
Jllf!T 
Address : 

CAUS 
P.0 . Bo 218 
Co entry, Ct . 06238 

Rates : $10 US, $15 Foreign 

NUMBER 24 

Publisher : Lawrence Fawcett 

Editor : Barr y Greenwood 

June 1990 

UNIDENT IFIED ORBITING OBJECTS 

The Department of the Navy has released information on what 
they regard as "unidentified orbiting objects." The data was retrieved 
as part of the Naval Space Surveillance Center's (NAVSPASUR) routine 
monitoring of domestic and foreign satellites, and came by way of a 
FOIA request by Dr . Hen ry Azadehdel of England . 

In a cover letter to Dr . Azadehdel dated February 22 , 1990 , 
T.E. Edwards, Director of the Management Support Division of the Naval 
Space Command in Dahlgren , Virg inia, said: 

"The Naval Space Surveillance Center routinely t rac ks t housands 
of objects in space, a number of which are id ent ifi ed only as 
'u niden tified orbiting objects '." 

Attached to the response was a computer printout co mprisin g­
fif ty-two pages of specifi cs ori the unknown tracks . The period cov ered 
b y t h e p r i n t o u t i n c l u d e s t h e t i m e s b e t w e e n -D e c e m b e r 1 6 , 1 9 8 9 , a n d 
February 13 , 1990 . 

We have included a sample pag e f rom the pri ntout to illustrate 
its appearance . To aid readers i n dec i ph ering th e f i gures there are 
seven columns of numbers pro viding useful information. Reading left 
to right they are as follows : Date (year, mon t h, day), Time of Day 
(hours , minu tes , secon ds , hun dred t hs of a s econd), Latitude, Longitude, 
Right Ascensi on , Height(nauti cal miles), and the Receiver Station. 

NAVSPASUR began operati on s on Jun e. ~, 1959, with the purpose 
of bolsteri ng U. S . capabilities in satellite det ection nationwide. 
The s ystem demonstrated its e f fectiveness early on. On Januiry 31, 1960, 
it detecte d an unknown object orbiting t he Earth. By February 2, trackers 
had determi ned a preliminar y or bit and on February 19, the unknown was 
identified as th~ re-entry caps ule of Di scovery 5, launched on August 
13 , 1959 (see U.S. Naval Instit ut e Proceeding s , February 1961). 

Readers of CLEAR INTENT wi l l recall our discussion of NAVSPASUR 
(pages 9-10) , as well as other s pa ce tr acking systems. We have always 
maintained that a majori ty of . s uch unknowns tracked are of space junk, 
small objects misplace d by orbiti ng ast ronaut s on space walks, n~ts, 
bolts, tools , cl othing; etc . Howe ver , s om e of these trackings could be 
related to the UFO phenomenon . If · any of th ese unknowns could be corr­
elated to surface observations of UFO - type events, interesting new 
haTd data linking s urface e vents to s pace activity might materialize. 



The handicap to this has always been restricted access to such list ­
ings . We simply could not see the information for reasons of national 
security. 

Now, in a breakthrough of sorts , we have some degree of access 
to the Navy's space trackings . We shall be compiling records of un­
identified orbiting objects for researchers to consult . At present 
we have only records for the last six months so please restrict any 
inquiries to this time period for t he moment . 

AND ON A REL ATED FRONT 

In our December 1989 iss ue , we had published information on 
ORAD's Unknown Track Re porti ng System (~~ ) . The sy__stem is said to 

contain 7000 tracking of unk~dwh· air traffic in •ind a~ciQt No~th America . 
As a result of FOIA requests by our colleague Robert Todd , curious 

responses have been offere d by t he Air For ce . Initially , Air Force 
Headquarters at the Pe ntagon forwar ded Todd ' s req uest f or NUTR list -
ings to the Air Force Space Comman d ( AFSPACECOM) at Peterson AFB , 
Colorado. In a Febru ar y 8 , 1990 letter , Bobby Ca nnon , Chief of the 
Records Management Di vision , said that the AFSPACECOM "has no records 
responsive to your req ues t . " • 

Upon furth er c larification , t he Ai r For ce ' s FOIA Manager , 
Barbara Carmichael , i n a Ma y 1 , 1990 letter , re ve rsed t his and a ffirmed 
that indeed the reco r ds did exist after all , bu t th a t t hey were exempt 
from disclosure under (b1 ) of t he FOIA , mean i ng : na tional se cu r ity . 

A yet further chang e occurred in a Jun e 1 , 1990 l e tter f r om 
W. M. McDonal d , Director of Freedom of I nfo r mati on and Se curity Re view 
for the Office of the Assist ant Secretary of Def e nse. In it a deci s ion 
was made to release NUTR t ra ckin g records . But , in al l f iv e exa mpl es 
released to Todd, the tho ro ughn es s of the ubiqu itous mag i c mar ker 
rendered the information al most comple t el y unreadable. 

Of significance i s t he fact th a t t hes e records were res ponses 
to Todd's specificati on that the data he sought were of "u nkn own s " 
that were not subse quentl y i dentif ied as conventional aircra ft . Al s o, 
we note a new secur ity classifi cation, "NORAD SECRE T." 

It is quite ev ident that UF O in f ormation does contin ue t o be 
collected by the mil itary . Pr evi ously NORAD had exempted i t se lf fro m 
FOIA requests (s ee CAUS Bull et i n, September 1986), so we regard thi s 
event as a small breakth rough as well in that NORAD is .respo ndi ng 
directly to s pecific request once again. 

As frustr ating a s it has been to deal with a watered-do wn FO IA , 
the new information r eported here is a tribute to the initiative o f 
the individual against a monolithic system. Imaginative use of seem­
ingly small f ragments of information can achieve progress. The process 
of building a correct his tory of government UFO involvement can be 
slow , painful , costly an d not always as dramatic as many would l ik e 
to have it. 

EXHIBITS 

The foll owing two page s contain samples from the preceeding 
reports. 

Page three i s a repr oduction of a page from the NAVSPASUR com­
puter printout. 

Page four is a reproducti on of two pages from NORAD's release 
of highl y-censore d NUTR data lis tings . 
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ON DAT I NG ABNOR MALITIES BY MJ-12 PROPONENTS 

Earl y in our investigation into MJ-12 one of the man y oddities 
noticed in the paper s pre sen ted as evidence for s uch a group was a 
peculiar date style. Generally, government papers of the late-40s 
through early-Sos era contai ned a sta nd ar d format for writing the 
dates within the text of documents. Exa mpl e : 2 March 1948 , a numerical 
day followed by a spelled-out month followed by a num erical year . On 
occassion we would find a com ma inserted after the month but this 
occurred in very few of the samples checked in our docum ent searches . 
One of our recent random sa mpl es of government UFO documents re vealed 
a total of three documents with dates containing the extra comma out 
of 600 pages . All were within a group of memos that were obviou sl y 
t ped by the same person and all came from Air Force Intelligence files . 

Philip Klass has pointed out, quite correctly, that the Hillen­
koetter briefing paper in particular breaks the standard style by not 
only inserting the extra comma but by inserting a " zero" preceeding 
a single digit date. Example : 07 July , 1947 . The writing of a date 
in this style within a government document is unknown to us . In fact 
the only example we have seen of this wit hin an y alleged government 
document is the MJ-12 briefing . Cu~iously , this same style appears in 
the personal writings of one Willia m Moore, a leading proponent of MJ - 12 
claims. 

Naturally Klass and others ha ve raised questio ns as to whether 
Moore could have been involved in th e production of t he Hillenkoetter 
briefing , displa ying as it doe s not th e standard gover nm ent style , but 
the personal dating style of Wil l i am Moore. 

Recently we have receiv ed a communication from Jun-Ic hi Ta ka nas hi, 
Chairman of the Japan UFO Science Society, dated May 8, 1990, part 
of which follows : 

I am enclosing 5 copi es of pages from "THE MYSTERY OF THE GRFEN FIREBALLS" edit­
ed by Bill Moore, f rom pages 49, 57,103,107 & 117, counting from the frontis­
piece. 

The dates in these letters are written "in a pecuriar style of writing dates -­
an erroneous mi xture of civil and military format", as Mr Klass d~ribed, and 
als:> with "a zero proceeding a ~ingle-digit date" ,"which .has come to~ only 
in very recent years ( since 19 52 f' als:> as pointed out by very knowledgeable Mr~ 
Klass, which characteristics only Moore's letters and MJ-12 Documents mow in 
his knowledge. 

But. only one out of these five letters appears to be the copy of the original 
one. and the others appear to be retyped by Mr. Moore or oome others in prepar-
ing this compilatioo. • 

Upon receiving this comm0nication we undertook a search for the 
original copies of the f our r e typed memos that Moore had reproduced 
in his book . The fifth ,origi nal paper, a 2 February, 1949 document, 
displays the rare comma i nserti on but lacks any preceeding zero. 

Eventuall y the four origi nal s were located on roll 88, OSI 
Chronological Files from the Proj ect Blue Book microfilms. What we 
saw as very revealing . 

In all four cases where the documents were retyped, Moore had 
changed dates from the proper stand ard format to his own style by add-
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ing not only an extra comma to the dates but , in the case of the 
9 February 1949 memo, a preceeding zero before a single digit date 
where none had existed before ! 

Two points should be mad e . We do be lieve that the changes made 
in the documents from Moore ' s 1983 book were done unconsciously, i . e. 
without malicious intent . This s tyl e wa s the personal style of the 
writer and it was hi s cu s tom to do this . Al s o , the addition of a comma 
by itself cannot be r e garded as su s picious in relation to this simil~r­
ity in th e Hill e nko e tter briefing, though usage of it i s unorthodox :n 
genuin e papers. It could be said that Moo re ' s claim in his introduction 
th a t t hese r e typed papers are "faithful " reproductions could receive 
some sma ll argument. But this is not the major issue. 

The addition of the preceeding zero to a single digit dat e i s a 
major iss ue as it decidedly separates the personal style of the wr i t e r 
from all known styles of government dating from that era that we hav e _ 
been a ble to inspect in thousands of documents. It leaves us with hav 1n~ 
witnessed this peculiar dating style in three groups; the persona l wr it­
ing of UF Ologist Moore, the altered dates in the 1983 book THE MY STERY 
OF THE GR EE N FIREBALLS, and in the key MJ-12 document - the Hillenkoet tE 
authored (?) briefing paper --- all of which originate from the sa me 
source ! Thi s cannot help to allay ·sus picions that Moore was involved 
in the pro duction of the suspect MJ -1 2 documents . 

LEFT : 

PIDDi?IAL 

Ketyped document from 
THE MYSTERY OF THE GREEN FIREBALLS . 
(date port ion only) 

File No. 24-8 4 09 February.19 9 
Rept. made by EDGAR J. BETHART 

DO 17, Kirtland AFB 

Period: 31 Jan ., 1,2,3,4,8 Feb.1949 

Office of Origin: DO 17,Kirtland AFB 

Status: REFERRED UPON COMPLETION 

RIGHT: 
Original from Project 
Blue Book files . 
(enlargement of date area) 

Cap ain MELVIN NEEF, on 31 January,1949 

.. 
~ ____ ,:,;1:~~:::(~-,~~----- .. ·.: ... • ···~ 

~i.Aii.._~ ........ 

~ -.\ ~ -~-~~· _,_ __ __ _ _,,,,_____ . 
·:. ~ .: 
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FILE NO. DATE •. I 

::~ ~-- ., - • ··:.19!a9 
REP.ORT MADE BY '• • •• • • 

-. ' ,act4;i.. B:JLDD' ._ 
l REPORT MAOE ·4T ·~ -~f ~ • ·.. . • •• • 

~ THE AIR FORCE 
rED STATES AIR FORCE 
EN GTON 

THE I NSPECTOR GENERAL USAF 
,TR ICT OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS 
[RTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, NEW MEXICO 

19 Ap~il , 1949 

' '-

~,~iL-.. -----·~--- -711CJI 

Dr. Lincoln LaPaz 
Institute of Meteorics 
University of New Mexico 
Albuquerque , NM 
Dear Lincoln , 

SECRET 

10 August,1949 
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J. H. DOOLITTLE 

MUTUAL Of" OMAHA INSURANCE CO. 

1015 CASS ST.• SUITE 3 

MONTEREY, CALlf". Sl3Sl-40 

(-40Bl 373-3:ZSl:Z 

29 August 1984 

Mr. Barry J. Greenwood 
6 West Hancock Street 
Stoneham, Massachusetts 02180 

Dear Mr. Greenwood: 

I have no firm knowledge of actual rockets or 
"ghost rockets" in Sweden. Did know, of course, 
that various hypotheses were being bandied 
about - largely by the press. 

Every good wish. 

Very sincere l y, 

;211 . . 1/ 
J~ H. Doolittle 

DOOLITTLE COMMENTS ON "GHOST ROCKETS" 

Rumor had it that in 1946 U.S. Army Intelligence had dispatched 
General James Doolittle to Sweden to investigate the wave of "Ghost 
Rockets" seen . throughout Scandinavia much of that summer. Saunders 
and Harkins in their 1969 book UFOs? YES! said the French newspaper 
"Epoque" reported that Doolittle was to conduct an investigation into 
the phenomenon with Swedish authorities, using the cover story of 
going to Sweden on a business trip for the Shell Company. The paper 
reported his arrival in its August . 29th edition . 

David Jacobs wrote in his book THE UFO CONTROVERSY IN AMERICA 
essentially the ~ame story. However, his reference seems to depend 
upon the Saunders/Harkins version which relies mainly on a newsclip. 

