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ROBERT G. TODD . 77

_. Eebruary 28, 1997

Dr. Joha H. Gibbons ‘ h R
Assistant to the President for %0_}'4 /0 7‘7
Science and Technology _

Old Executive Office Building, Room 424 CC . F-'(,/GL;/

17th and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Dr. Gibbons:

Since you have been one of the recipients of the Fund for UFO Research's (FUFOR) "Congres-
sional briefing" entitled "The Roswell Events." I thought you might be interested in the next
edition of THE SPOT REPORT (formerly The Cowflop Quarterly).

While I don't believe a government cover-up of UFO information exists. I do know for a fact
that the Air Force, in particular, routinely lies to the public about the availability of UFO-
related documentation. Yet to be released to the public are an estimated 20.000 pages of
administrative and policymaking documents related to the prosecution of the Air Force's UFO
investigation program, in addition to at least two major studies that have never seen the light of
day, both of which concluded that UFOs were of extraterrestrial origin. These records. cover-
ing the period from 1953 through 1970 (when the project closed down). almost certainly are
housed at National Archives facilities. The problem is that the records remain in the legal
custody of the Air Force and are, therefore, inaccessible to outside researchers and Archives
personnel both. Only the Air Force can search these records, and they pretend they don't exist
and flatly refuse to search. or search for, these records. (Of course, I'm assuming that the Air
Force personnel with whom [ have been in touch are only "plaving dumb.")

The reason the Air Force is "playing" dumb. of course. is that any response that acknowledges
the existence of these unreleased records will expose them as a pack of liars. and will obligate
them to expend funds to search for and collect these records so they can be released to the
public. They lie for the sake of expediency, but they lie nonetheless. Is it any wonder the
public doesn't believe a word they say? They actively invite suspicion and mistrust because its
the easiest thing to do. Their work on the Roswell incident is an astonishing anomalv. Gener-
ally, when it comes to the subject of UFOs, their responses are characterized by laziness.
apathy, and a public-be-damned attitude that [ find offensive as a citizen of the United States.

I know what ['m talking about. ['ve spent twenty-four vears digging out the very records the

Air Force insists don't exist or have already been made available to the public with the transfer

of the Project Blue Book case files to the National Archives. ['ve located thousands of pages of =
such documentation -- copies of some of which I furnished to vou in connection with the

Roswell scam -- but the trail stops at 1953 because the records created later are still in the legal
custody of the Air Force. even if they are in the physical custody of the National Archives.

[ would appreciate your asking Secretary Widnall about these records. and whether or not she
has any intention of searching for them and releasing them to the public. I'd also like to know
if she condones the lies her subordinates brazenly tell the public in her name. ['ve written to
her myself, but you know how it is, the higher up the public official, the more insulated he or
she i1s from us common boobs on the street.
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Anyway, if you desire to see the genuine documents referred. to in THE SPOT I‘I;PORT. ['d be
happy to send you a set. Just let me know. -

Sincerely, -

Atch
THE SPOT REPORT #7
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Bill Moore and the Roswell Incident:
The True Believers Deceived

By Robert G. Todd

Through the efforts of the Fund for UFO Research (FUFOR),
three documents have been made available to the general public
for almost ten years. “These documents consist of a 30 October
1947 cover letter from Air Force Brig. Gen. George F. Schulgen,
then-Chief, Air Intelligence Requirements Division, Office of the
Assistant Chief of Stafif, A-2 (Intelligence), and the two documents
the cover letter forwarded to "CSGID," apparently the Intelligence
Division of the Army General Staff. The two enclosures consisted
of a document identified as "Intelligence Requirements,” and an-
other document identified as a "Draft of Collection Memoran-
dum.”

All three documents appeared in a FUFOR publication entitled
Documents and Supporting Information Related to Crashed Flying
Saucers and Operation Majestic Twelve, dated June 22, 1987,
compiled by Dr. Bruce Maccabee, then-Chairman of FUFOR. Dr.
Maccabee’'s narrative claimed the documents “were released by
the National Archives in 1985," and the declassification authority
shown on Schulgen's cover letter indicates the documents were
copied for somebody on January 29, 1985.

All three documents also found their way into another report
prepared by FUFOR, entitled The Roswell Events, a supposed
“Congressional briefing” revised and updated in December of
1993, and which FUFOR furnished to a number of senators and
congresspersons in an attempt to enlist their support for an offi-
cial inquiry (hearings) into the Roswell incident. Not surprisingly,
at least one copy of the "briefing” also found its way into the files
of the Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP). headed by
Dr. John Gibbons, President Clinton's science advisor.

In addition to figuring in the wildly speculative theories con-
tained in the narrative portion of Dr. Maccabee's compilation, the
three documents in question have been lauded in two books by
Timothy Good, Above Top Secret and Beyond Top Secret. In
both books, Good, a British "researcher,” characterized the docu-
ments as “strong evidence” that General Schulgen knew about the
alien craft recovered during the Roswell incident. American “re-
searchers,” Stan Friedman and Don Berliner, co-authors of per-
haps the most fantastically absurd book ever published on the
Roswell non-event, Crash at Corona, also pointed to these docu-
ments to support the idea that the government lied about Roswell,
and that an alien spaceship and its alien crew actually were recov-
ered by the Air Force, which has hidden tae "truth™ from the pub-
lic ever since.

This would be all well and good, if not for one simple, indis-
putable fact: All three documents are fakes!

