 
cl assified Confidential) is also dated December 6~ and 
reads a s follows: 

"1. The ConAC Air Defense Controller notified the 
Headquarters USAF Command Post that at 1030 hour s a 
n um ber of unidentified aircraft were approachi n g 
the northeast area of the United States and tha t 
t here was no reason to believe the aircraft were 
friendly. 

" 2 . This information was furtt1er amplified at 1040 
hours as follows. By radar contact it was 
determined that approximately 40 aircraft were i n 
the flight, at 32,000 feet, on a course of 20 0 
d egrees, in the vicinity of Limestone, Main e. 

"3 . The emergency alert pr ocedure went into eff ec t 
i mmediate l y. 

"4. The office of t he F' r- esi de nt was notified . 
Br igadier Genera l Landry re t urned the c all a nd 
stated that the Presi den t ha d been notified a nd 
that : 

. All i nf o rmati on o n thi s matter was t o b e 
r e l e ased by the Department of the Air Force. 

b . Offic~ of the Pres ident wo ul d re l e a s e no 
i n f o r mat ion . 

c . The s ub s tance of~ and~ above wa s to be 
pa sed to the Secretar y of Defens e . 

"w • At 1104 hours t t1e Con AC Air De f e n s e Controller 
t led th t the ori g i na l t rack ha d f a ded out and i t 

p r th t t he fl i gh t as o r iginally i dentified is 
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a fr endly fli9ht. 
"6. ConAC took immadiat• action to dl•p tch 

intarc•ptors on the initial contact." 

Which of the above is the correct version, if any? 
Clearly, the direction of travel does seem to have been 
northeast to southwest; and the date of the · evant was 
certainly the morning of December 6th, which would make it 
during daylight hours. (Remember that there are only eiQht 
or nine hours of daylight at that particular time of th• 
year.) 

A course of 2 00° from Limestone (near Caribou>, 
Ma ine is a line which e x tends roughly from Goose Bay 
through Li mest one, a lmost di rec tl y over Washington, O.C., 
a nd o n to roughly Jacksonville , Florida. Yet , i f the 
fl i,;ih t~ or object , or wh a tever, 1"as d e tected " in the area 
of Limestone , Maine" as i nd i cated a bove , and wa s 
approac hin g th e con t in e nt a l U.S . ~ it ~eems curious t h a t its 
t rac k woul d jL1s t " fad e out " , f r i en d l y fli ,;iht or otherwise. 
(limestone~ Ma i ne, b y the wa y is almost 150 mi l es i nland 
from the neares t coa stline to the nor theas t , wh ic h is the 
Gulf o f th e St . Lawrence.> 

How cou l d there be any possib l e c o nn e c icn bet we e n 
th i s o dd i ncident and an alleged UFO crash t he same d a y on 
t he Texas-Mexicb border? There are two t h i n g s here whic h 
are interesting. The first is that a s l igh t alt eration 
f rom the 200° southwesterly course to one of onl y a b out 
225 ° would bring the e x tended line of trajector y d i rectly 
over the El Indio-Guerrero area. <This wou l d certainly be 
a " l on,:;, trajectory" as dascri bed in the " EB " . ) The s ec:ond 
is the fact that we are dealing with a daylight inci dent 
here at a time of year when t~ere i s daylight o n ly a bout 
one-third of the time. 

(3) The thing that makes all cf the above potential ly 
significant is the results cf a preliminary investigation 
conducted in the El Indio-Guerrero area by Dennis Stacy a nd Tom 
Deuley 1n March~ 1990. Since Stacy has asked that h is ma teri a l be 
kept confidential until he can publish at some later da t ~ , a l l 
that can be said here is that some confirmation was f o u nd t h a t 
1-1hat the 1 ocal s cal 1 ed a " f i rebal 1 " had crc:,shed i n t h e daytime 
during the time-frame in question, and that t he Me xi c a n mi l i t ary 
had arrived on the scene to take control of it . ( 21) 

***** 
THE TERM "EBE" 

Accor di n•;-J to the "EB " , the t e rm "EBE " f o r 0L1r 11 e,~ed alien 
vi i ors 1-1as "sL1gges ed " by t h e me d ic a l res earc h tea m supposedly 
head d by Dr. Detlev Bron k . Th e d o c umen t s t a t e s th a t the term was 
c o ined an ac hronym f or- the p hra s e "E :-: t ra- t e rre~; tr-ial Biologici~l 
Entities ''. Wit hou t mak ing a n y a ssess men t a s to whether this is 

ccur o r no, i mu~t b e n o t e d h e re t h a t en this point~ the 
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"EB" is in direct contradiction with the so-called Carter document 
("CD"> which alleges that EBE is the term the aliens use to refer 
to themselves. Obviously if either version i ·s true, then the 
other automatically is not (unless, of course, one wants to 
stretch the point to it s absolute limit by arguing that the aliens 
could have adopted Dr. Bronk"s term as a convenient way of 
referr i ng to themselves >. Sin c e the evidence in hand at this point 
i s i n s uffi c ient t o a l l ow a ny fur t h e r con c lusions to be drawn , the 
matt e r rema ins moo t . 