This editor contacted General Doolittle in 1984, ·asking for a 
clarification of his involvement in this issue. His answer above is 
the first public release of this letter. 

The question now is was Doolittle's reported trip to Sweden for 
a "Ghost Rocket"investigation, or was the·story - a Journalistic blunder'? 
~e -plan -· to : ·do :- a:. fol 1 O'?J ~0P - in ~.the : bope --: o f resol v.ing this ·--obylous · ... contra­
·d1 ct ion. 
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C.A.U.S. 
I GAUS Wash-;:gton, D.C. Of;;.c:-1 
I 3518 Martha Gustie Drive·- f 

Alexandria, VA 22302 I 
(703-931-3)41) 

Publil5her of "Just Cause": 
P. O. Box 218 

Larry W. Bryant 
Admin.sistrator 
Petr A. Gersten 
Legal Advisor 

Citizens Agains t UFO Secrecy Coventry, CT 06238 ___ ..,. 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 

Bryant v. Central Intelligence Agency : The Evide nce Speaks for I t self -- In Court 

When GAUS researcher Larry W. Bryant filed a freedom-of-information request several 
years ago for all records pertai ning to the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency's behind­
the-scenes acquisition of key UFO reports from the now-defunct National I nves tigations 
Corranittee on Aerial Phenomena , little did he suspect t hat t he Agency would consider that 
request important enough to compile a dossier on him and on the co-subject of the dossier 

former NICAP assistant director Richard H. Hall. 

Unbeknownst to Hall at the time, the Agency, back in the sixties, had considered re­
cruiting him as a regular (and, of course, clandestine) 5ource of hard-core UFO data in 
the future. Apparently, the UFO sleuths at the Agency knew full-well the value of various 
UFO-encounter reports being collected by NICAP. For Hall's part, he naturally would be 
the last person in UFOlogy to cut a secret deal with an agency that resists admitting any 
role in official UFO research. 

A few years ago, Hall decided to FOIA-seek his C.I.A. dossier, asswning there were 
one. At first, the Agency insisted they had no records on him -- until he reminded them 
of what Bryant had obtained earlier. Finally, after months of waiting, the Agency sent 
him some records - - heavily censored, of course. One of those documents is reproduced on 
the back of this r elease. 

Despite Hall ' s and Bryant's appeal of the Agency's denial of full access to the dos­
sier, C.I .A. officials are insisting on retaining the deleted material. 

"This makes no sense if we are to accept the official government position that UFOs 
pose no threat to U.S . security and that 'flying saucers' as alien spacecraft have no 
reality," Bryant said from his home in Alexandria, Va. 

Accordingly, he has decided to challenge the Agency's denial through an FOIA lawsuit 
filed May 17, 1990, as Civil Action No. 9 0 - 116 3 in U.S. District Court for the Dis­
trict of Columbia . 

Unlike his most recent FOIA lawsuits, this latest action has a privacy-right element. 

"Back in t he winter .of 1971-72, when I was employed by the Industrial College of the 
Armed Forces in Washington, D.C., two of my superiors there, USAF Col. Samuel B. Adams and 
Army Col. Patrick J. Kenney, called me into their office to discuss their role in the 
College's deci ion not to process my immediate supervisor'e recommendation that I be grant­
ed a Top Secret security clearance. They explained to me that the College's secretary, 
Army Col. John S. Sullivan, had expressed reluctance to process the recommendation because 
of the vigor and determination by which I had been pursuing UFO research during the past 
dozen years or eo. Adams and Kenney also cautioned me not to let any of my current UFO­
research activities end up 'embarrassing the College,'" Bryant said. 

Just how embarras ing to the College would it be to reveal that it is they who are 
referred t o the C.I.A. memo ot Aug. 14, 197)? 



, ~~;;.~~-:• -~ • .' • • < ' • • • ~~-- ; ; J 

- ·-

~ 14 Au,uat 1973 

Subject : Larry V~. ___ _ 

ArP~O;[o FOR RELEASE 
Date t- ,., NOV 1987 

REVIEWED FOR RELEASk: 
Date ,~ J:ee 



JI/EfT 
Address: 

CAUS 
P.O.Box 218 
Covent r y, Ct. 0623 8 

Ra t es : $10 US , $ 15 Foreign 

NUMBER 25 

OUT TH ERE 

Publisher : Lawrence Fawcett 

Editor : Barry Greenwood 

Se pte mber 199 0 

In 1987, seventee n mem be r s of the Am erican in te l l i ge nc e commu ni ty 
gathered in the manner of a blue-ribbon panel to discuss wh~th er int ell ­
igent life existed in oute r space. The rea s on for the gathering - a number 
of mysterious events , i nc luding UFO sighting s involving NORAD · a nd the De f­
ense Intelligence Agency ' s ex periments, dub be d · "Project Aquariu s ," wh ich · 
purports to be an attempt to use ps ych i c s t o perform intelligence act i v­
ities by "remote sensing ." These e xperiment s partially dealt with deter ­
mining the locations of subma rines at any given time by sim~ly having a 
person with gifted sensing abilities 
look at phot ographs of them . One of 
these sessions acciden t all y detected 
a UFO ! 

So says OUT THERE by Howard, Blum, 
a former New York Times j ournalist twice 
nominated fo r the Pulitze r Prize (an 
award we at CAUS would de a rly like to 
win! ! ) . Blum brought wit h him a string 
of credits such as WANT ED! THE SEAR CH 
FOR NAZIS IN AMERIC A, which preci pit-
ated Congressional he arings on the topic, 
and I PLEDGE AL LEGIANCE: THE TRUE STORY 
OF THE WALKERS : AN AMERICAN SPY FAMILY. 

It was with great anticipation 
that we awaited pu blication of OUT THER~. 
Rare was the situation that a reknown 
journalist woul d seriously pursue the 
UFO phenomena , gi ven the decades-long 
stigm a of pre po s terousness -attached to 
it . How ever , a s we were to find upon it's 
release , the book i tself contai ns a good 
dose of prepost erousness. As Blum is 
saying that he is only reporti ng what is' 
being told to him , l ike the good soldier 
he is doing his job. But he cannot be 
left completel y of f the hook for some 
of the absurdities . Blum coul d have 
greatly benefitted fr om the ad vice of 

In the winter of 1987, fr)llowing a 
series of puzzling events, seventeen . 
members of the U.S. intelligence 
community were sumn1oned to the 
Pentagon. Their Top-Secret 111ission: 
to determine if there was life ... 

HOWARDIILUI 
Author of Wcmtr,I! and/ Plt•clx«' Allt•l(iclm·t 



an iron - '.isted , no-nonsense UFO investigator wi th a lot of experience 
in th e fiel d to overcome the pitfalls e vident in the text. 

Some of what Blum reports makes no sense in the context of a soph­
isticated government operation with vast funds and resources available 
to it . For example , the "U FO Working Group " ( the name Blum states iden ­
tifies the intelligence group working on these issues) wrestles with 
the problem of choosing a UFO case which holds the most promise for 
yielding positive results after an investigation (pgs 149-50). The 
famous Gulf Breeze UFO incidents are considered but rejected after the 
UFOWG discovers that the sig htings are cause d by , in their investigation , 
a classified low-flying , Air Force surveillance plane . End of Gulf Breeze ! 

As much as we hRve problems with the events in Gulf Breeze , this 
singular blanket dismissal of all of the reports by the UFOWG is laugh­
able. Even the most ardent skeptics of the sightings who have followed 
the controversy have not seriously entertained the idea that Ed Walters ' 
UFO was a surveillance plane . Hoax , yes . Aircraft , no . How does the 
UFOWG propose to explain why a classified aircraft repeatedly posed for 
a ci ilian businessman and his famil y to take numerous photos and a video 
tape to be shown to the world? And why i t co nti nued to appear for photos 
after national attention , and a be vy of UFOl ogists , flocked to the scene 
to record the events? The la~k of kn owl ed ge by t he UFOWG about Gulf Breeze 
is also evident in Blum ' s remark t hat " t her e was even a blurred film of 
hat many responsible observers swore was a UFO ." I n f act , there were 

numerous photos and they weren ' t t hat blu r r e d , i n som e ca ses quite clear . 
The UFOWG moved on to the mi d- 19 SOs Hudson Valley , New York so - called 

"boomerang" reports . They almost de cide d to investigate t he se events , but 
upon the basis of a press story th ey di smissed t he rep orts as f or mations 
of small aircra ft . Investigat io n dropp e d . UFOlogi s t s long ago lear ned not 
to treat press stories as a ny more than raw informa t ion be c a use of count ­
less examples over the yea rs o f gro s s mistakes, f a l se repor ting , misi nt e r ­
pretations ; etc . 

Finally , the group de c i de d upon th e ir choice for t he most p r omisin g 
case that they could lay the i r hands on . (Pass t he e nvelope ple ase! ) It I s 
the various close encoun ters ove r the small to wn of Elmwood, · Wisconsi n !! 
While you recover from t he brea t hle s s anti c i pation experienced i n lead in g 
up to this revelation , El mwood i s known in th e UFO field mainly for a 
minor classic sight i ng in 1976; the Wheeler story, which involved a local 
policeman who was "z appe d" by a blue beam from a UFO (Ed Walters was not 
the first !). More r ecentl y, Elmwood has been known for it's annual "UFO 
Days" parades comm emor ating the various UFO sightings over the town, and 
for an effort t o bu i ld a two-square-mile UFO landing pad at the cost of 
$50,000 ,000 . 

It is all wel l a nd good for a local community to promote such things 
in a good - hearted way , as l ong as they do not rip people off. It is another 
thing altogether t o belie ve that this, above and beyond all possible UFO 
cases to investi ga t e , s hou ld dominate the attention of the U.S. intelli­
gence communi_t y' s inte re st i n s eeking life in space. Yet a great chunk 
of Blum's book f ocu s e s on El mwood. 

The UFOWG ' s pr i or ities and methods, as described by Blum, would 
make some of the most amateuris h UFO groups seem skilled by comparison! 
As much as civilian groups have be en maligned, the UFOWG could learn a 
great deal from a t yp ica l , goo d inv estigative field manual. There is little 
evidence that the UFO WG kn ew muc h of anything about UFO investigation, 
as is painfully displa yed thr ough out the book. One investigator who has 
studied the Elmwood repor t s in detai l; Don Schmitt of the J.Allen Hynek 
Center for UFO Studies , thought it c urious that the government would 
find Elmwood so fasci nati ng , . prompti ng him to suggest to Blum in a TV 
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appearance on the "Oprah Winfrey Show " September 7th that he may have 
been fed "disinformation " on the se matter s . 

Another large portion of OUT THERE is devoted to a discussion of 
MJ-1 2, mostly about Bill Moor e ' s escapades with alleged government oper­
ati ve s . Moore is present e d as a ci vilian caught , willingly , in a web of 
intrigue . Strangely , Blum , in describing Moor e ' s background, seemed to 
know very little about Moore' s THE PHILADELPHIA EXP ERIMENT , co -autho red 
with Charles Berlitz . He de scribes the book as a " novel " (it isn ' t) tell­
ing a "shrewd ly provocative stor y about a voy age to a futuristic world ." 
The book is actually an attempt to document the circumstances around the 
alleged disappearance and reappearance of a U. S . Navy ship in 1943 . Blum ' s 
e planation more appropriately describes the movie THE PHILADELPHIA EX ­
PERIMENT with Michael Pare and Nancy Allen ca vo rting through a fictional 
tale of time travel . Sadly , Blum ' s gaffe here puts the accent on the fear 
of literary authorities that movies and television are presenting a totally 
twisted idea of what authors have written in their books . 

The MJ-12 story is presented as a clash between two ad versaries : 
Moore and Philip Klass . Both sc ore points against each other, but, in the 
end , the whole issue is still unresolved . Ignored by Blum is the very large 
dissenting view of MJ-12 reality by many pro - UFOlogists. 

And what happens when the UFO Working Group takes up the MJ - 12 issue? 
True to form, they are presented as clumsily groping about for answers , 
unable to decide who to investioate and what conclusions to draw . Blum 
quotes an FBI agen t in regards to the MJ-12 pape rs: 

"All we're finding out is that the government doesn't kno w what 
it knows . There are too many secret levels . You can't get a straight 
story . It wouldn 't surprise me if we never know if the papers are 
genuine or not ." 

Heaven help the United States of America if Blum's depiction of 
the governmen t's intelligence apparatus is accu rate! We may be pledging 
allegiance to Saddam Hussei n next year ! 

Blum said that the FBI investigation of MJ-12 was a "Priority One" 
investigatio n . CAUS has not seen any evidence of this. However, we did 
report that a prelimi nary inquiry by the FBI indicated that the MJ- 12 
papers were not genuine a nd that a prime Moore source for MJ-12 information, 
Richard Doty~as under suspicio n in another document hoax (the Ellsworth 
UFO shoot -out). See our Just Cause, March 1989, page 3 for details. How 
it is that the UFO Working Group did not know this is beyond explanation. 
We would like to think that it is because we have better sources than they 
do! 

The rest of the boo k deals with the history of government UFO in­
terest and the Searc h for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (SETI). Actually, 
this editor rather enj oyed Blum's discussion of the SETI program and his 
insight into Frank Drake's activities as a senior SETI scientist. This 
is probably because the SETI discussion was more firmly grounded in prov­
able fact than the rest of the book. Unlike the vast majority of people 
in the UFO research field, this editor is a supporter of the government's 
SETI research and scientific ally-based attempts to detect life in space. 
More than 40 years have passed without that decidedly confirmed case that 
would settle the UFO debate. Have UFO researchers thought how much their 
stock would shoot up if the SETI program is able to confirm the presence 
of intelligent signals in space? It certainly wouldn't hurt the idea that 
vehicles might have visited the Earth if extraterrestrial intelligence 
could be verified in the remote way that the SETI researchers plan to do. 