Peter Gersten, legal counse! for Citizens Against UFO Secrecy
(CAUS), first brought these documents to my attention in August
of 1987, when he furnished me with copies. Gersten suspected
the documents were fakes and asked for my opinion. | compared
the fake draft to Intelligence Collection Memorandum No. 7, "Un-
conventional Aircraft,” dated 21 January 1948 (which was the
final, published version of the draft memo), and although the clas-
sification markings on the draft seemed unusual for the time
period, and numerous other differences between the draft and
final versions were noted, nothing stood out as conclusive evi-
dence that the documents were anything but authentic -- irrespec-
tive of the reference to "interplanetary craft,” which | merely
attributed to differing opinions that allegedly existed among mili-
lary personnel who had official involvement with the subject at the
time. | informed Peter Gersten that | had no good reason to be-
lieve the documents were not authentic. Nevertheless, the un-
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usual classification markings nagged at me for almost ten years.

During the intervening years, | received only two requests for
copies of the three documents as®they appeared in-the FUFOR
publication, with one of those requests coming late last year.
Because the classification markings continued to haunt me, in
each instance when | furnished copies, | had to inform the recxpi-
ent that, while | saw nothing that stood out as proof the docu-
ments were fake, since | had not obtained the documents myself,
| could not vouch for their authenticity. After the second request
for copies, | decided to lay my suspicions to rest by obtaining cop-
ies of the originals from the National Archives. Archives person-
nel furnished those copies in late January.

A copy of the fake Schuigen
cover letter accompanies this article as Appendix 1, while a cooy
of the genuine cover letter is labeled Appendix 2. A comparison
cf the two gocuments raveals the following anomalies:

1. The classification markings on the fake cover letter are c¢if-
ferent from those on the genuine letter, and are unsusal for tme
time period. Without the genuine document for comparison, the
classification markings, in and of themselves, are not sufficient to
justify calling the fake letter a fake.

2. The genuine and fake cover letters both display handwritten
notations, "X452.1/misc” and "X0009 phenomena,” that are cress
references to other decimal file numbers and titles. The hand-
writing on the genuine and fake versions is different.

3. Although the text of the fake and genuine cover letters s
the same-ig~thecsame as the text of the genuine letter, it's clear
that the fake was retyped using a different typewriter. In particy-
lar, note the differences in the typewritten numbers at the top of
the page near the "SECRET" stamp, and below the date, “3(
OCT 1947," rubber stamped on both documents.

4. On Appendix 1 (the fake cover letter), the stamped date
"30 OCT 1947," clearly is a composite made by at least 2 differ-
ent rubber stamps. The letters in the "OCT" paortion are noticez-
bly larger than the number portions, "30™ and "1947." In additicn
the year portions of rubber stamp daters are formed as one piece
with the numbers spaced closely together. On Appendix 1. how
ever, the numbers are spread out more than would be expectec i
the year had been applied with a real date stamper. The number:
"47" in "1947" also appear to be slightly raised, suggesting tra
each individual digit moved freely. Thus, it appears that the "0
and "1947" portions were applied using a numbering rubber starmy
to achieve the day-month-year military style date stamp. Also i
is highly unlikely that, in 1985 or 1986. the forger had access tc .
date stamp that had the preformed year “1947" on it.

The letter "T" in the "OCT" portion of the date stamp on Ac
pendix 1 appears to be slightly raised. which suggests that ™
"OCT" portion of the date on the fake cover letter was forms
using a do-it-yourself rubber stamp kit known to be avai'able !
Bill Moore of Roswell fame. g

5. At the bottom of the genuine cover letter (Appendix :
there appears a blocked area that was printed.directly on tn
sheets used for carbon copies using a printing press. —Thes
blocks were used to record the initials of agency officials in ™
various offices involved in the coordination. In the case of ™
cover letter, two offices coordinated on 1it: AFOIR-CO (the C2
lection Branch of the Air Intelligence Requirements Division), &~
AFBIR, which was Gen. Schulgen's office. Appendix 2 shows trs
Lt. Col. George Garrett initialed the coordination block °:
AFOIR-CO, and Gen. Schulgen initialed for his office.

A portion of the coordination block also appears at the ottor
of the fake cover letter (Appendix 1), and. oddly enough. the type
office symbols, "AFOIR-CO" and "AFBIR.," appear in exactly t-
same positions on both copies. In addition. a small portion :
Gen. Schulgen's initials also appears on the fake. and Ike ©
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*typed office symbols, that portion of Schulgen's initials appearing
on the fake version appears in exactly the same position as on the
genuine version. Since the fake and genuine cover letters were
typed on two different typewriters at different times, the only rea-
sonable explanation is that the coordination block was cut off a
copy of the genuine document and pasted on the bottom of the
fake for added authenticity.

6. It also appears that the stamps, "PRM 11681" and "HQ
AAF" with "30 OCT 1947" and "AAG - MAIL BRANCH," were cut
from a copy of the genuine letter and pasted on the fake. Overall,
it is clear the forger went to a lot of trouble to make the fake
cover letter look like the genuine cover letter. At first glance, one
could be mistaken for the other, and without the genuine docu-
ment to compare the two, there would be no good reason to sus-
pect forgery.

7. The declassification notice at the top of the fake cover let-
ter does not appear on the genuine cover letter, for good reason.
The declassification notice on the genuine cover letter was rubber
stamped on the document when it was copied for me. More im-
portant, however, is the fact that the declassification notice on the
fake cover letter also was cut from another document and pasted
onto the fake to add authenticity, and to "validate™ the document
as one "released” by the National Archives. In fact, the declassifi-
cation notice on the fake cover letter was taken from one of the
documents furnished to me by the National Archives in 1985.