CLlr i ousl y, al thoL1gh the term "Eben " no~"' c i r cLll ates f r· eel y amongst 
both UFO buffs and members of t he public-at - large <it has even 
b een u~ed in a n a tional TV c ommer c i a l)~ it was gen e ral l y unknown 
before the Moore / Shandera/Fr i edma n CMSF) a nd Timothy Good re l ease 
of the MJ-12 document s to th e pu bl ic -i n t he s pring o f 1987. 
Per h a p s it is si g nif icant th a t th e firs t t i me an y of the MSF team 
heard the t er m used outside of their own t igh t c i r c le was wh en 
aL1tho r Whitl ey S t r i .e ber (Communia_o_, etc:.) came LIP wi th it 
ap parent l y q ui t e on his own in " JanL1ary of that ye a r. Wh i tl ey t o ld 
Moore that he ·had heard ·he term used by " two contac·s i n th e 
government" whom he had met with while wr-it.ir.9 Commun i q.[2, 

***** 
TIMOT HY GOOD " S RELEASE 

One of the more confusing pieces of the MJ-12 controversy i s th e 
role of British author Timothy Good. Good was in the final s t a ges 
of preparing the manuscript for his bestseller Above To p Secret 
when, in the latter part of March, 1987, he was contacted by a 
person who he says he was convinced ''was connected · o the Amer i can 
i ntel 1 i gence community. " Good had made contact' with a numb e r o f 
such people on both sides of the Atlantic during the course of 
researching his book, and so such an approach was not part icu l arly 
surprising to him. This one, however , informed him tha t he shoul d 
e x pect "something" which would be of assistance tcJ hi m in hi s 
project. Shortly thereafter, a packet arrived con tai n i ng 
" sanitized" (i.e. the caveat st<:\mpin,;is wer·e crossed OLlt) 
photocopies of the "E ,B. " and the "T.M . " . Good immed iately 

I 
recognized their potential significance, and made a deci s ion to 
include them in his book manuscript even though t he r e h a d been 
l itt l e time for investigation. 

Slightly over two months later, Goo d 's pub l ish e r, as part o f 
p romotional publicity for the f orthcomi n g book, provi ded materia l 
to t h e press which inc l uded ~opies o f t h e documents. Th e 
r e s pectable London Daily Obser ver was immediatel y interested a nd 
r an a f eature story on t h e m i n its Ma y 3 1 , 1987 edition. This 
a ppears to have been tt,e fi r s t major news c o_v e rage of th e s ubject. 

Mean while, unawa r e o f th e a bove s ituation, Moore a nd Sh an dera were 
t the same ti me maki n g plan s for a limited re l ease o f in formation 

abou their own resear c h a nd experien c es in preparation for.the 
upcoming 2 4th a nnual National UFO Conference wh ic h Moor e and the 
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Fair-Witness Project were hosting in Burbank, California on June 
12-14. Their intention was to make the first release of 
information iri an issue of the Fair-Witness ~OCUS newsletter. 
Even though no final decision had been made concerning precisely 
which material would b~ released, Moore prepared a short general 
statement on April 30th which he composed as page one of what was 
subsequently to become the FOCUS issue of the same date. With 
preparations in full swing for the upcoming conference it was a 
hectic time, and a c oupl e of week s went b y with nothing more being 
done o n the news letter e xcept th e c ompl e tion of an editorial 
mess~g e for - pa,;ie 2 . In mi d-mor.i th 1 t hi n,;i s were picked Llp again and 
plan s wer e l ai d for c ompletion and ma i li ng b y month's end. 

\ 

Roughly a week later 1 Moore r ec e i ~ed an eni g matic ph one c all from 
an indivi d ual who informed h im t ha t a major s tory abou t MJ -12 was 
ab oLtt t o break ti in Europe" an d that i f he (Moore) wa nted any 
credit for h a v i ng res e arched the subject as we ll , he shou l d '' g o 
publi c befor e th e e nd of the •t-1eek. ti No further i n format.im1 o r 
ad v ice wa s off er e d , leaving M/S in somet hing of a q uandry as t o 
p r eci se l y what action, if any, they should take. Ob vi ous l y a 
reassessment of their plans and position was in order a nd time was 
o f the essence. 

Th e situation posed a problem ~ince there was no way of kn o wi n g 
whether i t was a set-up designed to force their hand. On c e 
complete copies of documents were made public, all contro l s were 
off and there was nothing to ~revent some enterprising opport unist 
from coming along and fabricating stories about th~m to reporter s 
e~ger for more information. Knowing that such things ha d h a ppened 
before in the UFO field~ some sort of precaution had to b e t a ken 
which allowed the release cf some material while conti nuing to 
protect the integrity of an investigation-in-progress~ Th e 
precaution decided upon was to release heavily expurga t ed ,copies 
of some of the pages-- just enough materi~l to prove t hat M/8 had 
had the goods in hand prior to whatever might come out i n Europe, 
and also just enough to provide any other UFOlogist wh o might have 
copies in hand as well the opportunity to prove it by be ing ab le 
to supply the missing material. At that time 1 M/S had no wa~ of 
knowing whether their copies of the docume nts wer e unique, , o r 
whether others might quietly be working on t h e same ma ter i a l a s 
well. They also did not know wh ich documents we r e to b e involve d 
in the forthcoming European release, o r even whe t he r t here would 
actually be such a release . 