Blum also discusses other behind-the-scenes UFO cases and administ­
ration which are difficult o~ even impossible to check. One curiousity 
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ap~e~rs on page 219 . For some re as on , Blum describes arch-UFO skeptic 
Ph1l1p Klass as having a "pencil-thin figure," when seen at UFO con­
ferences . No one here at CAUS can ever recall Phil as having a pencil­
thin figure , or even being remotely petite. We may be mistaken as Phil 
at one time may have pirou etted with the best of them in a Swan Lake 
ballet. Of course he would hav e to. prove this to us with a demonstration 
at the next annual MUFON Symposium before an assemblage of his "peers" 
in full regalia , including tights and tutu ! Sorry Phil. We'd just as soon 
believe that Billy Meier wa s in touch with God than that you were pencil­
thin. 

We see in OUT THERE another manifestation of the familiar "Project 
Aquarius.'' Once it was part of the MJ-12 controversy and completely un­
verified; once , as a project of the National Security Agency, though un­
described· and now as a Defense Intelligence Agency project to remotely 
sense by way of psychics, intelligence information . The NSA project has 
been admitted officially so we have the problem of two different agencies 
simultaneously using the same code name when such is not supposed to be 
the case . Code words are drawn from a pool contained in Joint Army Navy 
Air Force Publication 299 and, once activated, cannot be used by others 
until deactivated , this to avoid confusion in identifyin g projects obvio~ 
usly . 

One more thing should·be added . If one accepts that Blum's reporting 
relates true events, then it is very difficult to believe that stories 
of crashed UFOs have any validity . Why would a top secret UFO Working 
Group be necessary to determine whether or not there is life in outer 
space in 1987 when the issue should have been settled many decades ago 
by the crash, recovery and study of flying saucers by the government? 
By Blum's scenario, participating members of the UFOWG, high - ranking 
people from the Army, three Air Force generals, DIA scientists , three 
NSA officials and a team of CIA personnel , are all obli viou s t o the "fact " 
that saucers and bodies are on hand . We have the image o f an elite , top 
secret government group relying upon William Moore , a c i vilian/public 
figure/outsid er, for their information on MJ - 12, s omethi ng a bo ut which 
they should already know by way of their inside connecti ons . Or could it 
be that our intelligence community deliberately leaks secr et infor mati on 
t o an outsider, to be deliberately leaked back t o a no t her gr oup o f in s i de rs 
with the intention of having it re-leaked back outside in a different for m 
to discredit the original i nformation, and thus protect the secret! Boy, 
these people are smart ! Eit her that or the U.S. government is being run 
by the Keystone Cops ! 

We can see no good reas on for the group to exist except f or perhaps 
two things : 

1) There are no crash ed UFOs. 

2) The group was cre a t ed, either in reality or as a "paper phantom," 
to feed someone li ke Mr. Blum false information as a distraction 
away from genuine crashed saucer investigations. 

Of course, if Blum ' s st ory is not correct, then the above is academic 
and we are back to the same ol d questions. It is unfortunate that the 
hottest informati on in OUT THERE does not rise above the level of someone­
told-someone-else . The only re pr oductions of documentation appearing in 
the book are the tired, old MJ- 12 papers, material which Blum now, report­
edly, feels are hoaxes. We ha d t he nagging feeling while reading OUT THERE 
that we were eating Chinese fo od - i~ looks like a lot, but after a half 
an hour you are hungry again ! 

4 



EDITORIAL 

We have received a number of comments from our readers that they 
are fed up with our critical coverage of MJ-1 2 . Some sa y we have "sold 
out" to the government deb unk ers , wh ile others feel that the st ory has 
been so totally annihilated that a ny more mention of it would be a waste 
of time. 

Nothing has changed with regards to our stance that important UFO 
information is being withheld from the public and that the UFO topic is 
a worthy area of research. The fact that UFO papers are being withheld 
for reasons of "n ational sec ur it y" is a matter of record . The reasons 
for this are debatable. Ske ptics, represented by Philip Kla ss , feel that 
national security is invoked not because of the UFO sighting information , 
but because legitimate, non-UFO securit y information may be contained in 
those same documents . We agree t hat in some cases this may be true but 
we reject this as a blanket argument . Neither UFO skeptics nor UFO belie-
ers know what is contained in the document s . Judging from early report­

ing in books , like Captain Edwar d Rupp elt ' s THE REPORT ON UNIDENTIFIED 
FL I G OBJECTS, sensitive information about the UFO sightings themselves 
was suppresse d. According to the 1969 Bolender memo , UFO reports of nat­
ional security importance were not part of the Air Force ' s Blue Book 
s stem - again significant reports are withheld. CLEAR INTENT documents 
many more e amples . • 

With regard to the MJ-12 issue several things should be clarified . 
Recently , Fate magazine quoted Budd Hopkins as saying that he wanted 

to form an abduction research group, the Intruders Foundation, and that 
he was patterning it a bit like CAUS . By this he meant that he wanted a 
single -issue UFO group to focus all it's energy into a speci fic area of 
research : abductions . 

We are indeed a single -i ssue group, concentrating on gover nment 
UFO involvement . This is why we have no t addressed other UFO-related 
issues outsid e of this area . For example, we do have definite opinions 
on the Gulf Breeze UFO activity . But we have given this large issue pre ­
cious little space in Just Cause because it does not fall within our 
particuJar subject area . The UFO topic has become so large and expansive 
that special interest groups are necessary to cover these issues adequately. 

We are not ashamed to say that our publication is an "insiders news­
letter . " The re is a certai n amount of space and a certain amount of money 
which we can use to reach interested parties. We must work within our 
limitations and our philosophy, or we become an entity unlike that for 
which we were initial ly forme d. 

The amount of coverage we give to an issue is directly related to 
the importance we ascribe to it. In the case of MJ-12, we had regarded 
this as quite an imp ortant story. However, we can see it is now important 
for the devastating effect it has had on legitimate government document 
research on UFOs . Recall that in 1987, this was a world-wide news story. 
Even the staid New York Times gave a fair amount of space to MJ-12. It 
was, and is , imperati ve for us to point out the flaws in the story, doc­
ument in as much detail as we could what went wrong, and try to correct 
the situati on. There is no question that because of the MJ-12 story, the 
credibilit y of that with which CAUS deals has been seriously damaged. 

We had expected , and received, emotionally-charged responses, and 
still do . The point is that when signs of fraud and deception obscures 
the path to realit y, and especiall y when this activity crosses into CAUS' 
very reason for being , one best be warned that we will not stand idly by 
and let it happen . 
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FUND REL EASES MJ- 12 REPORT 

The Fun d for UFO Research has re l ease d t he "Final Report on 
Operation Majestic 12 11 by Sta nton Fri e dman . This r eport was finance d 
by _con tri bu tions to the Fund otalling $ 16 , 000 and wa s paid out to 
Fr ie dm an over approximately a year long peri od. 
. Predictably , Friedman has e onclud e d that the three major documents 
1n the MJ-1 2 collection, t he Hi ll enko e tt e r bri e fing pa per , the Truman 
"Executive Order ," and the Cutl er / Twining memo , are all authentic , an d 
that " a small gro up wi thin th e U. S . go ver nm ent ha s manag e d to with hold 
from the people of planet Ear th t he proof that ma n is not alone ." Frie dman 
also states that none of th e arg um e nts offere d against the existence of 
MJ-12 "passes scientific scree ni ng as to their worth whilen ess ." 

We have seen nothing ne w or co mp elling i n the report wh ich would 
change anything favorably for MJ- 12 . Ou r own objections to the se claims 
ha e been documented in detai l over th e la s t t hree years . One remark in 
Friedman ' s report about t his e dit or sa ys t hat I was strongl y oppo sed to 
the Eisenhow er bri efing pap e r tho ugh I had never seen a cop y . This appar­
ently to paint me as an i nept i nv es tig a to r wh o dismi sses evidence out of 
hand . The problem is t hat t he s tatement is not t rue . I had issued no 
statement s in public strong ly - opposing the brie f i ng until after I had a 
chance to examine the doc um ent . I was ne ver even qu estioned about what I 
did or did not ha ve in my ·hands whe n I ori gi nally di s c ussed the ~aterial 
with Martin Ba iley of t he London Ob serv er in 1987 . I had the Cutler / 
Twining memo at that time and clea r l y di sc uss it in t he news story . 

Much of the rest of Fr i edman 's materi al has already been dealt with 
since 1987 . To say that the r e port was not worth the amo unt spent on it 
would be an understatement . To call it scientif i c wou l d be an ove r st a t e­
ment . However , the report re ally wasn ' t a surprise . What wa s a surpri s e 
was the way it has been presen ted by the Fund for UFO Researc h . 

A press release by t he Fun d, da t ed Ju ly 7 , 1990, aim ed pri marily 
at the media , annou nc e d lhe ava i la bility of Fr iedman' s repo rt and stated 
its favorable concl usi ons . After sa yi ng th at t he Fund is a " s c i entific 
resea rch org anizati on ," the release goes · on to s tate that "t o settle the 
controversy " the y ha ve awarded the $16 , 0 00 t o Friedman for prod ucing a 
"final" report . 

Question : How is it that the Fund, wh ich professes to be a sc i ent­
ific organizat ion , can ex pect t o "settle the controversy" over th e doc­
uments by awardi ng a l arge cash sum to perhaps the single most vocal 
proponent of th eir a ut henticity from very early on? 

We won de r how man y media representatives perceived this release as 
an attempt to " s tack t he deck" in favor of the MJ-12 papers? At t he very 
least , there is someth ing ethically wrong with this action and we reject 
such an outrage ous att empt to characterize the report as the final word 
on the mat ter . 

We have al ways su pported the ideal of a fund to help researchers 
perform various f unctio ns a nd publish materials that would have been 
otherwise prohi bi t i vel y ex pe ns ive. And the Fund for UFO Research has 
offered , and con t i nues t o offe r, interesting research publications. This 
recent action , t o us , tai nt s t he Fund's activities as displaying bias 
for a sensa tional i s t point o f vi ew. 

NEW PE RIODICAL 

Normall y , we do not ad vertise -or endorse other pursuits in the UFO 
field , lea ving it up to th e indi vi dual persons to do what they wish as 
far as making themsel ves known . How ever, we have seen a new publication 
that we can't resist me nt i ~ning. It is call ed Independent Aerial Phenomena 
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Research, published and written irregularly by Phillip Robertson . 
The IAPR essentially takes a seco nd look at old UFO cases from t he 
very early years in UFO hi stor y. Rob r son explores the intrica t e 
de tail~ of thos sightings and ha s v ry oft n come up with sensible 
explanation s for sightings whi c h hav long been classified a UFOs . 
Other sigh tings Robertson ha s ex mind continu to be unexplained 
after clos~ scrutin y. What is very diff ere nt about IAPR , in relation 
to most other UFO publications , is that it is remarkabl y free of 
drum-b ealing for a particular poi nt of vie w on UFO origins , occupants, 
and purposes . Robertson sticks to C8se details , is able to relate his 
reasoning logically and perfor ms a service to the UFO community by 
pointing out contradictio ns in wh at most other UFO researchers would 
regard as classic , unassailable cases . Man y UFO reports invariably end 
up as judgement calls on what t hecauses may have been , but Robertso~ 
usually gives a good reason for an y judgement call he makes . 

IAPR has been priced at $30 per year but at the present frequency 
we are not su re how many is s ues are covered by this . Seven issues have 
been relP.ased since 1989 . 

Phillip Robertso n can be contact ed a t: 

963 J e ff e r s on Av e . 
San Bernardino, Caifornia 92 410 

We also recommend Mr. Robertson's publication beca use he uses the 
same kind of typew ritin g th a t we use, proving that he ha s good taste ! 

SUBSCRIPTION RATES TO INCREASE 

Due to an incr ease in our printing costs and the proposed s ub­
stantial increase in postal rates to 30¢ per 1st class ounce 1 we wil l 
be forced to hike our subscription rates beginning January 1990. Th e 
new rate will be $15 per year U.S., $20 per year foreign. We ha ve kept 
our present rat e stea dy for six years but the economy was threaten in g 
to run away from us . In this age of information it is becoming increas­
ingly difficult to obtain the inform~tion due to the high price tags 
being put upon it . It is something which.certainly does, not bode well 
for the future . 

CAUS LIBRARY RESEARCH YIELDS RESULTS 

In a continuing effort to upgrade our resources, CAUS has been 
loc ating numerous r eferences to the UFO subject in government and mil­
itary reference books and periodicals. We are currently scanning such 
publications as the Ar med Forces Journal, Air Force Times, Stars and 
Stripes , Army Navy . Ai r Force Register, Air Force Magazine, and many 
others . From time to ti me we will reprint items discovered in these 
searches . 

UFO MATERIALS FOUND AT FBI ACADEMY 

Apparentl y as port of a general monitoring of public UFO inform­
ation, the FBI Academy i n Quantico, Virginia has been collecting an 
assortment of press clippi ngs dealing with the UFO subject. The clips 
are stored on microfi lm a nd the collection appears to have begun around 
1978. 