In 1984, | submitted a request to the Archives for the decimal
000.9, "Flying Dises™ records among the decimal correspondence
files of the Air Force Director of Intelligence that were located at
.the National Archives facility in Suitland, Maryland at the time, as
part of Record Group 341. Mr. William G. Lewis was the archi-
vist at the Suitland facility who handled the request for me.

Because approximately 2000 pages of records were involved,
copies of the records had to be shipped to me in batches. As each
batch was copied, a declassification "slug™ was prepared, consist-
ing of a slip of paper with the declassification authority typed on
it. Also contained on the slug was the number assigned'to the de-
classification action for the records in question, as well as the
name of the archivist who handled the request for copies, and the
date the copie§ were made, which, in the case of the fake cover
letter, was January 29, 1985. The declassification slug then
would be taped face down on the copy machine, so that the de-
classification authority would appear on each copy automatically,
saving Archives personnel from the laborious task of stamping
each document individually. Once the copying was completed, the
declassification slug would be discarded, since it pertained to a
specific batch of records that had been copied on a specific date.

Sometimes the archivist's name- or initials will be typed on the
slug, along with the date of copying, but sometimes this informa-
tion will be hand printed on the slug, as in the case of the fake
cover letter. As it turns out, the hand printed "W G Lewis™ and
“Jan 29, 1985" on the fake cover letter are identical -- not just
similar, but jdentical -- to the same information hand printed on

a declassification slug used on one of the batches of records fur-
nished to me in 1985 by Mr. Lewis from the decimal 000.9 files
located at the Suitland facility. o

Reproduced bélow as Exhibit 1 is a copy of the declassification
slug from the fake Schulgen cover letter. Exhibit 2 is a copy of
the declassification slug from the batch of 000.9 files copied for
me on January 29, 1985, and Exhibit 3 is a copy of the declassifi-
gation sslug from the batch of 000.9 files copied for me on January

4, 1985.

An examination of Exhibits 1 and 2 will show that the hand
printed information is identical in both exhibits, although the
printed information on Exhibit 2 appears darker due to copying
variations. The hand printed infoamation in Exhibit-3 appears
similar to the others, but pot identical. -

Also note that the declassification number does not appear n
Exhibit 1, the fake cover letter. This would have provided further
evidence that the fake is indeed a fake, since the declassification
number applies to records in Record Group 341. The genuine
Schulgen cover letter was not stored in Record Group 341 at the
Archives' Suitland facility, where Mr. Lewis worked in 1985. It
was filed among the decimal correspondence files of the Air Adju-
tant General (AAG) in Record Group 18, which were stored at the
main Archives in Washington, D.C. proper in 1985. (Both sets of
records have since been transferred to the National Archives at
College Park, Maryland.) ,

Also noteworthy is the fact that, although the top of the fak
cover letter shows a declassification slug for use on a copy ma-
chine, not one of the pages of the supposed enclosures bears the
declassification notice, as if the notice on the cover letter was
placed there only to "validate™ the document as having come from
the National Archives.

A careful examination of the genuine cover letter shows that it
was prepared on the government size paper in use in 1947. Gov-
ernment size paper was slightly smaller than the typical 8% x 1~
paper used in the civilian world. (In recent years, Congress
changed the law so that standard 8%2" x 11" paper would be used
by all government agencies.) As a result, the borders of the geris-
ine cover letter appear on the copy of the letter furnished to me
by the Archives.

When the genuine cover letter is held up in front of the faxe
cover letter so that the right-hand edge of the genuine letter s
positioned at the right-hand edge of the hand printed cross refes-
ence,."X 0009 Phenomena,” on the fake letter, it becomes appa"-
ent that the fake letter couldn't have been prepared on govern-
ment size paper, even though it was typed on a different type-
writer, and even though it displays the printed coordination blocxs
at the bottom, which were applied to genuine government paper
using a printing press. Had it been prepared on government s:ze
paper, the left-hand margin would have been far too narrow, and
certainly would not have been considered acceptable. Likewise.
all pages of the two genuine enclosures to the genuine cover letter
also were typed on government size paper then in use.
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EXHIBIT 1 - Declassification slug from the fake Schulgen cover letter. Note handwriting identical to Exhibit 2.

By W& Lewi's

DZCLAS3IFIED PER EALCUTIVE ORDER 12356,
MARS, Date

EXHIBIT 2 - Declassification siug from the batch of 000.9 files copied for me on January 29, 1985.

JZCLASSITIED PZR
?Y W ¢ KJ

Cw /L MARS,

SaSCUTIVE ORDER 12356, Jection 33,
Date

VYD 841608
Jen 24, /198K .

EXHIBIT 3 - Declassification slug from the batch of 000.9 files copied for me on January 24, 1985. Note same declassification
number as on Exhibit 2. Only the dates are different. Handwriting is similar -- but not identical — to Exhibits 1 and 2.
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In addition, if the right-hand edge of the coordination blocks on
the fake and genuine cover letters are lined up, the handwritten
word, "Phenomena,” would run off the page. The fake cover let-
ter is, therefore, a retyped, cut-and-paste fake. There is NQ
doubt about it.

Because the fake cover letter could not have been prepared on
government size paper, if the person who claims to have "found”
the fake documents in the Archives -- which almost certainly is the
same person who forged the documents -- comes forward and pro-
duces copies of the documents from among genuine records at
the Archives, it is safe to predict that the documents this "person”
will produce will have to be on 8%" x 11" paper. |n addition, the
cover letter will mot be on onionskin-type paper used for carbon
copies, will not have the coordination blocks at the bottom printed
on it in ink from a printing press, will not have the rubber stamp
markings applied directly to the paper, and will not have the
coordinaing officials' initials signed in the coordination blocks in
ink, and none of the documents will be on government size paper.
In fact, the cover letter will have to be a modern-day photocopy on
modern-day 8%%" x 11" paper. All of the fake documents will have
to be on 8%" x 11" paper. There is a possibility that the retyped
originals of the fake enclosures to the cover letter were inserted
into one of the files at the Archives by the forger -- but they won't
be on government size paper.