Such is the s·ory behind MIS' r ~ l ease of portions o f t h e MJ-12 and 
related material i n FOCUS. Althoug h the i ssue bore the d a te of 
April 30, 1987, the first cop i es a ctual l y hit t he mai l - stream on 
May 2 7 th wi th a subs eq uent mai l i ng e n the 29th. It wa s on the 
2 9 h <Fri d ay) tha t Ma r tin Ba i l e y, t h e . r e por ter working on the 
Timothy Goods cry for the Lendon Dai l y Ob s er v ec, c alled Moore 
statjng that he had b e e n i nfarm~d t h a t Moor e was working on the 
go ✓ernment cover-up aspec t o f UFOs a n d aski n g if he had any 
i nfo r ma ion about some th ing ca ll e d MJ - 12, At once, the warning 
about Europe became a r eali ty a nd th e ca t wa s out cf the bag. The 
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Obsarvar's feature story ran on the front p Qe of h Sund y 
May 31, 1987 edition, and ~as picked up by other m dia round th 
world. 

Since the appearance of Good's boo k , questions have p rsisted 
about how and from whom he obtained the documents. Like all ~ood 
journalists, he ha s c onsisten t ly refuse d t o d isc lose what he 
regards as conf i den ti a l in f ormation . Wh e n certai n individuals 
suggested that perhaps Good ad obtained is docume nts f r om Moore. 
both g e ntleme n denied it. is, however. did ct stop one group • 
of d e b unk e rs from publis 1 g aw it pa er ear in 1Q90 settin g 
forth certain "concl u sions " w i e offered 1n support o f heir 
belief that Good h ad 1n f ac t rece i ved d c u ents f om core in 
spite of deni a ls. (22 ) e 1r rgu en found ed on 
points which the y c aim to have disco 
documents re l e sed by Good wi h 
releas ed b y M/S in FD US: 

< 1 ) "The • 
that while he 
similarity. T 
stro l,e in o t 
obliterate the 
difference be e 
security mar~in)s 

<~> Copies o oor s v 
d ocuments con~ in r1 d s" 
use of a di ty cs a eve, 

a -· 

t c,ne 
le· l 
t 

" identic:al" on e s1ons, on y "similar". one i c-: 
"suggests" ha the s me mac ine was used .o copy 

(3 What ·s descried as n anomoloLts "fingerprin" <i t i s 
actua l l two sher smudged scr tc es) appears on a couple o f 
Good's page s , and a somewhat similar "but not absolu ely 
identical " mark appears (at different places) on a couple o f 
Moore's pages. This "forces" the elief that oth were copi ed o n 
t h e same machine . 

Cl earl y t he "evidence" presented here is circumstan t ia l, 
s peculative and highly contrived so as to appear to be muc h more 
i mportant than it actually is (this, no doubt, due to t he f act 
t ha t t hose responsible for it have been critical o f t h e M/ S/F 
ef f o r t f rom t he very beginning> . In any case , the f ac t s a re a s 
f o llows : 

CA> To s ay t hat th e re is " no significant difference between 
the Moore and Good versions" is to comp l ete l y overl ook the fac t 
that the marki n gs on Moore's version were c l ear l y mad e b y a 
left - handed pe r s o n (which Moore is ) , an d he marki ngs o n Go od' s 
ver·sion were c l e a r l y ma de b y a r ight - handed pe rso n, whic h Moore is 
not! 

CB ) On Good' s doc uments~ there is evidence of no l e ss than 
fifteen na r r ow ve rtica l ridges on page one' On page two , 
there are si xteen such ridge s (still narrow in fo r ma t), and on 
page three, there are s e v en (whic h a ppear on the left-half of the 

I 
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page only). On Moores ~ers1ons, there is evidence of seen wid 
and less-defined ridges on pa9e one, perhaps five on page two 
<which are so ill-defined that it is diff c u lt to call them 
ridges>, and five again on page thr ee (all in the cen ter>. From 
such evidence it is possible to c oncl ude that both ersions were 
produced on copiers which we r e d irt No f urt her conclusion is 
possible. 

<C> While c~rtai n e Yamp l es of 
bear some simi l arity wit o es. i 
many d i ssim i l a r i i e s among t em. 
s trict stan dards of e v de c e are 
which c an be susta i ed is tat t 
d e bunkers contend such ar~s r 
ro l l ers, hen one mig JLst s 
simi l ar mach ines deterior a t e in 
similar marks. 

so-ca ed f inge r p r int do 
le to find jus t as 

MISCE LLA NEOUS: 

Although it is mp 
and "TM" on he 
tells us th t the ph 
time after the manu 

ATE 

that such i nfer at. e f ul 

abo e, 1-ihen 
, con c: l Lt - 1 on 
If. st e 

r a ' i ng 

to invest igate t . Sine 
f il m carr ·es m nL: ac n nu b e r 
interval s a ong t e Im . it r quired o n l y 
e::aminati on 1nder maqnifi c at1 on to disclose ''•'ad S e y 
:f.j:5063 - 8 3 1-77F" . 

With this informati on , Moore con tacted Mr. Ri chard ohnson o f 
Technical Infor mation Division of Eas tma n Vodal in och er, 

m 

"EB" 

h£> 

N. Y. 
who researched Vod a~ • s records and informed Moore that t e 
emulsion coating was made in August of 198= and t t th e 
exp iration date of the bat ch was probab l y Septem er or October of 
1985. Once the emul s ion is pl aced on t he film , he product is 
mark eted as quickly as po s s i bl e t he r eafter due to the roughly 
two-year shelf life . 