On page 8 we reprod uce a sample page from the reI ccllectlon~ 
Most notable is the cur iou s heading under which the clippings are filedf 
"TRANSPORTAT I ON!" 
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As one can se e , I (B . G. ) am back in the masthead . I no longer feel 
threatened by he [ hie s in Government Act since it has come ~nder round­
house attack by nu .. ero us prominent individual s , government unions and even 
high -ranking polit icians . Signs are that it will be amended to exclude the 
average government\ o~ker . Let us hope that such nonsense does not happen 
a ain. ~~ 

ME NDEZ VS THE BUREAUCRACY - PART TWO 
' ~ ti:· 

The espiona·9e investigation had ended for 5-imone Mendez in July 1982 . 
T h e s i x - mo n t h o r de a l • o f c o n s t ia n.t gr i l li n g b y A i r F o r c e a n d F B I i n v e s t i g a t or s 
had culminated in"ee r being cleared . But life had changed. No longer did 
she have the promisiAg futu re in the ·Air Force for which 0 she had hoped. Her 
security clearance ~as gone , mea ning access to high-paying technical jobs 
in telecommuni cations was ended . 

she s e.t .t l _e.d back into the routine o f a reg u 1 a r mi 1 i tar y 1 iv in g , doing 
a v a r i e t y O f c 1 er'k-:h.n g j ob s . 1 n 1 9 8 4 , S i mo n e w a s t r a n s f e r red t b T i n k e r AFB , 
o k 1 ah om a i n b i 1 1 e ti n g·· iNo r k ( For n o.r:i_ - m i 1 i t a r y f o 1 k s , " b i 11 e t i n g " me an s p r o -
w; C:: r - : ~ • ~" • j..:...: 0 ::. -:i ri a t i -o.r.i.s for b a se:;p er son n e 1 ) . A 11- went we 11 until mid -
1985." 1 .. ·• • -,...,j· .... •. ·1· •. 

8 e .i no ~ "1 ;, ~ i ~d-< .re i o cat tc:n 'to Tinker would put her i n fairly close 
oro•lait, to her frien d George, one of Simone's letter correspondents who 
... 1"•ol~~d in the document episode, she thought that it would be inter­
eating to ~e t together again to chat about all that had happened. An off-
day ••~ ·,alec ted so that George co uld ' drive up to the base. When that day 
arrived, Simone waited for Geor ge to stop in. Morning drifted into afternoon. 
St ill no sign of George. Lat~ in the day she called his home and spoke to 
hi s mother . George was there but refused to speak · to Simone, despite her 
pleading with his mother to --00 so . . 

Simone ~as baffled by this behavior, especially since he ·initially 
wanted to meet . On the next day she received a Federal Express overnight 
shipment at her apar tment. In it were all of her letters, artwork; etc., 
that she had se nt to George over the years, rudely stuffed into a box with 
not a word of explanatio n. It was , and still is, a complete mystery to her. 

Some weeks later , unbeknownst to her, a piece appeared in the October 
)985 issue of '' Saucer Sme ar," a uro newsletter by James Moseley which spe6-
1alizes in gossip and a CJOOd old American tradition called "muckraking." 



On into the Spring of 1987, when a curious turnabout occurred . 
While on duty in the base linen~exchange, Simone received a phone call 
from her master ~ergeant . He l told her that OSI wanted to see her but that 
she was to first· 'rep or t to the order 1 y room . Pa n'i c set in again . 11 Oh no , 
what did I do now 1 11 s he nervou s ly thou ght as s he went to the orderly 
room . 

Both the sergeant and a captain met her there. The y told her not 
to be afraid , that there was no' trouble for her. She was about to be 
made an interesting offer. Simone and the sergeant went to the OSI office 
and entered a conference room where they were met by the base' s head 
of counterintelligence . He said he knew of her background and trouble 
in 1982 but that ~idn ' t matter because he felt that she would be a good 
"contact." "You can say no to this but it would look bad on your record 
if you did' ' he informed her somewhat threateningl y. Faced with such 
mandato ry volunteerism she had two options : an enthusiastic yes or a 
grudging yes . She took the later . He said they would be in touch later. 
- Some t ·~ e 1 a t er she was· ca 11 e d again and g i v en a g u id e d tour o f the 

OS I o f f i c e s . Sh e w a s p e r s o ,ra 11 y 1 n t r o du c e d to m a n y o f" t he OS I a g en t s a n d 
other personnel there . In an office with five other agents she was asked 

any personal questions about her life , family ; etc . "I felt like they 
were preparing a Mata Hari, 11 she observed at the 11 breaking- in -a- new ­
member '' nature of the attention . She was told that she would be involved 
in exciting and som etimes dangerous, things. 

Simone was ast onished at this turn of events . At one time she felt 
like she was heading for federal prison, with OSI drivi ng the paddy wagon ! 

ow she was actually being recruited to do undercover work for them. ''I 
as intrigued but at the same time I was nearirg the end of my stint with 

the Air Force and wasn't sure I could take pressure situations all over 
again," .. she - thought fully pondered. They wanted her more than she was will -
ing. • 

In mid - 1987 , the head of counterintelligence at OSI discovered that 
Simone was heading for the MU~ON annual conference in Washington, O.C. 
"How they knew this I wasn ' t sure," she thought. "They must have tapped 
into some of my phone conversation s. There were warnings all over the 
base that calls from the base would likely be monitored and I never talked 
ab o u t go i n g t o t h e s y m p.o s i um ex c e p t b y p hone . 11 He me t w i th h e r a n d as k e d 
po int b 1 ank.~_th_a t she brief him on everything that happened the re when she 
returned . -• .._ --..r... · : ---

She d i d i n d e e d .J-a-t t e n d t jh e. c_o n f e r e n c e , ~i h i c h was do mi n a t e d b y d i s -
cu::::; ion:; c: UFO ab duct-i-o_n s:!ra nd ....the:-·MJ- 1 2 documents .. --S-imone- listened 
care.fully, knowing ·th-:a1t shew.as .goi'r,..g ··to' be debr-iefed . ."I was still 
a ~ t i v e du t y m i l i t ?,r ./· an d di c( w h a t I ha d t o • •d.o .. ·: : I n e e de d no mo r e prob l ems 
with m~ superio rs so a correct briefing is what they were going to get 11 

she said. ' 
_Upon her return , she was again .met by the head of counterintelligence 

who listened to her account of the symposium. He seemed satisfied with 
w~at she told him and left. Nothing more was said about · it. Simone never 
did learn why they wanted a rundown of the conference. It was not her 
place to ask. 

Despite pleadings from her superiors - and the OSI personnel she 
d7alt with, Simone left the Air Force on March 31, 1988. She felt it was 
time to move , on to other things . 
,. . . She

11
held various jobs in her • civilian life thereafter but the 

incident never left her . It was a great frustration not to know for 
sure whether her life was altere d due to seeing proof of a sensational 
truth or at being conned by a con man, or .men. 

. At first very reluc tant to probe into the past for fear of reviving 
nightmarish memories, Simone slowly began to realize that to put to rest 
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in January 1989 . .:1X nci'ther request was filed with the Air Force Office 
of Special Investigations d0ring July 1990. 

0 v er a ye a i- 1 ate r , on · ~ a y 7 , 199 0 , the first of several release s 
of Simone ' s FBI file took pl~ce. Eight years had passed since the invest­
igation. Doci.Jmen s which she was assured by many would not be released 
were now available. AFOSI had followed with a release of its own with 
papers declassified in JanuarY1. 1991, that request having taken seven 
months to fulfill. The files totalled nearly two hundred pages , one of 
the larg e st government files on a single UFO-related case on record . 
Howev e r as e pe c ted , many dozens of documents were withheld entirel y 
a n d r e 1 e a s e d p a p-e r s w e r e o ft e n v e r y h e a v i 1 y c e n s o r e d . 

THE EXPERIE NC E DID OCCUR 

That a document existed and the circumstances surrounding it did 
occur is b~ yond question: 

From FBI cable - 27 January 1982 : 

~ • • a z a • f • • b1 c., 
fQR ADDITIONAL INF'ORl-1ATION OF THE CHICAGO DIVISION, 

INVESTIGATION ~AS DETERMI~ED THAT THE SUBJECT MENDEZ HAS ACCESS 
. . 

·1'0 CRYPTOORAPHIC KEYS AND ROUTINELY SENDS AND RECEIVES 

CRYPTOGRAPHIC "'ESSAGES. _ ON A DAILY ~ASIS, MENDEZ HANDLES 

Q.ASSIFIED COMMUNICATIONS UP TO AND INCLUDI~ TOP SECRET. THIS 
, 
r 

INFORMATION WAS PRE\IIOUSLY PROVIDED ro · THE BtEAU . AND ?ALL_A VIA A ~ ! 
LAS VEG AS TELETYPE-,gA1ED JA~UARY- 12, 1982 ~<~,.-----<':\ 11\ 131 'ti~ 

1 
1.-1.. ~ 

I NFOR~ATIO N SET FO~T~ Rill AfiDI N3 THE AGREE~E NT COVER I NG THrf 

F r om OS I . d o c um e n t - , 2_7 F e b r u a r y 1 9 8 2 

8218D27-517 
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DISCUSSION 

Only fragment s of the Air Force ver sion of this affair are read­
able. The incident has been ver ified. Still , what of the document? The 
Air Force felt it was a hoax and , bas d upon what they released , the 
reason s seem valid. Simone thought th sa me through much of the ordeal 
but the behavior of the Air Force during th in vestigation left her 
with nagging doubts. 

We had requested a cop y of the document i self through FOIA . If 
it were a hoa , then we would expect no valid reason to continue to 
withhold it. If however, it were not a hoax, then we might expect some 
acrobatic maneuvers by the Air Force to avoid commitment in releasing it . 
OSI settled the issue in an undated release letter early in 1991: 

"A re iew of our records reflects that the message you have re­
quested is not being maintained by OSI. " 

I f no t t hem , t he n b y whom? _, 
Therefore, the very object of the investigation , for whlch six 

months of manpower were expende d, is my s teriously not available . Every ­
thing else is and has been kept in sec ure files by both the Air Force 
and OSI. 

e cannot come to a conclusion about the Simone Mendez case until 
the "hoa" is made available for verification. To accept the Air Force's 
conclusions at face value, with the realization that th ey have now "lost" 
the document, would not be appropriate at this time . 

One cannot help but notice 
the relative lack of justice in 
this case when it is compared to 
something like the MJ-12 hoax. 
With MJ - 12, supposed highly- cla ss­
ified materials were openly flaun ­
ted by promoters who circulate d 
them by the thousands to anyone 
who would buy them. Amongst the 
pro oters was an active OSI agent! 
Yet, there is no eviden ce of an FBI 
or 0S1 ·nvestigati on comparable to 
that inflicted upon Simone Mende~, 
who was ·n no way involved in 
creating the document in her case, 
:1or . did she·,.,.circu.late it or make it 
freely available . 

She paid a steep price for 
being involve d in _ th_e UFO phenom enon. 
It is too bad that signi ficantly 
more blatant abuses of ethics, 
morals and scientific principles 
are not cal led upo11 the carpet 
as eQua ly in UFOlogy as what 
happened o he r . Th a t ma y .b.e ". _l..i f e 
but it doesn' make it right. 

£ND 

Simone Mendez - 1991 , 
w1th rememberances , and 
reminders, of her past. 
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Exchange magazines are reminded that they must send to the follow ­
ing address: CAUS, Box 176, Stoneham, Mass. 02180 . We cannot keep proper 
track of exchanges if this is not done . 

This writer recently published an editorial comment in the Inter ­
national UFO Report er, published by CUFOS, which reflected on the sad 
state of affairs I perceive UFO rese arch to be in . Since then there have 
been two recent televi sion shows; one praising the Billy Meier beamship 
video as, among other films , having been verified by the Jet Propulsion 
Laborato ry and the other billed as "Close Enc ounters of the Sexual Kind." 
A number of times I have been interviewed at length by reporters only 
to find none of it printed because it didn't deal "people being kidnapped 
by flying saucers ." 

What UFO research has become now is entertainment, something to 
divert the trouble-plagued average citizen from the problems of society. 
At least that is the way the media, the government and much of the public 
see it. NASA is paying the price for serious mistakes; the shuttle disaster, 
the Hubble telescope fiasco , management gaffes all contributing to a poor 
public image . Present -day UFO research MUST change the way business is 
conduct ed from within to a more basic, less sensational approach. NASA's 
credibilit y problems are minor compared to UFOlogy's. CAUS will continue 
to hamme r on this issu e because we see this as the most serious threat 
to our activities in our brief history. We will not allow our work to be 
wasted , drowned in scienc e fiction presented as fact. 

MOR E ON UFO CRASH AT ROSWELL 

There is no case file of any consequence on the alleged crash of 
a UFO at Roswell , New Mexico in 1947, amongst the Air Force's Project 
Blu e Book case collection. There should be but there isn't. Why? Perhaps 
the Air Force did not consider the incident important enough to document. 
This is probably the least-li kely explanation since the report was very 
much publicized in most i mportant newspapers throughout the United States. 
If the story were real but highly-classified, then this would explain 
the absence of a detailed file but not of a general information file. 
Again the incident wa s too well-known to ignore. Though we can only spec­
ulate, the most likel y reason is that the file was "borrowed" by a scientist 
doing research for the Air Force , or a souvenir hunter from the ol_d- Pr.eject 
Sign days , and ne ver returned. Former Project Blue Book head, Captain 



Edward Ruppelt, in his REPORT ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (Doubleday, 
1956, page 99) said that this was in fact what had happened to "lots 
of reports." . 