In addition, the "SECRET" stamp at the top of the cover letter
clearly was applied over the retyped information, "AFOIR-CO/Lt
Col Garrett,” which means it had to tie appliec using a rubber
stamp when the document was forged circa 1985-86. Further-
more, the "SECRET" marking at the top of the cover letter
matches the "SECRET" markings on the fake enclosures, which
further verifies that the enclosures are indeed fakes. Since it is
unlikely the forger sat in an Archives reading room and applied the
fake "SECRET" stamps to fake documents, it is possible the
forger typed up the fake enclosures to the cover letter, applied the
fake "SECRET" stamps, and then went to the Archives and in-
serted the fakes into a file, in which case they may not be photo-
copies, but they certainly will be on 8%" x 11" paper, and not on
government size paper. |f the fake cover letter also was inserted
into a file at,the Archives, it will have to be a photocopy on
modern-day, 8%“ x 117 photocopy paper.

8. Handwritten along the right-hand edge of the genuine cover
letter is the notation, "350.09 Intelligence,” which is the decimal
number and title of the file in which the genuine document is
located. The fake cover letter bears no such notation, perhaps to
thwart attempts to find the genuine documents. According to the
Archives, copies of the genuine documents are not filed in "452.1
Misc." or in "000.9 Phenomena,” files that are cross-referenced on
both the fake and genuine cover letters. By leaving out the refer-
ence to "350.09 Intelligence,” perhaps the forger thought his for-
gery would never be uncovered. Without the genuine documents,
it's very difficult (if not impossible) to prove forgery.

DRAFT QF COLLECTION MEMORANDUM: The first page of
the collection memo was retyped on the fake without alterations of
any kind, except for the unusual classification markings. The first
substantive alteration to the genuine text appears in paragraph 4.

- The genuine document says:

This strange object, or phenomenon, may be considered, in
view of certain observations, as long-range aircraft capable of
a high rate of climb, high cruising speed (possibly sub-sonic at
all times) and highly maneuverable and capable of being flown
in very tight formation. For the purpose of analysis and
evaluation of the so-called "flying saucer” phenomenon, the
object sighted is being assumed to be a manned aircraft, of
Russian origin, and r. tive thinki nd
tual mplishments of rmans.

The portions in the above quote in bold, underlined italics high-
light information the forger deliberately omitted from the fake ver-
sion, or otherwise rearranged or altered from the text in the origi-
nal version, in an obvious attempt to make the document appear
more mysterious than it really is. By removing the phrase, "possi-
bly sub-sonic at all times,” the forger hoped to remove clear proof
that the drafters of the genuine document were thinking in terms
of terrestrial aircraft, and not extraterrestrial spaceships. Like-
wise, in removing the "air” from the word "aircraft” to form the
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word “craft,” the forger further attempted to add a sense of mys-
tery to the documents, and by implication suggested that the pre-
vailing opinion among the military personnel "in the know" was
that the flying saucers weren't merely advanced aircraft of terres-
trial origin, but instead were extremely advanced craft of extcater-
restrial origin, capable of flight both in the atmosphere and in
space. These are subtle -- but substantive and highly effective --
changes to the genuine text.

Paragraph 6 of the genuine document included the follow ng
passage:

A recent report indicates that the Russians are now plann:ng

to build a fleet of 1,800 Hortef®VIIl (six engine pusher) tyoe

flying wing aircraft. The wing span is 131 feet. Tne

sweepback angle is 30 degrees. The Russian version is -e-

ported to be jet propelled.

The passage quoted above was deleted entirely from the faxe
version for obvious reasons.

One hundred percent of the genuine document was gear=d
toward the idea that some type of object was flying around, znd
the thinking within Air Force Intelligence (AFIN) was that —e
most likely source for the aircraft was the Russians, based on the
Horten brothers' flying wing designs. The genuine documents zre
logical and internally consistent. whereas the changes the forger
made in the fake documents render them illogical and internz !y
inconsistent: The forger -wou!d have us believe that AFIN knsw
from the Roswell incident that the flying saucers were alien spaz=s-
craft -- that they really came from outer space -- but they was:2d
the time of countless intelligence personnel in the pointless searzh
for the Horten brothers, their sister, and their associates wno rzc
knowledge of their flying wing designs, when such informat 2n
obvipusly had nothing whatever to do with alien _spacecraf: --
unless the forger intends to propose the ridiculous idea t~.2:
Adolph Hitler entered into an intergalactic pact with the alie-s
under which the Nazis were furnished with advanced ext-z-
terrestrial technology that was captured by the Russians fo:low ¢
World War |I! The fake documents don‘t make sense. put e
genuine documents do make sense. is no better
the fak ments are i

"DRAFT" INCLOSURE NO. 1: This fake document contains "e
largest number of alterations. The very first page of the genusne
document contains handwritten cross references to other gecir 2!
numbers and file titles. handwritten notations that do NOT app=2ar
on the fake version. Other notable differences include the follc w-
ing:

1. Subparagraph 1a of both the fake and genuine docume~1s
asks, "What German scientists had a better-than-average kncei-
edge of the Horten brothers' work and perspective thinking: whe-e
are these scientists now located, and what is their presert ac: v-
ity?" But the genuine document goes on to say, "Should pe con-
tacted and interrogated,” whereas the fake documen: sa:s.
" These should be contacted and interrogated. In short, the genu-
ine document contains an incomplete sentence, which tne fake
document corrects. Even more curious is the fact that the coli=c-
tion memo, as it was finally published, also contains. the incc™:
plete sentence, "Should be contacted ‘and interrogated,” whics s
further proof that the genuine document was the document us=0
to produce the published version!