Based upon thi s, i t is possib l e to c onclude that the f i l m was 
exposed sometime bet we en perhaps September of 1983 a the earliest 
and December 9, 1984 wh e n it was mai l ed to Sh ander a . 

WRAPPER & POSTMARK: 

S ince a descript i on of the appearance of the packet containing 
t h e film was provi ded earlier in this Report, there is no need to 
repeat it here . Ther e are, however, several other observat ion s 
which are worthy of me ntion : 
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(1> An comparison of the typeface an the addt 
face• employed an All. of the other docu~ents mention d n 
Report as well as some additional material · <letters fratft Daty 
Christmas cards from a couple of others etc.> revealed th t anl 
one item-- the so-called Hilltop Document-- was typed on a imil r 
machine. Because of the fact that the three lines of type on the 
address label provides s uch a small sample, and becaus the 
machine involved was electr i c, it i s not possible to deter mine 
whether both were done on th e same machine. Dif ferences e ident in 
the alignment of c er tain upp e r case letters s uggest that this is 
unlikely, bu t th e sample i nvol ved i s r eal too small to pe r mit a 
defin i t ive c onclusi on. 

( 2) Perhaps t he most i nc ompeten t a rgument le eled against t he 
documents duri ng the e n t ir e controve s· was that o"f e r ed b on e 
C . D. <"Seedy" ) Allan of England . On JL1ne 5. 198 9 Allan ci rcL1 l ated 
an open letter in which he made lo 'ng as e r t ions : 

CA) An y ar ument th t ens m" ght ~ 
official di ::o nform scounted .n ti r e l y " 
on ~h -rounds t · n~ the fi lm 
had stamps af 1• d , om1n g from 
an of?i 1al sou~c 1 d , 

<B> Snee there re t~el • ¢ v rie ·y 
<three bloc: ·s o fro m b ool-..let 
p nes) o hep c~et, mp or 
one or two high v~l I stamps_, th1s "strongl impl1 s ' 
tha the sender weighed the pac et hi self, ~new the 
correct posta~e and affixed the stamps hims l f . 

(C) From this it can be conclL1ded that t e sende r w s "c:1 

private individual who regularly used boo let pane 
stamps in b eeks ... and who was egularly involved in 
ma il "ng packets." SL1ch a person woL1ld ''li! ely be 
e ither a magazi~e/book editor or publisher , or 
someone with a small mail-order- business" be c ause a 
larqer such business would "almost certainly use a 
(postage) meter-" or have high value stamp s on hand . 

Of all t h e barbs aimed at Moore throughout this a ff a ir, this on e 
is by far the mos t nonsensical and outrageous! Her e are the 
facts : 

(1) The MJ - 12 f i lm packet con t ains 12 x 20¢ stamps for a 
t ota l o f $2 . 40 in postage . 

(2) If a roll of undeve l oped f i lm s imilar to the one 
or ig i nall y inside i s s ubstituted and the packet then 
we ighed , the tot a l we i ght i s 2 . 4 ounces . The packet was 
ma il ed v i a First Class mai l . 

(3) In December, 1984 , th e postage requirement for a 2 .4 
ounce, Fi r s t. Class.packet was e xactly 50¢-- $1.90 les s 
than the a moun t affixed. 

So much for the argument that the sender knew al l ab ou t mailing 
packet~! But t here a re two additional points t o be made here: 

(4) Offi ciall y f rank ed ma il i n t h e U. S . al wa ys indicates the 
name of the a gency or the ide n t i t y of the person using the 
privilege. The assertion that a nyone wanting to remain 
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anonymous would use officiilly franked mail is patently 
illo,;.ical . 

(5) Postage meters in the U.S. all bear an identifying number 
on their slugs (dies> which is imprinted along with the 
denomination, city and date on all mail thus stamped. 
This number traces directly to the person or firm which 
owns or holds the lease on the meter. Once again~ it is 
highly illogical that a per son wishing to remain anonymous 
would employ suc h a device . 

Based upon the above, pl u s the Albuquerque postmark, several 
obser va t ions are possi bl e: 

( A1> Ba·s ed upon t.he mani l c:~-st yl e envelopes Ltsed a nd the way tr:o\pe· 
was used to sea l t h e packets (external ~ internal) , t he s ender was 
someone f am i l iar with security procedure_ used in the preparation 
of cer tai n typ es of official mail. 

CB> Th e t ype of stamps used and the amount of postage a f f ixed 1 

combined with "A" above, ?uq,::;es · ..... ~ a person accustomed to placi n g 
sen s iti ve material in envelopes and sealing same, and then passing 
it to a sec r etary or clerk who did the weighing, stamping a nd 
maili ng. This, in turn, suggests someone in an executive o r 
command l evel position. 