The case for the Roswell object being a spacecraft seems to begin 
where what we know about the news events as reported in 1947 ends. ~n 
object came down, was discovered, wa s reported in the news, then qu1ck lY 
disappeared into history. It's entirely conceivable that the government 
would have worked under the assumption that the Roswell object was a . 
strange aerial vehicle and treat it as a national security matter until 
analysis determined what the debris was. A great deal of attention, and 
uncertainty, circulated about the new flying saucer phenomena during the 
first week of July 1947 . One did not have a UFO history to fall back upon 
as a guide on how to deal with such a situation. 

It is for this reason that I choose not to interpret the secrecy 
itself as proof that an alien ship crashed. With the absence of official 
documents, debris, or bodies of aliens, one is left with verbal testimony 
only; a bevy of witnesses claiming , more often indirectly than not, that 
the object was indeed a flying saucer. It has been said that with test­
imony by hundreds of persons, such as has been put forth by Schmitt and 
Randle, the case for UFOs as extraordinary vehicles from somewhere other 
than the Earth could quickly be presented and won in a court of law; that 
somehow this would be the final arbiter of the UFO issue. 

There is li ttle doubt in my mind that the case for a flying saucer 
at Roswell could possibly be won in court. Mark my words on this carefully. 
It could be won, not proven. 

While the legal system represents the pinnacle of our understand ing 
of man's law in society, it is vastly different from interpreting issues 
relating to scientifi c standards, or our understanding of natural law . 
Legal standards frequently fall far short of the exacting demands by which 
we comprehend nature. Innocent people can be sent t o jail while guilty 
ones are set free in a system that can be manipulat ed. Judgements of trut h 
can be swayed by displays of style and charisma; by sheer force of per­
sonality rather than by hard fact. The very symbol of justice is blind. 
Sometimes the lawyer who put s on the best show in a clever distortion of 
facts can succeed. If the opposing viewpoint is not alert, outrages can 
be the norm . The Supreme Court , for example, once decided that slavery 
was lawful and right in the □ red Scott decision. 

Assessments as to whether UFO crashes are fact or not cannot be 
made legally without eno rmous doubt, considering the absence of physical 
evidence . We are left with the standards of scientific study, more 
stringent and demanding that they are, to settle this matter. And until 
physical evidence does become available, scientific study cannot even be 
applied . So we are saddle d with a fascinat1og tale and little more. 
unless one chooses ·to "believe" based upon one's personal preference, 
a dangerous way to present "facts" to a skeptical public. 

Evidence in the UFO field is often that which tends to support 
one's pet theories regardles s of how well-grounded it is. The same in­
formation can be seen by different persons in different ways. One ex­
ample can be seen on page 175 of UFO CRASH AT ROSWELL. Reproduced in 
our Figure 1 are symbols drawn by Jesse Marcel Jr. said to have been 
visible on an "I" beam which was part of the UFO wreckage. The symbols 
have been said to be unlike an y language seen before, according to pre­
vious Roswell reporting . Eve n here, the symbols are described as being 
unlike other reports of "languages" of the aliens by UFO percipients. 

A superficial glance at the rendition gives the impression of an 
alien language. Looking at it more closely, one who looks at the symbols 
without interpreting them in an "alien way" can begin to see letters and 
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numbers . Th e se cond sy mb ol , fo r 
example , ha s the appea r ance of 
an 11 8 , 11 t he t hir d an " I , 11 the 
fourth an "x ." 

One must put recollections 
l ik e this in context . Consider­
in g that Marcel ' s memory is the 
onl y source so far which con­
cretely describes writing on 
the Roswell wreckage , we should 
not forget that 1) the recoll­
ection is more than fort y years 
old, 2) it comes from a so urce 
who at the time was a you ng bo y, 
3) it comes from a source in an 
altered state of consciousness 

While under hypnosis, Jesse M arcel, Jr. drew the symbols 
that were on thP. one I-beam he examined. Interestingly, 
these symbols do not resemble tho 'je published by others 
claiming to have knowledge of UFO's. 

L81 X 8CAL L oN 
Figure One 

(hypnosis). There is no assurance t hat the s ymbols are corre c t . 
Let 's assume that they are . Is there an y way to decipher them ? 

One who is convinced in advance that these are alien symbols will not 
likely find correlations to any man-unders t an dable language ; they are 
after all "alien" and unlike an y writing that we kn ow. A more skeptical 
individual, and I use "skeptical " in the broad sens e of one who does not 
accept quick , unconventional answers, will lo ok ve r y ha rd for correla ­
tions. Indeed some of the symbols do look like c r udely-d rawn letters and 
numbers. 

In examining the last six symbols in the seq uen ce, t he third and 
fourth seem to repeat - a clue t hat cryptogr aphers look for in deci ph e r ­
ing phrases . Let's us e th is as a sp ringb oard fo r a hypothetical e xer ci s e . 

The first symbol in th e l as t s i x- s ymbol sequence, the one rese mbl ing 
an exclamation point , might repres ent a l et t er "B." It has two enclosed 
loops, one over the other , and an exc lam at i on point would be inappropr = 
iate for the middle of a le t t er sequence. Th e second, a circle with a 
sort of tail drawn aro und i t, might represent a letter "a." The next two 
similar symbols don ' t seem to represent a dotted letter "i" as there 
appears to be a righ t ward slant on the bottom. The same holds true of 
the first symbol in t he entire 10-symbol sequence. Could these be said 
to be more of a repr esentation of the letter "L." The next to last symbol 
looks very much like an "0," while the last hourglass shape is difficult. 
An "x" perhaps? But t he fourth symbol in the entire 10-symbol sequence 
appears to be more lik e an "x. '·' Maybe it is a "z," or an "N" on its side. 

We have a set of letters, hypothetically interpreted. It seems to 
spell either "BALLO Z" (which doesn't make much sense), or "BALLON." It 
couldn't be! A ball oon -borne device had been the favored explanation for 
the anti - alien Ros we l l critics. Such critics could see something like 
this as a potential al ternative interpretation of the symbols, a recoll­
ection of the word "ball oon" corrupted by the passage of time and the 
altered ment al state of the witness under hypnosis. Toss in the fact 
that young children ofte n misspell balloon along with a similar inter­
preta tion of the othe r symbols in the sequence, one gets a phrase like 
"L8 1X Ballon" and the c r ashed object begins to sound more like a man­
made device. 

The whole point of this is to show that when there is an absence 
of physical evidence , the re maining information is subject to varying 
interpretations which can be as valid, or invalid, as the exotic ones. 
If , for example, the abo ve exerci se is not valid, then what is there 
to which to compare it that de t e rmines whether it is more or less a 
co rrect decipherment? In the case of Roswell it depends upon which 
verba l testimon y one chooses to believe. At the very least, it can 
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~~ ~~ ng er be said that if the symbols drawn on page 175 of UFO CRASH 
r SW EL~ are a reasonably correct rendition of Jesse Marcel Jr . 's 
ecol l~c tion, they are unlike anything man has seen before . There are 

recogni 7able elements visible . 
Finally , th e re is the nagging feeling that if a crashed disc was 

recovered at Rosw ell or an ywher e else , history from then to the present 
day should ~ot _be as it is . Someho w th e technological leap that should 
have oc 7urred in the recovery of an interstellar spacecraft in the late 
1940s did not seem to take place . Aeronau tical hist ory has developed 
normally within the intellectual limitations of man . Our aircraft are 
not performing the way flying sauce rs hav e been reported to do through 
the decades. They don 't look like wh at the variou s crashed-disc stories 
show flying saucers to be . We are still using bombs , bu llets , and rocket 
propulsion and are still making lots of mistakes with them . We blew up 
a space shuttle in front of millions of people , along wi th annihilating 
a portion of our space program ' s credibility . To suggest that we have 
learned little from the stud y of flying saucers after having them in our 
possession for nearly fifty years is straining my will to believe in this 
to the point of dismemberme nt. 

If crashed discs are real, how has knowledge of this influenced 
our technology? It will no longer suffice to say it simply has been in­
fluenced . Examples are needed that are solid and unambiguous . I can't 
see them. Where are they? 

If they haven 't influenced our science in nearly fifty years , if 
there are no examples , then what is the evidence that such wreckage exists 
at all? More anecdotes? It should have been long ago apparent to poten­
tial whistleblowers in the mi litary that stories would not be en ough 
anymore. Documentation was needed . The best attempt at that was MJ-12 . 
We all saw what happened to it, smashed to eggshells with the yolk on 
UFOlogy . 

Motivation as to why the military sometimes takes a particular 
action is not always clear, explaining the occassion al repor t s o f s uc h 
things as Pentagon toilet paper re ceipts being cla ss i f i ed. But c an a 
secret project be absolutely ruled out beyond all sh adow of a doubt as 
an explanation for Roswell? Until one can affirm and demonstrate that 
this is so , it is wreckless and oppo r t unistic t o s ay that aliens vis i ted 
Earth in 1947 . 

UFO reports exist. Some ar e diffic ul t to explain. I happen to thi nk 
research on this subject is worthwhile, which is why I have a strident 
position on the question of crashed discs. Presentation of such inform­
ation must be airt ight and debunk-proof. Schm i tt and Randle have tried 
very hard . Good people ha ve offered interesting stories. It is still very 
far from a new era in cosmi c awareness. 

SETI , UFOS AND THE GOLDEN FLEECE 

Many will recall the highly-publicized "Golden Fleece" awards 
granted annuall y by f orm e r Wi sconsin Senator William Proxmire. As a 
watchdog of government wast e, Proxmire would award various federal 
agencies and in dividuals a vi rtual public condemnation for activities 
hich the Senat or deeme d as wasteful or unproductive. The "Golden Fleece" 

refers to a prize that was the object of a quest by the mythological 
Jason and the Argonauts . 

Pro xm ir e gave his annual award in 1979 to the NASA SETI (Search 
for Extraterrest ri a l I nt e lligence) program. T~is was done after a 
triter for an ult ra-conser vat i ve magazine penned an article on wasteful 
government pursui ts an d se nt a copy to Proxmire. He had concluded after 
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reading this !hat.attempts to detect and communicate with possible 
extrat~rrestrial intelligences were frivolous. This at a time when 
Reaganism a~d budget-cutting were on the rise. 
. ~rox~ire reversed himself in the early 1980s after actually 
1nvestigat1ng SETI and listening to scientists involved in the studies 
somethi~g he had not done when he awarded NASA the Golden Fleece. NASA' 
saw their efforts reinstated in 1983 after a brief lull due to Proxmire's 
initial actions. 

Given the great public impact that Senator Proxmire's often-just­
ified awards had, and considering his intolerance of waste and nonsense 
one might find a thirty-year-old statement of his rather interesting. ' 

In the January-February 1963 issue of NICAP's UFO Investigator, 
a letter f rom Senator Proxmire to a constituent was quoted . Referring 
to a NICAP compilation of their best UFO evidence sent to political 
leaders in Washington, he said,"The NICAP report is a fine document 
which does much to substantiate the allegation made . The very fact that 
so many inexplicable incidents have occurred is reason enough for a 
thorough investigation ." 

There was once a time when UFO matters were taken quite seriously 
by leaderships in Washington . Fine points, both pro and con, were aired 
in Congressional hearings twice during the 1960s . UFOs were a major 
topic of debate at the highly-respected annual meeting of the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science in 1969. 

Just a reminder of how things were, and how they could be with 
a change of attitude on the part of present-day UFO research. 

THE MENDEZ STORY CONTINUES 

Readers will recall the bizarre incident involving former Air 
Force Airman Simone Mendez (see June and September 1991 Just Cause) . 

On January 7, 1992, the FBI sent a letter to Mendez advising her 
that after consultation with another government agency (unspecified, 
but probably the Air Force) further documents were being denied her 
under the "b1" exemption of the Freedom of Information Act, covering 
national security. CAUS has appealed this decision based on the fact 
that the Air Force had specifically dismissed the document that Mendez 
had seen as a hoax and that there was no real basis for . denying access 
to it under FOIA, nor for any other document related to the incident. 
How, we rationalized, may the Air Force withhold documents for national 
security purposes if they wer e nothing more than descriptions of com­
pletely false informati on from the beginning? We are awaiting the out­
come of the appeal. 

NSA STONEWALLING CONTINUES 

Several researchers have informed us that the National Security 
Agency has admitted to having post-1980 UFO _documeots which are being 
withheld from release . The reason: release can cause "exceptionally 
grave damage" to the national security of the United States. 

Given that our chief adversary in the world - the Soviet Union -
no longer exists and the threat of Communism has significantly diminished, 
such excuses for not releasing UFO documents are growing weaker. We 
have made a habit of filing annual FOIA requests with the NSA, just so 
that they will be aware that people are still interested in the issue 
and will not let it go away. 

Recent news stori es have revealed that agencies like the CIA are 
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consid ring 
to th 1 ck 
file UFO 
for su 

-
'ng numb rs of docum n in the future due 
of world t nsions . Researchers should cont nue to 
r qu st r gul rl y, perha ps hitting the right moment 
docum nt windfall . 