This peculiar discrepancy may help identify the forger as a
teacher (or former teacher) who simply couldn't stand to see zr
incomplete sentence in an official government document -- or as
somebody who suffers from Obsessive-Compulsive Diseroer
(OCD) whose affliction simply wouldn't allow him to repeat :ne
incomplete sentence in the fake. It is a peculiar discrepa—cy
indeed, especially in light of the published version.

2. Having omitted a sizable portion of paragraph 6 from e
other document, the forger felt free (if not compelled) 0 c—nt
three subparagraphs from his fake "Draft Inclosure No. .” con-
cerning the information deleted from the other document. These
three subparagraphs, 1b, ¢, and d, asked what Russian factor 2¢
are building the Horten VIII design, why are they building 180C of
the planes, and what is the Russians' tactical purpose for builc 1¢
the planes -- all questions that make it abundantly clear that -ne
only source for the saucers given any credence by AFIN was e
Russians. The remaining paragraphs in the fake were movec ug
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in place of the deleted subparagraphs.
3. A revealing alteration appears in paragraph 3, "Items of
Construction.” Paragraph 3b of the genuine document says:

Composite or sandwich construction utilizing various combina-
tions of metals, plastics, and perhaps balsa wood.

But (with the fake additions highlighted), paragraph 3 of the fake
document says:

Composite or sandwich construction utilizing various combina-
tions of metals, metallic foils, plastics, and perhaps balsa
wood or similar material.

If the fake draft were genuine, there would have been no
good, logical reason to delete the references to "metallic foils”
and "similar materials" from the final version -- no logical, credi-
ble reason whatsoever. Yet this is exactly what the forger expects
us to believe, and no doubt he/she/it will manufacture all kinds of
absurd reasons for these supposed deletions.

4. Paragraph 3c also was altered by omitting genuine text.
The fake says, "Unusual fabrication methods to achieve extreme
light weight and structural stability,” whereas the genuine docu-
ment actually says, "Unusual fabrication methods to achieve ex-
treme light weight and structural stability particularly in connec-

! i ¢ : -

Again, the forger omitted the nighlighted genuine text because
it attributed the flying saucers to terrestrial technology, and not to
super-advanced alien technology.

5. The same motivation appears to be behind the forger's
omission of information from paragraph 4, "ltems of Arrange-
ment." Paragraph 4 in the genuine document says:

h. Bomb bay provisions, such as dimensions, approximate
location, l t regardi i
losing of t

Whereas subparagraphs 4h and 4i in the fake document say:

h. Unusual features or provisions regarding the opening and
closing of the doors.

i. Bomb bay provisions, such as dimensions and approximate
location. -

The highlighted portions from the genuine document clearly
referred to the location and operation of bomb bay doors on
unconventional (but terrestrial) aircraft -- not to the location and
operation of exotic alien doors on extraterrestrial spaceships.
Still, the forger cleverly manipulated the genuine text to add
weight to the idea of extraterrestrial origin. Most important of all,
however, the forger manipulated the genuine text to validate the
Roswell incident, which is yet another clue to the forger's identity.

Paragraph 5, "Landing Gear," in the fake document had phony
additions made to the genuine text:

a. Indicate type of landing gear -
cle, multiple wheel, etc.

whether conventional, tricy-
venti

Obviously, a "tripod” arrangement would be useful only for air-
craft capable of vertical take-offs and landings. Otherwise, we
might reasonably expect a tripod (as opposed to a tricylce)
arrangement to dig into the ground upon landing and flip the air-
craft over. The genuine document contains no reference to tripod
landing gear, although it does mention a skid arrangement for
landing, which certainly isn't beyond reason, even for conventional
aircraft.

7. Paragraph 6¢(4) in the genuine document says, "Type of
fuel,” whereas the same paragraph in the fake memo says, "Type
of fuel versely, | f visible fuel ly."

The fake documents contain other, minor differences, but the
points addressed above are more than sufficient to show that the
fake documents are indeed fakes, and that, through the omission
of genuine text and the addition of fake text, the forger attempted
to add mystery to the draft collection memo, and attempted to
make the UFO field believe the primary motivation behind the
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memo was the crashed alien spaceship supposedly recovered
during the Roswell incident. The fake documents were designed
specifically to validate the Roswell incident, in much the same way
the fake MJ-12 documents were designed to validate the Roswell
incident.

There exists at least one other version of the collection memo.
It was released last year by the U.S. Army Intelligence and Secu-
rity Command (INSCOM) after they reviewed ofd intelligence
records that had not been indexed péeviously.

ESSENTIAL ELEMENT F_INFORMATION 1): INSCOM
released several hundred pages of records related to flying sau-
cers. Included among those records was a letter, dated 21 Oc1o-
ber 1947, from the Office of the Deputy Director of Intelligence.
Headquarters, European Command, to the Assistant Chief of
Staff, A-2 (Intelligence), U.S. Air Forces in Europe. The subject
of the letter was, "Transmittal of EEI on Alleged ‘Flying Saucer .~

The "EEI" cited in the letter's subject line was the "Essential
Elements of Information” which the letter stated had been "writ-
ten by WRIGHT FIELD, OHIO, concerning the flying saucers
recently sighted over the UNITED STATES." The letter furtrer
stated:

For your information, the Air Materiel Command at WRIG=T
FIELD is making a study of this subject and is construct:ng
models to be tested in a wind tunnel. As a guide in construct-
ing the models, descriptions from various persons who claimed
to have sighted these objects were used. The Air Mater.el
Command is of the opinion that some sort of object, such as
the flying saucer, did exist.