(C) Suggestions that Richard Doty is the person behi nd the 
d o cume nt s can be dismissed as circumstantial. One po i n t whic h 
spea ks against this is the fact that documents and let t ers typed 
by Doty d u r i n g his years at Kirtland show he was a cc usto~ed to 
using one o f three typewriters~ two at the base a nd o n ~ at home. 
The t ype f a ce on th e address label is complete l y un l i ke any o f 
these thr·ee . ) 

***** 
<THE TRLJMAN - F O RRE S TA L MEMORAND UM) 

There are two reason s wh y t he ana l ys i s of the Truman Me morandum 
<"TM") has been t r· eated as a separate issue f ram thai; o f th e "EB " : 

(1) If authent i c, it was created more than five y e ars 
before the "EB" and for a complete l y_ diff e ren t purpos e . 
I f phoney , then it is extremely well done. In ei ther 
case, as a separate but pres umabl y attac h e d doc u ment, 
it exhibits c haracteristic ~ wh i ch are worthy of 
i ndepen den t i n vestigat ion. 

(2 ) The only two things wh ich pur port to con nec t i t to 
the " EB" are the identificati on cif "Attachme n t A" c.'\s 
bein ,;i "Specic, J. Cl assif i e d E:,ec u t i ve Order #092447" 
("EB" , p a,;i e 6), an d th e f a c t th a t the "TM" document 
b e ars a mec hani c:c:1lly s tamped number ("008") which is in 
prop e r sequence with the res t of the pages. Assuming 
f o r a mome nt t h a t the "EB" is ,;ienui ne, neither of these 
po i n ts c on s t itutes suffic i ent grounds upon which to base 
an a utoma t i c assumpticm that the "TM" mLtst ther-efor-e 
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( 

lab nuln•. Con idar1 
<A> Th• p Q numb•rs which hav■ b■en mechanically 

at mp don ••ch p Q war ■ cl arly ddad at soma point 
after the document it• •lf was created. Since there is 
now y of nowinQ preci s ely l!W.Jt!l these were added, the 
fact that they e :< i st and ttiat the " TM" bears a number in 
correct s equence cannot be taken a s proof t hat the page 
we ha e in hand is the s a me page t hat was p a r t o f the 
o ri gina l doc ume n t . 

<B> Equall y , ther e is no way of knowing whether the 
documen t ref e rl"'ed to as "Spec ial Classified Executive 
Order " in th e "Enumeration of At t a c hments" on page 6 is 
1n f ct the same documen t a s th e 11 Tt1 11 which occupies 
tha t pos iti o n i n the c o py at hand . 

I n oth~r wo r ds the possibil'ty that th e present Truma n ­
Forresta l Memoran dum is a f a brication which h a s been 
sub t itut e d for the documen~ which originally hel d that 
p o tion ~ be seriously considered . Remember that 
th a documents were almost certainly supplied by 
som on ~Ji th strong c::onnecti ans to the U.S. i ntel h genc: e 
community . It is not therefore, out of the qLlest ion 
th t t h individual or individuals responsible could 
11 v planted a "ringer" alongside a good document so as 

prov~d am a~s of discrediting or backing away from 
whol p ck•g shou d the need suddenly ari se a t some 

poi n . (See the final paragraph of t he sec ti on 
K rtl nd docum nts herein for discussion of a 

rpo ibil.iy,) 

process of considering the above equal wei ght 
o i anti heses-- the po sibil1ti s that bo h 

"EB" m.y be genuine~ or tat he "TM" may be 
"rin,:;ier". 

ng con idaredp he only v lid course of ac ion in an 
uch s his is to consider all elements separa ely 

conclusion b sed solely upon the evidence presented 

ST Y : 

ANCE: 

nc:e of e "TM" h num rous 
d d urin,;:i the r produc 

n ici Y• 
d m r 

' nd 

h 

ne 
n m. or 



whether it might have been prepared for his signature by 
one of the other two principals involved or, perhaps, 
one of their secretaries. 

( 2 ) On c e a ,~ain, the f a c t th a t "TM" e:{i s ts only as a 
photog raph and not an origina} is a lim i tin g factor in 
t h a t photog r a ph s ar e no t b e s t evi d e n ce. 

Wit h t h at i n min d , con s id e r t h e fo l l o wing : 

<A> Given th a t a sur v ey of White House d o c u ments generated bet wee n 
the en d of Wor ld Wa r II a nd the beginni ng of the Eisenho wer 
adm i ni s t r a t i on revea lt~d a wid c,.;1 varie y o f s· : y l€·?S and f or·ma t s i n 
a c c eptable u s e a t t h e time, ·her e i.s n o par ti c: ulc:u .. rec:1son to 
con s ider any s pec:i f i c point o f t he style an d f orm,i t o f th e "TM" as 
be ing s u f fi cient l y out of the ordinary so as t o c onst i tut e a 
mean ingf u l c ase agai nst its authenticity . 

CB ) Whi e it is 11 L1sual. 11 to f'nd thE-? r·ec:i.pirmt ' s name a nd often his 
(or her) address as well typed in the lower -lef t corner of letters 
and memoran d a generated b~ Truman"s office durinq t his t i me frame, 
t he absence of such should not be taken as evide;ce aga inst 
au t henticity on two grounds: 

(a) Such absence is typical cf letters and memora n da 
generated by Dr. Vannevar Bush, and 

(b) it is also typicc:,l of memorandc:, and :§.QID.§. lettr,?r ~:; 
•~enerated by ·secretary James Forrestal. 