GHOST ROCKETS - NEW INFOR MA TIO N 

A formerly classifie d publication , I ntelligence Re vie w, was 
ec ntly obtained fr om the Ai r Force ' s his to rical center a t Maxwe l l AFB , 
l bama. Issue #47 , 9 Ja nu ar y 1947, pri nt ed the fo ll ow in g articl e on 

e famous "Ghost Rocket " wa ve in th e s umm er of 1946 ov er Sweden . 
It will be ob vious to th e read er that the art icle is ske pt i cal 

o any sensational e xplan ation for the sighting s . It ca sts do ubt on 
General James Dooli t tle 's involvement in the investiga ti on s . CAUS had 
discussed this matter i n our June 1990 issue, quoting a Doo littl e let t er 
to us. Arguments that the article i s "disinformation" to hide the e xtra ­
terrestrial nature of the miss i les are blunted by the fact t ha t t he pie ce 
pre-dates the modern UF O era by several months and a glance at t he se c u­
rity marking on the articl e s hows th a t it was not intended for public 
distribution. 

The article may be considered a r easonably accurate assessme nt 
of the U. S. intelligence c om mu nity's a t t it ude toward the phenomena du r in g • 
those years. 



CURRENT PROJ ECTS 

With the pr esent lack of substantive UFO sighting incidents of 
late, we have been able t o f ocus energy toward filling the historical 
record. Slowly bu t surely we are building information files on .early 
UFO sightings with militar y/ gov e r nment implications. Several researchers 
in the U. S. and overseas ha ve co ntributed their information which has 
been extremely valuable i n l oca t ing more. Notable have been AFU of 
s eden for "Gh ost Rocket" files and the Center for UFO Studies for a 
number of earl y classi cs. CAUS thanks all who have helped. 

We are in tensel y interested in the "foo-fighter" reports of World 
ar Two . Th ere are a few inquiries out to military history centers. We 

have locate d assorte d press coverage that has seen little exposure. De­
pending on th e degre e of cooperation that -we receive from official sources, 

e hope to report po sit ive results of some of these inquiries in our next 
number . Foo-fighter i nc i dents seem to have been treated in much the same 
Nay as mode rn da y UFO sightings, with the facts being rather difficult 
to obtain . One resear cher astonished us last month by asking why we bother 
spending so much tim e and effort pursuing such old incidents. "No one 
cares about a repo r t t hat long ago," he believed. 

Hopefull y , this doesn't reflect a general attitude toward this kind 
of wo rk . Our hi storical files do not molder or collect dust, like the 
ones i n mos t libraries and archives we've seen. How can one know the pre­
s ent wi thout kno wing t he pa s t? 

Page 8 contains a s mall sample of our foe-fighter research. With 
luck we will be able t o s how more in our June issue. 
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'Nazi Fit C Ball 
1\fay Be Ki11d of 
Ba 11 I.,igl1tning 

-Figh lrr" Arc S«'rn '. "" 
I rlriral Charges Which 

Trnil Planes hylnduc lion 

B Howard W. Blnkcalce 
A. ociated Prt,, Science Editor 
The descriptions of the new Ger­

man "!C>o-nghters," or balls or .nre. 
!contain d In dlspatehe11 !rom. the 

·e tern front, nt Into several well.:. 
ltnown electrical phenomena~ • 

Two of the e are lnductlon . and i 
ball llihlnlni. whlcfi have ~me o, 
lhe a~pec~ or another e~ctrlcal 
phenomenon. St. Elmo's nre. It 

I Lhe !oo•t\ihten are elect~). they 
are somethlni created In the alr 
clo e t.o the Allied planes, rather 
th an anything r.hot like utUlery 
hell or anything ttoatlnr 1n t.hc 

air ln wait !or planes. 
Induction b sunest.td by the re­

porL'I from Allled Airmen, that the 
too-fighters keep up with their 
planes at tued distances, regard­
Ir~ ot plane s~ed, chanrea 1n 
speed or chanres In dlrectlon. 

Electrical lnd:.ictlon o! some sort 
would explain auch marvelou., syn­
chronlz.atlon. Nothlna else lhat :s 
w,:11 known would txplaln 11uch per­
fetL tlmln1. Radio _control fro 
the rround does not explain the 
tlmlni. unlea.s. radio control ls 
meanL to dc!crlbe a beam which is 
part of the aut.omatlc Induction .. 

Induction, however. tau, com­
ple~ly to de,crlbe what happen, 
when : a .nre-ball zoom& upward, 
leavin11: It.a plane. • Apparently the 
balls ny paths thousands o! !eet 
away !rom the planes. 
• • The common experience that rt­
sembles thla trick 15 ball lightning. 
How anybody could i>roduce ball 
ligh tning ls unknown. Exactly 
what ball J11htnln1 may be la alao 
unknown. But lt la a quite harm­
less thing, ev·en · the German 
roo- nah tera are rePort.td Lo be.· A 
lliihtntn r bait c n explode In _your 
fronL yard. makln1 a loud bani. 
but dolna llltle or no dama1e. 

• Brlrhl • Elect.rlcal Dbcharre 
St. Elmo'a t\r\ 1a a • bru.ah dls­

char1e o! atatlc • lectrlclty, which 
streams off 1ome aolld obJect with 
a brlll1ant lntenalty, Avlatora are 

-
famil iar will~ brwh disch nre and /V 1;1 I , I (. f ....-, I - \ 
would r opilu them, M> the· f()O - ·,., 'f.,,,..,t._ Ir-+- <"r, ,· - /r-, h,•,ve . 

balls ~re probably n6t ordinary St. 
Elmo's nre. A I 

The d C:P purple color o! . bru h I j C' ~ c ,,, b ' " I'-(, Vi'/ 'f 
disc hara static wouJd explain the '· 
report., thaL the too-balls are red . 1 

The shade or red hu not btten re- I NewGerman w or Device: 
ported \ Ball llahtnlnr hu been I II 
reporttd In 11llahtly red shades. Alr-•1outlng Slivery Du " 

A reuon !or the too-balls, again --- • -- ·-· -
baud on experience, ~ inter!tr- Censored ltcmTclle o{ Bubble, 
rerence, with radar, radio or per- Seen by Allled Bomber:, 
haps with a plane'&.ignltion. Ian1- PARIS, Dec, 13 (JP).-The oer-
tlon interference would ~t.op a 
plane in · ~he a'\r . It wu a real mans were dlacloaed teday t.o have 
proJect 1n Italy be!~re t.hla war, thrown a new · "device '' lnt.o _the 
and how to do lt we.a well known war - myisterloui allvery balla 
In theory · 1n the United States. which noat in t.he air. 

• All you needed then t.o atop a Pilot.a report seeina- these • ob-
Pl11tne nye or mor~ miles away wu Ject.,, both lnd.1vtdually and 1n 
a power plant ~ual to Nlaaara cluaters, durtni forays over the 

• Falla. • 
A I llUr1111 can be made that .: tht Reich. 

too-balls are evidence that Ger- , lthe purpoae o! the t\oatera wu 
man sclenlls t.s have found some _ not immediately evldenl. It 1a p01-
way \o get around port ot thr atble that they repreatnt a new 
power Lroublc~ 1n tntcrferr.nr.c·. anW-atroraft defense tnatrument 
The !act lllat they arc iutdnu them. , or weapon . . Thia dispatch wu 
and so· disclosing lhcl1· i;ecrets· Lo • heavily censored at Supreme 
the AllleB, • would ' Indicate that I Headquartera.l 
they-do not hope t.o a ttain to lgnl - --------------
Lion lnterderencc po,ver. : • 

• War Department Ill Silent 
WASHINGTON, Jao. ~ CUP>.­

The War • Department .• was not 
talklng, but amateur . physlclsts , 
herhbouts wondered toC:ay I! that 
ancient bugaboo, St. · Elmo's fire . 
hadn't put in ari appearance· on : 
the Western Front. 

War Department authorities , 
Just looked mysterlom1 whd1 quci;­
tloned about the ba.1111 or flre. They 

1aald they could not talk about 
them. · Security, you know. 

I •.u.r A l(tMUTB tllat T1'aJLLn> AME&­
JCAI 8H MOM'1 ml1hty "Jn 81tCOND8 

1 OVP TOKT0' ' -.9penoer ·Tuer. Van Jol'in- 1 
, IOA. BobwL Walur • .M Ule Capl\ol.~•'-

. ' ... 
DOSTON DAILY GLODE-4'UESDAY, JANUARY. 2, 19'5 

However, no 11ecurtty or · cemiOr­
ahip restrictions apply to BL. 
Elmo's tire, which usei to 1r1°11tcn· 
uneuy sailors into • repentance • i' - 1•!p 
from Um~ to time~ Websters New •. ,Nazi Mystery weapon 
Inttmational Dictionary 'ctescribes : 1 , . • ·• 

this phenomenon as follows: "A : Paces American/Planes ' I 
name-llke appearance ~ometltnes ' ! A UNITED STATl':S F .. GHTER ftghlcrs"';__rtd balls nf · lire lh\l fty • 
seen in stormy weather at pro~ , . DASE F Jan 2 (AP)-Amerl- •Ion, al win,: tip; 1 :• tlul (Ow"lll 

t , . , " , ronct, • three balls ol ftre which II Y In fron t nen points or & :Ship, partlcula Y 1 , r• n nchtt r pilots tncar<d In ftylnf ol 1hr plane•. and a group ol about 
at the ma8thead and the yardarm . : nieht Intruder missions Q\"tr Gtr - 15 li1h1s which loUow the plan, al 

d 1 
: , • . ! m•ny report tlie 'Noiis have romt up a dlstantt, ll lckuinJ on and off. 

an & 10 on land ; 8.3 at the tops · wllh a nrw ·"Jecrtl weapon"-mys, 
or trees. or 1t.teples. , , , . It Is In ; ttrlous "balls ol llrt '' which rote 
the l)ature o! a brush . discharae ! alone beside th, lr Planu for mllu 

,. 1 like will o' tht wilps. 
of electricity, reddish when , posi- : Yank pilots have dubbtd thtm 
Uve, bluish when negative It , ; "Foo ll&fhtm," and at lint thou1ht 

----·---- • • u,ey mlcht nptodt, but 10 far th<rt 
la no lndlcaUon that any piano 

. tiave bten dam•1~ by them. 

8 

I Some pll0la have expre&Hd bt• 
' lie( that th, "Foo ' llahttr" WH dt· 
I 1l1n<d 1trlctly II I payeholoalcal 

WHPOn, lnlelU1eno report• Ht1n lo 
r lmllcatt It ·I• radlo,controlltd tram 
1 tht Jround' and can keep pace with I 
• planu IIJlnl at SOO milts fctr hour • 

.. ~1 ~~~=~~:, ~,_;~'• c~,.,•.f~~ 



CURRENT PROJ ECTS 

With the pr esent lack of s ub st ant i ve UFO sighting incidents of 
late, we have been able to f oc us ene r gy toward filling the historical 
record. Slowly but surely we ar e building information files on early 
UFO sightings wit h milita ry/government implications. Several researchers 
in the U. S. an d overseas have contributed their information which has 
been extremely valuable i n locating more. Notable have been AFU of 
S eden for "Gh ost Roc ket" files and the Center for UFO Studies for a 
number of earl y classics . CAUS thanks all who have helped. 

Je are in tensel y in terested in the "foo-fighter" reports of World 
ar Two . Ther e are a fe w i nquiries out to military history centers. We 

have located as sorted pre ss coverage that has seen little exposure. De­
pending on th e degree of cooperation that we receive from official sources, 
,e hope to re port positi ve results of some of these inquiries in our next 
number . Foo -fig hter in c i dents seem to have been treated in much the same 
way as modern day UFO si ghtings, with the facts being rather difficult 
to obtain One researc her astonished us last month by asking why we bother 
spending so muc h time and effort pursuing such old incidents. "No one 
car es about a r eport th a t long ago," he believed. 

Hopefull y , this does n't reflect a general attitude toward this kind 
of wo r k . Our his torical files do not molder or collect dust, like the 
on es i n mo s t libraries an d arc hi ves we've seen. How can one know the pre­
s ent wi thout kno wing t he pas t? 

Page 8 contains a s mal l sample of our foo - f 1gh 
l uck we will be able t o s how mo re in our June 1s 
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A key concern in the aftermath of the MJ-12 hoax was how it would 
affect legitimate document research on UFOs. Prior to MJ-12, inside in­
ormation came in two forms . One was the release of genuine documents 

om any of many fede ral agencies holding such materials . The other in­
volv ed stories of rumors related verbally by peo ple whose credibility de~ 
pend e d upon their ability to prove that they we re indeed connected gov­
ernment sources. Their information as well had to be plausible, if not 
verifiable . A radar-tracking incident , for example , is more plausible 
han , say, the commander of an air base reporting his abduction and sex­

ual assault by aliens . The degree of eviden8e req~ir ed to have the later 
be more plausible is substantially greater than for the former. 

Now that is not to say that federal agencies cannot release fake 
documents , or that outlandish -sounding rumors can't be real. Evidence 
is the mod erating feature here . The fact is that prior to MJ-12, false 
governm ent UFO document s were not a major concern. Papers released under 
the Freedom of Informat ion Act were generally accepted as a reasonable 
description of government attention to UFOs . Hoaxed information was 
usually clumsy or said outrageous things and did not have a serious im­
pact on the UFO controv ersy. Some documents released under FOIA have had 
considerable doubt cast upon them in the light of new information (see 
our concerns about the 1980 Kirtland AFB incidents in Just Cause, Sept. 
1987). 

As we ha d pointed out in CLEAR INTENT(now called THE UFO COVER UP), 
the government evidence for UFO reality was compelling, intri9uing and 
suggestive , but, unfortunately , it was not proof. In documenting the story 
of the FOIA releases of UFO files, we had very subdued worries that un­
scrupulous people would turn this information against the subject, with 
the net result of padding the perpetrator's pockets with profit. A few 
years later , the MJ-12 documents appeared and great energy had to be :1ex­
pended to reveal the truth about them. They were good fakes,compared to 
past hoaxes. The fla ws were there however. 