The 21 October 1947 letter also contains a "memo for recor 3°
("M/R") which reads: "Inclosed EE| was given this office by _1
Col Seashore of the Air Materiel Command.”

The EEI that accompanied the 21 October letter is titled. "A =
INTELLIGENCE GUIDE for ALLEGED 'FLYING SAUCER TY=E
AIRCRAFT," and bears no date, although, obviously. it had :c
have been prepared prior to 21 October 1947. In fact. relat=c
correspondence released by INSCOM shows the EEI had to hz ve
been prepared before 20 October 1947.

Like the genuine draft collection memo, and the final. pud
lished collection memo, the EE! makes no mention of “interplar=z
tary craft" or "metallic foils," but instead concentrates exclusive s
on flying wing designs developed by the Horten brothers, and t™
German High Command's "definite interest” in these desicn.
toward the end of World War Il. And like the other genuine docu
ments, the EEIl -- which definitely was prepared at Wright Fieit
where the Roswell myth says the debris from the alien spaces~
was taken -- expresses the need to contact and interrogate ©Tw
Horten brothers, their sister, and their associates who might hz v
information on their unconventional designs. In fact. INSCCh
released a large quantity of records which detail the efforts ¢
Counterintelligence Corps (CIC) agents in Europe to locate &
interrogate these people, and the documents report on thes
efforts in some detail. Interestingly, one of the documert
includes a drawing of a Horten aircraft design which depicts 2
aircraft with what appears to be a dome. and shows how the pi z
would fly the plane while lying belly-down under the dome..

Perhaps the most important feature of the EEI is the fact tr.:
-- with minor, non-substantive exceptions -- it uses language ider
tical to the language used in the genuine draft collection mem ;
and in the final, published memo. Substantively, the EEI is iderst
cal to the genuine draft and final versions of the memo. Tn
language used in the EEI is so much like the language used in T
genuine draft memo that there is no doubt in my mind that ™
EEIl was the basis for the draft memo Schulgen submitted -t
publication. The basic points covered in the three documents mz
be organized a little differently in each version, but they all sz
the same thing. 2

Ultimately, the technical intelligence (T-2) personnel at Wrig:
Field were responsible for the contents of the genuine drz
memo. And it is clear from the records released by INSCOM trz
the T-2 personnel had relied on the descriptions furnished by w
nesses who claimed to have sighted flying saucers. They we:
even building models for tests in a wind tunnel, based on or
descriptions the witnesses gave -- and agt on recovered debe
from Roswell.
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Again, the contents of the fake documents are illogical and
internally inconsistent, and no amount of twisted reasoning and
preposterous theorizing on the part of the Roswell promoters can
explain away the illogic and the inconsistencies. It makes NO
sense to waste valuable time and resources hunting down the
Horten brothers and their associates if the U.S. government had
already recovered a crashed alien spaceship in New Mexico -- NO
SENSE WHATSQEVER! The story these fake documents tell is
downright stupid, which is more than enough evidence to show
they are fakes.

WHO FORGED THE FAKE DOCUMENTS?

Logically, the person who claims to have "found” the documents at
the National Archives is the chief suspect. But who was that?

Apparently FUFOR has been selling the fakes to an unsuspect-
ing public only since June of 1987, when Dr. Maccabee used them
in his compilation. But, just about a year before, Bill Moore,
head of the Roswell/MJ-12 Dream Team, wrote an article, "Phil
Klass and the Roswelt incident: the skeptics deceived.” which
appeared in the July/August 1986 issue of the International UFO
Reporter (IUR), in which he quoted extensively from the fake
documents. The "New Listings for Spring 1987" mailed by
William L. Moore Publications & Research, a copy of which | re-
ceived in May of 1987, lists a paper entitled "Phil Klass & The
Roswell Incident: The Skeptics Deceived,” by Bill Moore. The
listing indicates that this was the first time Moore offered the
paper for sawe, although it gives the date of the paper as July
1986. Presumably the paper Moore offered for sale contained the
same information as his /UR article. As far as | can determine,
Moore's /UR article was the first public mention of the fake docu-
ments. The declassification notice on the fake Schulgen cover
letter indicates that, if the document were genuine, it would have
been copied at the Archives on January 29, 1985. But it's not
genuine, so we don't know exactly when it surfaced, or who
“found” or manufactured it. All we do know is that, based on Bill
Moore's listing, the fakes had to be created sometime prior to
July of 1986.

| wrote to Richard Hall, Chairman of FUFOR, asking where
they got their cbpies of the Schulgen letter and its two enclosures.
but | have yet to receive a response. Whatever their source for
the fake documents, we are left to assume they merely accepted
them as genuine on good faith alone.

In his IUR article, Moore writes as though he was the person
who “found” the fake cover letter and its fake enclosures. Accord-
ing to Moore:

The document is a five-page draft (not a final version) of a
Secret data collection memorandum on flying discs, intended,
once finalized, for distribution to Air Force military attaches in
Europe and Asia. Apparently the text of this draft met with
someone's disapproval because the final version -- a copy of
which was found in a ditferent file -- had been somewhat
reworked before being approved for distribution.