I 

Both of these bits of information lend additiona l weight to the 
possi bi 1 it Y. that the " TM " may have bee:-:n typed by on e of these two 
principals (or an appropriate secretary) and presented to Truman 
for his signat ure. (Certainly, as Fried man has p o i n t ed out {23> , 
th ere was a White House meeting among the three tin Se ptember 24, 
1947.) Furthermor e, it can not be said, at least i n Forrestal' s 
case, that preparat i on of a memorandum f or Truma n's s ignature was 
entirely unknow n , si n c e a copy of one suc h u nda t e d, un s igned 
draft was found in the Preside nt ' s Sec r etary " s File at the Truman 
Library. The me mo, ob vi ousl y prepared by Forrestal i bout himself 
because the typewr it e r use d mat ches one on which other me mos out 
of Forrestal's off i ce were fr e quently typed, bears the date (in 

he Ltpper righ t) " ___ __ Jun e 1948" , i s cc:~ptioned "MEMORANDUM TO 
HONORABLE JAMES FORRESTAL , SECRETARY OF DEFENSE'', and incorporates 
a blank space at t h e bottom left for the presidentia l signature . 
(Its subject has to do with p lans to organize the ar med forces 
r e serves.) 

One unusual t hing a bout this unquestionably genuin e draft 
memor a ndum i s that · he l-'mrd " r·espec:ted " in the s econd para,~raph 
hereof is il1£~ga lly sp l it c:\S "r- es- pect£,?d". (See precedin,;, 

s e c tion on the "EB", for discLtssion of a si milar ille,;,al sp lit 
w ich appears in that document .) 

<C) Use of 8 11" x 11" Wh ite Hous e 1 et terhead stat i or,ery < as opposed 
• o 8" ;1. 10" > does nc;:,t hold LIP as a poj. nt a,;,ai nst "TM" either, 
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bee us• other eKamples of such do eKist. <See for •Hampl•, 
"MEMORANDUM" from Cutler to Lay, Stephens 8c Simmons dated May 29, 
19~3 noting the President's invitation to Ors. Bush and 
Oppe nheimer to appear at the the NSC meeting of May 27th; or Memo 
from Cutler to the President dated July 21, 1954 conveying 
pers onal respects and esteem from a list of dignitaries.) . 

Al s o, the par ti CL1 l a r s t y l e a nd for ma t o f the ·letterhead ( "THE 
WHITE HOUSE" c enter e d a t top, wit h "WASHINGTON" in smaller type 
of fse t t o t h e right underneat h ) matc h es t h a t whi ch app ears on 
known-to-b e -authentic doc uments fro m 1947. 

(2) WRITING STYLE AND FORMAT: 

S i nc e t h e bo dy of the text contains t wo s hor t p a r agraphs 
c omp rising only 75 ward s ~ a nd si n c e the word i n g i s e s sen t i a ll y the 
sort of "offi c ialese '' t y p i ca l o f ,,:;,over nmen t memo r a nda , the 
derivation of a n y meaningful infor mation f r o m such a s ma ll and 
e s sen t ia lly b l and sampl e is impossible . 

Simpl y a s a matter of contrast, it should be n o ted that wh o e ver 
t y ped the "TM" emp l eyed a -f i ve-spac:e i ndent<:?. t i on a t the b e•;;ii nni ng 
o f each parai;iraph, whereas the typist of the "EB" used a " b l ock " 
sty l e which employed no indentation at all. Th i s suggest s t wo 
d i f ferent t ypists (as would be expected if bot h documents we r e 
au t h e ntic>, but of course does not prove such . 

Wit h r espect to the quest ion of ind~ntat icn, a s urvey of d o cuments 
o r i g inating from the offices of Truman, Fo rrest a l and Bush d uring 
t his era was undertaken to determine whet her th~re was a n y 
consistency to t he process, or whet her t h e same sort o f 
inconsistencies existed here as wi t h ot her e lements o f s t y l e a n d 
format . The results were these: 

(A ) For " Tt7L1man " documentsH Examp l es were found bear i n ,;i 
indentat i ons o f o, 5, 10 an d 13 spaces. 

CB ) Fo r '' Fo r resta l: doc u ment s : Ex amp l es wer e f ound 
bea ring i nd enta t i on s of O, 5 , 6, 7, B, 9 a nd 10 s p a ces . 

( C> For "Bust, " d o cume nt s : E:<amp l es were found b e ,~r i. n ,;i 
in d en t a t i on s of 5 , 8 and · 11 spaces. 

In addition, i t wa s noted during t h is s ur v e y that s hort ( 1,2 ~ 3 
p aragr aph) Tr u ma n l e tters an d me mo r a nd a of ten e x h i b i t the 
charac t e r istic: of long singl e sent e n c e s bein g s e t o ff as s eparate 
p a ragr a phs. This s ame c h a r ac t e ri s tic i s a l s o e v i d e nt i n paragraph 
t wo of the "TM" . 

(3) GRAMMAR, SPELLI NG & WORD USAGE: 

No e rr o r s or p e cu l iar i t ies a r e e vi d e nt. Use of capital letters in 
such ph r ases as " Operation Majest i c Twe lve" , "Office of the 
Pr e i d en t", a nd "D i rec tor of Cen t r a l Intel 1 i ,;;ience" is consistent 
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with other similar memoranda. 