After this, the realization came that the nature of government UFO 
document research had changed forever. It had been damaged by the unbridled 
support of so-called UFO experts for highly-questionable documents. It 
would no lander be easy to make a case for serious government interest 
in UFOs. If we do happen to come across a sensational piece of document­
ation, MJ-12 will always be brought forth as proof that supporters of UFrr 
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reality are gullible believers who will embrace false information as 
genuine. 

We had developed a policy in dealing with UFO documents ( CAUS 
Bulletin, Dec. 1987), in that they mu st come from certifiable govern­
ment sources, endorsed officially in writing. There is simpl y no way 
to accept a UFO document without a pedigree, especiall y a photocopy 
of one . Photocopies of government document s constitute a va st majority 
of such printed infor mation. They are eas y to concoct and manufacture. 
False te t, for example , ca n be laid over a legitimate letter with 
letterhead and signature and be recopied with no one the wiser. They 
are not acceptable in court as e vide nce unl ess a genuine original 
assuredly exists . Extreme care mu s t be taken when dealing with this 
sort of evidence on UFOs . 

A good example of this appears as Figure One, allegedl y a letter 
f rom a professor verifying st udi es on alien bodies at the Universit y 
of Chicago . When a check was conducted, we found that the professor 
had never written the lette r and had asked the univer sit y' s legal depart­
ment to call us in an attempt t o seek ou t the hoaxer . Close examination 
of the body of the text had revealed lines just below the t yped address 
and just above the sig nature , eviden ce that false text had been laid 
over a genuine signed letter by the pr ofessor . The hoax was not all that 
sophisticated in that the use of white -ou t woul d ha ve eliminated the 
tell-tale lines of the false tex t. St il l , a s imil a r hoa x produced today 
would certainly run wild through UF Ol ogy until , and on l y until , it was 
decisively squashed . 

And, unfo rtunately again , there are continuin g attem pts to cir ­
culate questiona ble documents and stories of incredi ble UFO contacts. 

THE AQUA BLUE SCRAMBLE (Figure Two) - This all eged gove r nment 
paper was printed in the November 8, 1990 editi on o f the Gul f Br ee ze 
Se ntinel as part of the still - continuing contro ver s y over the nume r ous 
UFO reports in northwest Florid a. Se nt t o t he paper by Vero Beach res id ent 
Edward Witkowski , it was said to have been " l eaked" on February 28t h of 
t hat year . The document was su bs eq ue ntl y r epr in t ed by several UFO per­
iodicals withou t questions as to i t's au t he ntic i ty. 

The paper is , if it had legs , a walking disaster. First and fore­
most, a leaked document withou t a cover let te r or confirmed source is 
instantly suspec t. Official do c ume ntat i on f ollows standard formats in 
style, structure ; etc . On t hi s paper, the security markings are misplaced 
too low and too off-centere d, there are many silly spelling mistakes 
(Febuary , verticle , aquire d, f or example), the source of the text is 
not identified at the end of the report. And one would think that the 
author of an intelligence -rep-ar t would know no\•v To- spe l l "1ntel-lega-nce!" 

The report e~ds by stati ng t hat the incident was classified 
''sensit ive,~ even though there i s no such security classification and 
t he document is clearly stam ped ''Secret~ Most notable is the use of 
an anomalous , non-go ve rnmental dating style in paragraph two, the same 
style used in the MJ- 12 Eis enhower briefing, a feature which contributed 
to the downfall of MJ-1 2. 

An obsession of t he UFO community with such information as this 
has been that it is regar ded as genuine until it is decisively proven 
to be fraudulen t. Sometimes i t i s almost impossible to prove a source, 
particularl y if the docu ment has been anonymously mailed to a researcher 
or media represen tative. I n t ha t event, the paper should never be used 
as evidence of an ything except for the virtues of cheap wallpaper until 
better evidence sur faces. 
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Mr. W.T.:idd Zcchcl 
nox 4743 

THE UNJV J-: lt S lfY <.ir , ·: }iJC .\ C U 

n E P A n T M 1: N T u r ,, 1 , , 1 , , -:; v 
JJOJ llA~f S7T II \Tll~C T 

C H I C A C O • I L L I N O I :, ~ ll /. J 7 

Ha y 5 , 1-979 

Arl ington, Va, 22204 

Dear '-'ir .. Zcchc-1: 

I do no t knt,w the source of your · i nfoni.:itlon hut a1tcr h :1\•in )~ a:,•• j J! I • . . : ~,·vrT .c, I 
grarlu<1t0 s tudents to spend cons1d0rable tir,ic r csr:i r c hing th •. l111ivl :- ,. 'i t _, ;.)1·,.l, i v , • 
I find t li;:i t y ou ar 0 correct in your infor'.Tlation ;i bo,1! s:irr,c v ,-! ry st: ·.11>• . ..: hw11a71 . ,i:I 
bodies hc in~ exa"Jl i~ed here in 1948 a nd a~ai n in 195 ~. 

Tl-,(: professo rs you na '.l'lcd indeed 1iid p:~rt:ici;') at t.: . in the· autorsics :1nrl s t•1 ,li,: s hit 

l,nfortun ::i tely, all three are dcc c .1 st' d so 1Jc c c:. :-i obtain n.:i fu,th..::r ir. f 0r'!' :1l jpn f (, ··n 
r l,c'!l. All r esults of tho studics w..:·rc a pp a rently cl:i s sific.! and =-~·r,d v ed frt ·~ , .1, 

1ir.iv,·rsity by gov cr r.:,cr.t agents for who:n th e studie s \..'L rt· i' €: rfo 1--·n< r.. 

·,~c 0r.ly FU' p ]t" 'TIY graduate student s c o uld loca te ch;it ·.·(re c.v,.n r ,~,.,:, 1:--· , ·c•:, ,, . : :, .: 
... -: er. thl. s i::t: dics sa id thnt they ,i r-ly rc-:nc'l1b c r·c-d ralk o : f(•.ic-:c ,0r - t . , l: ~c. < , ..: ~· 
h orii c- s t i1our;h t to have be e n the proJuct of Nazi cloning ;:,nd i'Ln,· t i .: r- :-·:1~r : ·,, :·, ,~ 
an<l rc -: 1' \'C'r e d f rom the ruins of Gr?n1an laboratori t:s . 

The v 1closcd lis t of na'Tlcs and c1ddrl'SSC'S ,.dll givL you all the· ]t :,.i s w(· -.~,1 t1 ld 
dcvcl0p in case- yo u ""ant to follow up on the~ 

Frankly, es f ascinating as this all sce:'lls, we j'.lst do not h,wc: thi: ti-:h Lc­
p\Jrsuc. i t any f urther here, so, Good Luck! , 

Lfj~~!.-
Professor 

/Se\/ 
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Another obsession currently 
in vo gue is that if a document is 
a hoax, then the government mu st 
be behind it in an effort to seed 
dissention in the UFO co mmunity. 
Someone must be getting too close 
to the truth so a distrac t i on is I 
necessary, or so goes the t hi nki ng~ i 
Once again, this is a sit uation 
that must be pro ven . Certainl y, 1 

there could be times wh en a gov­
ernment agency might w1sh to pl ay 
games with UFO people for wh atever 
purpose . It is doubtful that this 
happens as often as UFOlogists 
think. Given the curre nt sa d state 
of affairs with the credi bility 
of UFOlogy, one wonders whether 
the government conside rs UFOlogist s 
important at all l It is as plaus­
ible to think that in a situation 
where a hoaxed docume nt is dis­
covered, said situati on may be sal­
vaged by claiming that the govern­
ment was behind it all along. Atten­
tion remains focused on a hoaxer 
as an innocent victim of govern­
ment intrigue and an eager audience 
awaits further develo pments. 

Faked documents have a qual­
ity all their own as well . They 
are generally of poor conditi on, 
having large faded or dirt y patches 
about them . This actually works to 
t he hoaxer's advantag e. Obvious 

OE,AOTMft◄T o, TIii AIO ,oRC[ .......... ' .......... ········ ·· ··· 

SECHET .. r , \ eC I 
C/ C Ar SC lnl • L 01 •, ~ ,., .. . .. , , 1990 

Crv...,.. , n .A • rotp•• • Co•, p , 

~:1:~~~~;,;;!:e,n, o(t1• • 

. C!Onc , rnln a u.nllno wn tr ack • . 

2)~.~ •pprrr, 151,0 hr. 011· 0•1 r , bu1 ry, l??0 .,, unllno"" • lrcrart • 

' , n ur, d 11 lllt 1ry t' ,, trlct ed 1 l r1 r 1c t 1n r • nc• 1 L\ • 2-:14 •••t 
1ulC AC>ll \roln1n1 •ro• . r our r -1 ,C • lrcr•ft 1u l 1ne• h th• 

J)rd T• o\l c, l r l aht • r win e ••rt ,crublld ~o lnuru p \ • nd l• •nl1'1 

ob J •ct. 

J)Vnknown would no\ r " ;ond to lron.,, l\\ eJ r ,q ., u l a ror 

lt , ntlClc ac l.on and no tr r/ tr 1n1ronJ,r fr•1pu ncl •• • • r&. 1J tnt tfl td,. 

~),llo\ d1brl1flnc r .. 1, w, c oncluJ,J lh • (o1 ~owl11c1 th • • lrorft/';, 

•••• 11up11 c•p•bll I H u . r11 ot1 ro rnrl ul cn<Ct1 Ul11J t pr .. tll• 

auuu.,,r _c apablll ti •• , at t l ••• out ttirnl nc and out 1. cc: 1ll 1ra \l"' 

ch•u al~croCt. YCZ lptod Ind thru1t to ., l ch t , uuu hd & "' ' " 

. tht cr•tt 1n\.1r1d th• Ytrtlclt a.nJ dl1r, l a714 conat&l\t aoc1 \l 1r e ll tn 

Jn th• 11rtlcl1 un\11 out ,r 1l1ht. At no t l •• ••r• 1n1 •acr••• l•• 

a&n1uv1ra uottd, Af'SC conflr,uJ that no !11\ l nc ••• ptr(er■•4 •• 

." thl• tl •• ln that 1r1a. 

6)1.alu'- 1nto1ltcanc• r•r•rh •44 that no t .. torn llloo 00W1 lry nor 

ll:no_wn Snlot _alrcr•Ct h•u th• eor•bllltlu dl ■ pl170,I lly th, 

; .w\kno,.,., At ' tl•• ~r thl• dl1palch lnoldtnl I ■ chul(hd ••n•lth•• 

{'r'f\n[T EnJ ., nrort . 

Figure Two 
flaws in the hoax process can be -- ---- .. -
masked by the poor reprod uction. The more often the document is recopied 
and circulated to others, the more the flaws will be hidden. This was 
very true when we inse rted Figure One into this issue; the lines of the 
false text have faded to near-invisibility. 

The prolifera tion of false UFO documents has another serious side­
effect . Suppose a "smoking gun" UFO document does exist and is in ~he 
hands of one who would be willing to come forward with the discovery. 
Realizing that a recor d has now been created by UFO hoaxers of "leaked'' 
documents being held in great disregard, a potential whistleblower will 
be far less likel y to make his/her information available to the public. 
That is unless the agency of ownership promptly endorses the leaked 
information , which we don't anticipate would happen. They would more 
likely not endorse the leak which would put the entire burden of proof 
on the whistleblo wer. It is not an advantageous scenario for the whistle­
blower . 

As long as profitable attention is given to very questionable UFO 
documents , the y will continue to appear and flourish, in spite of their 
eventual exposure as fakes. Some of them will be believed no matter what 
is said . Nothi ng can be done to prevent that. But concern and quick action by 
UFO researchers against the dissemination of false information can retrieve 
a semblance of dignity for UFOlogy. 

(Figure Three illustrates an additional false document Can you tell?) 
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E M E R G E N C Y 

CLASS - A PRIORITY 

07 AUGUST 1959 

SEP AD98 

Y 217009 

FM srs·G 77.7 
TO SISKT/CINCCDF/CI NCNALFLT 
RBEGC/COMEASTAIRC ORR 
INFO RCDDM/ODFSE 
RJEPSN/CO 35TH AIRDIV 
R J E P S N I CG ], 4 TH A IR D I V 
RJEPSN/CG 117T.H SQD 
RJEPSN/CG/CO 93RD SBTSKFRC 
RJEPSN/CO 11 SBATTGP 
RBEPW/ DIR,4THCIAAIRINTE LGP 
RBEPW/ ASS]IR,NW.REG CIATSKFC 
RCEPC/ 33GHQ/NATPAC 
RFEXC/CANARJFAX 
RCEHJC/CANAVRED 
RECEHJC/CANCOMNE W 
RJEXC/CNTRLD- C.DEFGRP 

Y 1088701 

FM COMD 133 TAC AIR DEF GP WRIGHT-PATTERSON FIELD 
TO RJEDEN/COMDR AIR DEFENSE COMMA NDENT AFB COLO SPGS COLO 
RJEDWP/CINC/U SFRCS/WASHD-C-
EYES ONLY: SEC CLRNCE: CLASSAAA/IA ----------------------------------
REF~ SPECIAL EMERGENCY GUIDE BOOK/CODE/ 

ISS: 17 JULY 1959/P.45 
REF~ ~PROCEDURES WHEN ENCOUNTERING ANIMATE CREATURES 1 SUB-SEC b­
;H◊SiILITIES; FOR TECH , DATA WHEN RESPONDING TO CURRENT SECURITY 
ISSUE 8 JULY /;59:~INTRUDERS IN DUSGUISE; WITH CODIFIED RESPONSE 
AS PER SPEC-EMER GD BK, SUB. SEC 3-34/P. □ 8. 