It seems clear that Bill Moore was the first person to write
about the fake documents, and he wrote about them in such a way
as to suggest that he, personally, “found” them. Although the
declassification notice says the cover letter was copied on January
29, 1985, none of the publications produced by Moore during 1985
of which | am aware made any mention of the draft memo,
although they did mention the approximately 2000 pages of flying
disc records | uncovered. As noted above, a declassification slug
from one of the batches of those 2000 pages of records sent to
me was cut from one of the documents and pasted on the fake
cover letter. Neither the Schulgen letter nor the draft memo was
in that batch of records sent to me, and the declassification slug
was specific to that batch of records. That particular batch of
records covered the 1950-53 period, not the late 1940s. The
same batch of records copied for somebody else on a different
date would show the different date on the declassification slug.

Exactly when and where did Bill Moore "find" the fake cover
letter and its fake enclosures?

As noted earlier, the typewriter typestyle used on all three of
the fake documents matches the typestyle on one of at least three
typewriters Bill Moore has used in the past. bul doesn't match
either of the two typestyles used to produce the genuine docu-
ments. And as noted previously, Bill Moore uses a do-it-yourself
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rubber stamp kit, like the one apparently used to fake the "“OCT"
portion of the date stamped on the fake cover letter, and the
typestyle of the-ifipression appears to match one Moore uses.

In his /UR article, Moore claims the draft collection memo is
dated October 28, 1947, yet neither the fake version nor the genu-
ine version bears any date. Schulgen's cover letter bears two
dates, one typewritten ("28 Oct 47"), and the other ("30 OCT
1947") applied with a rubber stamp dater. The typewritten date.
"28 Oct 47," was the date Schulgen's cover letter was written, and
the stamped date, "30 OCT 1947," was the date the letter was
signed and presumably dispatched. The actual dates when tne
two enclosures to the cover letter wre prepared cannot be deter-
mined from the documents themselves.

Moore leaves himself some wiggle room in his /UR articte
when he alleges that he found the draft version of the collection
memo in one file, and a "final,” "reworked" version in another fi2.
It isn't known if the “final,” "reworked" version to which Moore
referred was the final, published Intelligence Collection Memorzn-
dum No. 7, or the version | refer to as the genuine draft coilect:on
memo.

Unfortunately, to explain away the fakes, all Bill Moore ne=d
do is say the fakes were in a file when he visited the Archives, a~d
cite the file number and title. If the fakes are in the file, we
should be able to determine whether or not they are autnent :.
based on the points raised above. |f the documents are no: in tme
file. however, all Bill Moore need do is assert that they were the-2
when He examined the fiie, ana-he-doesn’t know what happened =0
them after that.

Then another charter member of the Roswell/MJ-12 Dream
Team, backward engineer Stan Friedman, who, either wittingly or
unwittingly, has spent considerable time running interference for
the con man (or men) who manufactured the fake MJ-1Z doc:.-
ments, can concoct another asinine reason why we shoulc accero:
the fake documents as genuine anyway. Perhaps he’ll sugges:
that the MJ-12 group -- who Friedman apparently believes thi~w
the "research” he and Bill Moore perform is so important that they
keep tabs on them -- read that Bill Moore found the draft mem:
so they went to the files and removed it to preserve the sec_-ity =*
Friedman's beloved "Cosmic Watergate.” And, once agan. ™
"absence of evidence" will be turned into evidence of a conscirac

Friedman is an integral part of the team of Rosweli MJ-~2
scammers. The function he performs, which essentially is :hat -*
a shill in a con game, is critical if the scam has any charces =i
working. The only question remaining is whether Friedman is 2
knowing, willing participant in the scam. or merely a buf‘don: =
dupe -- a useful idiot in the eyes of the con men who rin s
Roswell/MJ-12 scam. Frankly. in my opinion, Friedmz~ 18- 1
clever enough to be anything but a buffoonish dupe T-e
Roswell/MJ-12 con men know a useful idiot when they ses ors.
and are able to manipulate Friedman's obsession with Roswell =2
achieve their ends -- all without Friedman even being aware he s
being used as their front man -- the visible, vulnerable .alb=
unwitting) member of the team.

Bill Moore should identify the record group, entry or series.
box number, and specific decimal file in which he allegedly ‘four:’
what he identifies as the "draft" version of the memo (:ne ore
containing the references to “interplanetary craft” and "~eta' i¢
foils"), and he should identify the record group, entry or series,
box number, and specific decimal file in which he allegedly "four’
the "final," "reworked" version he claims was "found in a ¢ ffere "t
file."

While it's true that the text of the genuine Schulgen ccver I=:-
ter was reproduced faithfully in the fake version, the fake cov=r
letter unquestionably is a fake. Why go to the trouble of orodu:-
ing a fake when the real thing already exists? The only -2asc-
able explanation is that the forger thought it would :and ¢
"validate" the fake enclosures if they were typed on the sare
typewriter, and displayed the same classification markings as t-e
cover letter. Otherwise, why not use the genuine cove- lettzr
which the evidence shows conclusively had to be available to the
forger? But then, the genuine cover letter also displays the har«a-
written designation of the file where the genuine docume~ts czn
be found, the disclosure of which might result in the forger, -- a~d
the forger -- being unmasked.

Except for Peter Gersten's suspicions almost ten years ags.
the “"documents” Bill Moore apparently "found” at the Natior.al
Archives have gone unchallenged until now. [n this instance. ho w-
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ever, without the genuine documents, fakery was extremely diffi-
cult to detect. Even so, the monumental illogic embodied in the
fake documents should have told us something was terribly wrong.