(4) - DATE STYLE: 

As was the case ;with the "EB", a somewhat LlnLlsLlal style of writing 
dates is evident here-- th i s time incor porating the us e of a • 
period followin g t h e year . Howe ver, aft e r a survey p r oduced 
examples of th is s t y le on d ocument s from the of f ices o f Truman, 
Vann evar Bush , Secretary o f Wa r Pa tter s on, and A. F . Gen . Alf red 
Max we l l , it was decided to a b and on f ur t her e fforts on the grounds 
th a t t h is was s uffic i ent preceden t t o es t ab l ish the validity c f 
t h e sty l e. 

( 5) CAVEATS & STAM PINGS : 

The Lls e o f "TOP SECRET " and 11 EY~~S ONLY" st.;,mps °" t both tap a n cj 
bot ~om c ent er i s c onsistent with o·her documents o f the period . 
There a r e , howeve r , a number of points to be made h ere: 

(A l Con trast visible on the photographs (but l ess 
v i sib l e on the printed copies herein) su~gest seve r al 
th i n ,;i·:; : 

< 1) On the "TOP SECF.:ET" caveats, the stampi n,;i at 
t he top is somewhat dar~er <more dense) than th e 
o ne at the bottom, which suggests that the person 
who s t amped it on the documents did so in t he 
t ypical way of inking the stamp once dn an ink pad 
a nd t hen applying the stamp first to the top a nd 
th e n to t h e bottom of the page witho ut re-i n ki ng 
i n b e t we en. Furthermore, from the d~nsi t y 
prod uced , it would appeaf that the stamp pad use d 
was either n ew or had been recently re-in ked, and 
t hat the c olor was mos t likely black or d a r k ~l ue . 

(2) The " EYES ONLY" caveat s a r-e c onsiderably 
lighter and appear t o be of eq ua l density on bot h 
top and bottom. Th i s s ugge s t s that they wer-e o f a 
d i fferent color (possibl y red) on the original, 
and that the ink pad .used was rela t ively dry, 
hence the need to re- ink in bet ween eac h 
application. This also suggests th e possibi li t y 
that the "EYES ONLY " caveats may have been a p p l i e c.1 
at a dif f eren t t i me , a l t hough t h e r e seems no way 
of knowing t hfs fo r cer ta i n. 

~3) Bot h o f the a bove poi nt s t aken together would 
seem t o s peak agai nst a fabri cat i on s ince it seems 
u nl ike l y a f a bric a tor would go to the trouble of 
employ i ng two d i fferent ink pads <one well-inked 
and one not, one black and the other probably 
red>, knowing that all would come o~t in shades of 
gra y on a black-and-white photograph, and knowing 
that black stampings of equal density would pass 
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just as well as any other upon subsequent 
examination. 

In other words, IF the "TM" is a forgery, then 
it would seem the person responsible went out of 
his (or her) way to create a point of issue here 
when there was absolutely no need to create one-­
especi a ll y s i nce , h a d the document borne black 
s t a mp i ngs o f equa l densit y , no one would have 
questioned t h em anyway. 

CB > The similarit y be t we e n t h e "TOP SECRET" s · a mp which 
appear-son the "TM " an d on e wh i ch a ppeared in some o f 
Moore " s a d ver tisi n g in 198 5 is ex p lai ned b y t h e f ac t 
t at Moor·e CL1t the caveat from ·<ere:-: cop i e~3 o f t h e "TM" 
and pasted i t on his ads, which were then r educ ed in 
s i z e for printing. Debunkers who have suggest e d that 
1o o re • s use of the stamp is e ✓ idence that h e f a br ica t e d 

t he d o c ument should be questioned with respec t t o their 
motives in ma~ing such an allegation, an wit resp e c t 
to the degree of competence evidert in their thought 
p r ocesses. <Unfortunately, such thinki~g is typic a l of 
many self-anointed, high school educated researchers who 
have little or no grasp of accepted standards o f 
evidence QL of how to apply t e principles of lo,;iic t o 
simple problems.) 

CC For further comparisons of various caveat s t a mp ings, 
see Appendix J. 

***** 
TYPEFACE ANAL YS I S : 

As in ·he case of the "EB", photographs are not b e s t e v· dence , and 
ln attempting to identify typefaces from them, o n e quic kly r uns up 
aga i nst t h e limi t ations imposed by th e f i lm gr ai n. Nonetheless, an 
a na l ysi s of the ypeface was undertaken and produced t h e followi n g 
r-esults: 

CA) Th e t y p e faces o n th e machine which produced this document 
appea r to have been r e c ently cleaned nd aligned, a s evidenced b y 

h e "crisp " natur e o f the letters and the relatively straigh t 
alignment of the l in e s o f type . However, the machine seems t o 
h ave been poorly a djus ted with res pect to the pressure tran s fer-red 
to the fac es , i n th a t the lower cas e letters consistently strike 
th page t o prod uc e hea vier, denser impressions than do the upper 

l e tter s . Thi s manifests its elf throughout t h e d ocument a nd 
d i l/ visibl e on the pho ogrcphs . I n deed, it is precise ly 

p culiarity which causes the c a p t ion , which is typed i n a ll 
o appear somewhat lighter than the body of the text itsel f 

compo d mos ly o f lower case letters. An examination of 
e 1 r s in the body of the text, however, reveals 

b t thi s s ame charac eristic. This should be 
h he machine involved was a manual rather 
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than an electric. 