Presumably, Bill Moore furnished FUFOR with copies of the
fake documents, and Dr. Maccabee and FUFOR distributed them
to the public and Congress on a good-faith basis. However, at
best, FUFOR acted as unwitting accomplices in the forger's clever
scheme to have the documents accepted as authentic. Indeed,
FUFOR's circulation of the documents, through sales to the gen-
eral public and through freebies to Congress, in and of itself,
tended to lend authenticity to the documents. As a result, FUFOR
now has a duty to correct the situation by informing the con-
?rfsspeople that the documents they were sent previously are
akes.

Once again, fake documents have been linked to Bill Moore,
one of the authors of the Roswell myth. And, as in the case of
the Cutler-Twining memo (supposedly "found” by Dream Team
members Jaime Shandera and Bill Moore), once again, the possi-
bility rears its ugly head that fake documents have been planted
among genuine records housed at the National Archives, in an-
other, bold attempt literally to rewrite history.

If Bill Moore really did locate a second draft of the collection
memo, he should be able to tell us exactly where he found it, so
we can try and determine whether it is genuine, or just another
fake planted among genuine records.

The fake Schulgen letter, its fake attachments, and the grow-
ing number of fake MJ-12 "documents,” should be of grave con-
cern to everybody with an interest in the truth. If we can no
longer rely on the authenticity of documents housed at National
Archives facilities because the files have been contaminated by
con men and zealots, then the subject of UFQOs is in critical condi-
tion, if it isn't already dead.

A CHMOATKCHMOATK RO A A CHOATK THMOA AT AL X

Anybody interested in obtaining a complete copy of the genuine
Schulgen cover letter and its genuine enclosures should request
copies from:

Barry.Greenwood
P.O. Box 176
Stoneham, MA 02180

| recommend enclosing $2.00 to help defray the costs of copying
and postage.

A CBMOCAT A CMOAVK T A AT A ok (H Ak Ak

Battelle Memorial Institute
and Project Stork

By Robert G. Todd

Questions have arisen in recent years as to exactly what the rela-
tionship was between the Battelle Memorial Institute (BMI) and
the Air Technical Intelligence Center (ATIC) where the Air
Force's UFO investigation program (Project Blue Book) was
housed. Battelle, under the name "Project Stork," authored Pro-
ject Blue Book Special Report No. 14, which was released by the
Air Force in the mid-1950s. Battelle also performed other, UFO-
related services for Blue Book under the names Project Stork and
"Project White Stork" into the 1960s.

Some people have speculated that perhaps Project Stork was
where the "real" UFO investigations were carried out, and that
Blue Book was nothing more than a public relations "cover” for the
“secret” UFO project.

In an attempt to set the record straight, | sent an inquiry to
Robert L. Young, the historian at the National Air Intelligence
Center (NAIC) at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, which
was formerly known as the Foreign Technology Division (FTD),
and before that as the Air Technical Intelligence Center (ATIC).
Battelle had produced Projet Blue Book Special Report No. 14
under contract with ATIC, and | furnished Mr. Young with the
contract number taken from the report, and, using the contract
number, Mr. Young was able to locate copies of some of the con-
tract documents.
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In his 2 January 1997 letter forwarding copies of the contract
documents, Mr. Young noted that "Battelle’'s main focus in assist-
ing ATIC was always Soviet technology," a statement—tonfirmed
by the contract documents. According to those documents, on or
about 26 January 1951, the name "STORK" was assigned to the
secret contract with Battelle. Under the contract, Battelle was

To provide, through contractual services, a source of scientific
research and analysis of the technical capabilities of a foreign
government to wage offensive air warfare and to defend itself
against air attack; analyze and evaluate selected foreign air
materiel and related data and produce studies and reports con-
cerning the technical charaterigtics, performance, manufactur-
ing techniques and materials ®mployed in the production of
such materiel.

According to the contract documents, the "foreign government™ in
question was the USSR.

According to another document Mr. Young was able to locate.
an ATIC letter dated 26 May 1955, on or about that date, the
name "Stork” was changed to "White Stork™ because Air Fo-ce
regulations required "that 'nicknames' of Air Force projects be twc
words . . . ."

Work under Project Stork was carried out by initiating sub
projects through the use of a Project Proposal Sheet (PPS). whict
could be submitted by virtually anybody in the Intelligence Depart
ment, or by the contractor. For example, work on Special Repor
No. 14 was carried out under PPS-100.

Project Stork (Battelle) was one of Project Blue Bocs:
sources for scientific expertise not available within ATIC itself
The Blue Book records make it clear that Project Stork (Batte le
performed UFO-related services for ATIC in addition to prepar:n:
Special Report No. 14, services that-included the analysis of so
and vegetation samples from alleged UFO events, and there is n
reason to believe Battelle's work on UFO-related matters dicn
continue right up to the time Blue Book was terminated in 155¢
No doubt these additional UFO-related services were procu-e
using the PPSs, as the need arose.

In short, Battelle, under Project Stork/White Stork. was a cor
venient source of scientific expertise, but their primary foou
remained on the Soviets. Stork/White Stork was not a sec<¢
"UFO project” where all the "real" work was carried out. ~t
names Stork and White Stork were the names assigned to :t
contract with Battelle, which involved the "Analysis of Foreign 4
Technical Capabilities,” specifically those of the Soviet Union.

With any luck at all, this non-mystery can now be conside-¢
solved.

X CHOA K CHCAT K CHOATKATMCA UK BOA x B A

As usual, |, and | alone, am responsible for the contents of Tt
SPOT REPORT. Comments, complaints. suggestions, =
threats (legal and otherwise) should be sent directly to me:

Robert G. Todd
2528 Belmont Avenue
Ardmore, PA 18003-2617
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