<B> Further examination of the document reveals tat there are 
really two different typefaces~ and hence two different 
machines involved here. <Note difference in lower case " " in 
Illus. C ~ D.l The first (mac ine l was used o produce the 
entire caption and bod y of t e te.: t, p l u s the wor·d "Sep ember" in 
the date at the top right. e sec ond (mach1 e #~ w s used to 
complete the date b y t yp i ,;i i n only e- nt.1 e r l s ":4 nd 
the period after th e "7 '' . his ch r cteris is qu sis ent 
with a gen u i ne docu ent wher i t e bod y was p e d fi r st d the 
date was a d d e d at ano h er time nd 1 ce (pe- p upon ~1 
but con s t itut es a v ·y cu no o l y ndeed i f e c c is a 
fabri cation, as w 11 s er. 

(C ) Wi t h respec t o e 
Und erwood UP3 A, which 9 6 . 
There has been 5om , w one 
expert iden ·if _d ce h- r yp e 
fac:e Ltsed onl • on -C elcct ri c: m e =----'=- 96 • 
and a second exper t 1 o ,tit m b yer • odrian 6 
f ace wh i c h wa= lso use on - c r c o unsp e ci fied 
manufacture d2te_. S i nce t hes h r ee f a ces are ex reme y similar , 
caref ul e ,• mination must be undert al. en to tel t 1- e di ff erenc e . 
Essentiall y, the distinctions ar these: 

-The d ifference between RaRo 664 and beth of t he o ther 
two f c e s is that the RaRo lower case "I-" has a n 
unbal anced Lpper right serif whereas on t h e o t her two 
t h e serif 1 s balanced. Since the "TM" c ont a in s only 
o ne l e tter "k" (lower case), and since the 
charac teristics of the serif cannot b e d e termin ed with 
100 ½ accuracy due to the problem of grain , th e 
situati o n devo l ves to one of "appearance" . Upon close 
e xamination under magn ification, t heref re, it a ppear s 
th a t the s e rif is balanc ed , t hus c asting doub t upon 
Ra Ro 664 a s a vi abl e opt i on . 

-Th i s l eaves Underwood UP3 A and S-C P l C~ , t he primary 
di ff erences between which are a p r ominent up war d hook 
o n the t a i l of t he lower case "a" o n the S- C face <as 
o ppose d to a consi derab l y di mi ni s hed ho o k on the 
Underwood f a c e ) , a nd th e fact that the S-C fac e o e r all 
has a fine r . more sc u lpted o r chiseled l oo~ which 
prod uc e s a l~ost print - quality l etters . It is upon 
these d i f f e rences t ha t t he opinion of a n Underwood i s 
ba sed <See Illust r at ions) even though th e cr ossbar on 
the l ower case " t " di s pl ays a s l ightl y longer lef t1-.iard 
extension than i s usually f ound on th a t fa c e and in 
fact does more closely resemble the S- C style. (One 
cannot rule out , however, the possibility that it was 
replaced during the cleaning and repair process). 

( JL1st for the record, the 1 ower case "a" Ltsed by 
RaRo 664 is identical to that of the S-C face, thus 
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further rulin~ it out of the picture.) 

An e f fort was made ta deter mine whether the particular t yp ewriter 
used to produce the "TM" coLtl d be i dent i fied throu,~h comparison of 
the typeface with that of criaus machine~ used to produce 
d ocuments in the offic s a TrumBn u,h~ Forr~s tal nd 
Hillenkoetter durinc thic .·me fr m u i ' was unsuccessfu l . On e 
document~ however, was discovered which pp ars oh ve been typ e d 
on a typewriter employing t es me ype ce. This is a very poor 
q uality (perhaps third generation) carbon copy of a ''MEMORANDUM 
FOR THE PRESIDENT'' ~ated <with rubber stamp) 6 AUG 1948 from 
Hillenkoetter having to do wi h the Berlin Crisis. Although i t 
appears to be the same t peface~ the poor quality of the carbon 
makes further comparison impossible. 

(0) With respect to machine #2~ the face on the numbers is 
virtually ident·cal with the Remington P4-style numbers foun d o n 
the typewriter f reqL1entl y used by Dr. Vannevar Bush at the t1 me . 
Indeed , compar e the numbers . fr-om the date on the "TM" vJi th those 
which appear on a memorandum typed by Bush on the very same day : 
(24) 

Here we hav e precisely the s o r t of s it uation on~ might expec t to 
find if the doc u ment i s genu ine a nd was typed beforehand b y 
someone in Bush. Truman · or Forrest a l's office (or perhaps even in 
Hillenkoetter's . office s in c e he is obliquely referred t o in the 
text as "the Di rector of Central Intel 1 i ,;ience") , a nd t hen dated 
and signed in another place or at a later date. The typist, for 
example, may have known t hat the document wou l d be signed shortly 
after t y p in ,:;i, thus includin,:;i t he month ("Sep temb e r") , but leavin,;, 
a blank space f o r th e e xact d a t e to be t yped i n later. The fact 
t hat th e t ypeface appears i dent i cal to the one on Dr. Bush's 
perso n a l typewr i ter suggests that he may have been the one to 
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