CURRENT ~EPORTS FR, COMSUBLANT SHOW CRAFT CAPABILITY Of FLOATING 
ON WATER ;OR ABOVE;. AND WHEN APPROACHED BY LANDING CRAFT FROM THE 
USS TARPON TYPE CC-767 SEEMED CAPABLE Of DISRUPTING AIR PRESSURE IN 
SURROUNDING AREA, ADDENDA TO SECISS 8 JULY 1959 TO BE APPENDED IN 
FORM AS ATTACHED· 
CARRIER-BASED AIRCRAFT FROM THE ENTERPRISE SIGHTED AND REPORTED OB­
JECTS FLOATING IN THE APPROX- VICINITY Of BOGIE FLOATING Off TARPON 1 S 
PORT BOW. OBJECT WAS BOGIE OCCUPANT, BUT NEITHER OCCUPANT NOR ANIMATE 
WHEN RECOVERED• EX-OCCUPANT, ABOARD TARPON, REVIVED fOP BRIEf WHILE 
AND STUDIED BV CREW AND OCEhNOGRAPHERS FROM IGY ON BOARD, AFTER EX­
PIRATION, BODY TURNED OVER TO UNIT Of NW,REG,CIATSKFRC FOR FURTHER 
EVALUATION. URGENT DIR£ CT IVE: DU£ TO INADVERTANT 
CONTACT BETWEEN TARPON CREW AND BEARCAT CREW, RUMORS SPREAD OVER 
CARRIER E~TERPRISE, AND THUS ACROSS fLtEf. YOU AR£ INSTRUCTED TO 
MAKE ALL EFFORTS TO PREVENT SUCH RUMORS fROM BEING DISCUSSED BY CMM. 
OFFICERS, AND THEREBY, ENLISTED PERSONELL IN ANY FORM WHATSOEVCR, 
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STATUS REPORT OF CURRE NT AG ENCY OPINIONS ON UFOS 

It is 1991. Twenty-two ye ars h v p ss d since the Air Force 
closed Project Blu Book. Stil l, m ny gov rnmen age ncies receive 
recurring inquiries about UFOs. Since the h yday of document releases 
during the late 1970s nd earl y 1980 s , the pace of released papers has 
slowed dra tically , but · the public stances of agencies about UFOs has 
remained the same. 

~e have shown conclusively that the standar d responses being 
given to the public short ly after the end of official UFO interest 
tended to be very decepti ve . Ag encies posse sse d thousands of pages 
of UFO documentation apart from Project Blue Book , wh ile , publicly , 
they ere saying that Blue Book was the only so urce of UFO document s . 
Only through intense pressure by a s mall group of prople di d this 
"lost" history finally become availa bl e via court cases and the Freedom 
J f Information Act. The papers released were a fascinating , and often 
suggestive, look back at t he official mismanagement of UFOs , but there 
eren't any "smoking guns " to prove UFO real i ty beyond a shadow of a 

doubt. 
Documents do conti nue to be withheld, hundreds of pages of which 

e know for certain and perhaps many more of which we don't know . The 
courts allowed the National Security Agency, for example, to withho l d 
156 UFO-related docume nts, and none have seen the light of day for 
decades. 

What are peopl e being told now when they inquire about UFO s ? 

U.S. AIR FORCE - Fact sheets are supplied to inquirers explaining the 
conclusions of Project Blue Book, and that these documents, which 
they claim is their entire holding of UF O data, is stored at the 
National Archives . Howe ver, nothing is said of the documents 
obtained after 1970 under the FOIA, including the 1975 overflig hts 
of U.S./Canadian militar y bases by unknowns, the 1700-page Air 
Force Intelligence UFO file obtained in the 1980s, and numerous 
other releases . So, despite many highly-publicized releases after 
the Blue Book file was let go, the pub li c is still being told 
that the pre-1970 documents are all there is of their official 
look at UFOs. 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY - Inquirers are advised that the CIA's 
official interest in UFOs ended during the 1950s, and that while 
sporadic correspon dence still occurs and some reports are received, 
the only available UFO papers from the CIA are those released as 
a result of the 1979 GSW vs CIA · lawsuit. That release entailed 
nearly 900 pages of files, few of which were very dramatic, and 
none of which bore any type of "Top Secret'' classification. One 
may buy these papers from the CIA for 77 dollars at current rates. 
There ha ve been recent releases of Foreign Broadcast Information 
Service tr anscripts by the CIA of UFO-related information but none 
of this is menti oned in current CIA answers to public questions. 
CIA was allowed to withhold 57 documents in the 1979 lawsuit, with 
so~e 200+ documents referenced in the existing papers which they 
won't acknowledge as still surviving. 

NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY - Here it is pretty clear cut. The NSA acknow­
ledges 156 UFO documents which it won't release. Any request 
for searches of UFO material under the FOIA usually met with a 
request for a 250 dollar payment, after which not a single document 
need be released, even if any are located. And if an individual 
does pay the fee and a thorough search is conducted without release, 
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though other requests may be received a day, o two, or a week 
later, they too will be charged the $250 fee rather than be 
given the results of the first search. Only a very small number 
of UFO papers are available from the NSA. 

NORAD - They will not honor FOIA requests for UFO data, having declared 
itself exempt by way of it being an "int ernational agency" (Their 
operations are a cooperative with Canada). They would be a likely 
source for tracking information on unknowns overflying the U.S., 
but obviously are immune to public or legal pressure on this issue . 

NASA - They have released a fe w UFO-related documents, primarily an 
attempt by President Jimmy Carter to have NASA reopen UFO invest­
igations in 1977 . NA SA refused and nothing more was said about it . 
Yet, a curious letter was sent to UFO researcher George Fawcett in 
1990, by Brian Dunbar, a public affairs officer for NASA's Office 
of Space Science and Applica tions : 

"There is a long history, starting in the 1940s, of sight­
ings of what came to be called UFOs. The U. S. Air Force and 
then NASA investigated the sightings and concluded that in 
most cases the evidence had been faked. In a very few inst­
ances there were interesting events, but upon examination 
the evidence pointed to a terrestrial expla nation." 

That NASA claims they had investigated sightings is news in that 
their only public involvement was supposed to have been at the 
request of President Carter. NASA's policy is that while they would 
not ignore legitimate physical evidence of UFOs, none has ever been 
presented to them to date. 
A few isolated instances of NASA studying UFO incidents are known . 
Two involved the filming of unknown objects by X-15 pilots Robert 
White and Joseph Walker in 1962. The sightings were regprded as 
wayward ice flakes by NASA. Strangely,recent inquiries to NASA 
about these incidents have been met with a case of amnesia, thoug h 
both incidents have been substantially documented. (CAUS files, NASA 
19~2) 
A recent side issue in the NASA/UFO involvement question has been 
a claim by UFO investigator Robert Oeschler that NASA was to have 
become involved in an exhibit with the Ringling Brothers Barnum and 
Bailey Int ernational. The idea was to promote UFOs and the possib­
ilities of extraterrestrial life. A major feature of the exhibit 
was to have been an alien corpse, laying in state in a cryogenic 
chamber along with other exhibits promoting UFO reality. This in­
formation was supposed to have been gleaned from a variety of gov­
insiders with whom Oeschler was .in contact. As outlandish as the 
story sounded, it was presented quite seriously and in detail by 
Timothy Good in his book ALIEN LIAISON (Century, 1991). 
In response to this, researcher Dr. Armen Victorian issued the re­
sult of his own investigation into the Oeschler tale. Titled "A 
Review of Alien Liaison: Timothy Good", Victorian launches a de­
vastating assault on Oeschler's claims, documented with letters 
from some of the principal characters in the original story. Too 
lengthy to reproduce here, CAUS will make the Victorian paper 
available for $3 to cover our reproduction and mailing costs. 

Contact: CAUS, Box 176, Stoneham, Mass. 02180. 

This then is the current state of affairs on the government's pub­
lic UFO stance , encouraging as it isn't to the UFO faithful. We don't 
expect any major changes unless important UFO news coverage warrants it. 
Patience is the word here. 
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UFO CR ASH AT ROS ELL 

I is robe ly o bulle in h 
ha ea v r ough e 1 ud h d UFOs n lien 
bodies. As compelling a h orl s sound, he e is no chance h 
ill choose ob 11 v any par !cul rs ory wi hou om sor or ph ys! al 

a tlfac or body or a 1 as lndlspu able o ficlal documen a ion of same. 
Th reason for his i the no ma rho many people ell con irmatory 
tories piled on upon h oh r sky high , 1 11 remains circums an-
ial e idence Su ly such in orm ion can no b ignored. I ma lad 

to proof then again i may no . Cr shed disc ales emain puzzle lac -
ing man pieces hos missing pi cs being h mos crucial o ards co -
pleting the pictu e. 

The "Ros ell Incid n " a 1 h s become kno n , 1 b o 
deba ed berated praised , azed, b lieved nd disbelieved 
o all ime. It as never given much egard un il the 1970s, 
Jesse Marcel . former Ros ell Army Air Field intelligence o ice , 

emarkable tale to UFO researchers . He had found a si e lit 
reckage of an unkno n flying object after a crash had been repor ed by 

e e itnesses. arcel act ually handled the pieces and had atc hed a loa 
o ecrec descend upon the who l e situation with the rapid ity o a c le 
blizzard. It is di ficult to easily dismiss a report like his ou hand 
as e are not dealing with unconnected outsiders. Persons lie and 
othe credible witnesses were involved in the military in ras 

he incident . If a UFO had actually crashed in the area, t hese al 
c ainly would have been involved . 

There are some indis putable facts i n Roswell . Something id c 
and as recovered , verified by extensive press coverage of he day . 
gave nmen did change their story about the nature of the ob j ec . 

i le governme nt documentation is available for researchers o ea 
h governme nt ' s position in detail. 

UFO researc hers Don Schmitt and Kevin Randle faced a daun as 
hen hey decide d to tackle Roswell . Hundreds of witnesses had oc-

ated and inter viewed, a paper trail had to be found document ng he gov ­
ernment•s actions in the affair . And they had to put it all toge he 
coherent orm so that even dispassionate outsiders could follo "ha had 
happened . The resulti ng book UFO CRASH AT ROSWELL is one of t he o e as­
cinating ones of recent years. No kooky UFO bopk by any stretch o he 
imagination one can only admire the great effort put into the in es 1-
gstion by to highl y-motivated and experienced UFO investigators ke 
Schmitt and Randle . It is something that very few people can devo 

!m nd mone y to, given that UFO research is not a pro ession tha pays 
n hourly wage nd puts ood on one's table . 

They have made an interesting circumstantial case for th Ros el 
crash being a myster y. It is difficult to reconcll the th n Ary Air 
rorce•s o fici l xpl nation , a balloon-born r dar targ t d vie • 1th 

he itany o witn se 'stat ments that th nswer wa not th t 1 p e 
What to this writer 1 mot puzzl1n from the point or vie or 

CAUS 1 th lack or docum nt tion or th Ro well incident, e ning no 
th Schmit /Rand! investig tion but the government's own investigation. 
I you grant that the xplan tion for the crash i a spaceship, it is 
clear why the documen tation 1 unavail ble, it's classified. Yet, 1r one 
grants hat the ex planation i not a spaceship but so•ething •ore aundane, 
it i6 bothersome that only a few official 1heot1 or paper exist referring 
to the incident at 11. For 1uch a high-profile atory 11 this there should 
have been much more or a ca,, file 1n Project Blue Book especially since 
very xplainable report, involving balloona are ort,n alvan large entries. 

(We will ••amine more pro, , and con,, or Ro•••ll ln our next 1asue.) 
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2rddition, there may be other motivation 
why ETls interacting with Earth would 
not act in an entirely truthful manner. It 
would cause us to question all parts of 
any given message, accepting none of it 
on faith. This in turn would tend to 
cause those who appreciate the 
spiritual content of the message not to 
get carried away and turn it into a new 
religion, nor to worship th~se ET!s as 
gods. According to M eier's contact 
notes, the Pleiadeans do not wish this to 
happen. 

UMMARY AND PROGNOSIS 

An entirely new attitude is needed 
for analysis of the Meier contactee 
case. It needs to be viewed from the 
outlook that ET!s in our proximity likely 
exist and likely possess a strategy for 
dealing with an emerging civilization. 
We must cease accusing experts who 
examine Meier's evidence and find no 
sign of a hoax of being incompetent on 
that account. Instead, we need to 
accept these findings as the basis for 

The followin g article is 
reprinted by permission of Barry 
Greenwood, editor of Just Cause, 
published by Citizens Against UFO . 
Secrecy. A one-year subscription is 
available for $10, from CAUS, Box 
218, Coventry, Conn., 06238. 

We can now report to you that, 
regrettably, the MJ-12 affair appears to 
be a grand deception and, 
consequently, a giant black eye on the 
surface of UFOLogy. This conclusion 
did not come lightly and was the result 
of extensive inquiries by CAUS. We did 
have high hopes that perhaps our initial 
doubts would have been allayed by 
additional releases and that a proper 
expla~tion would be found for the 
problems. It was not be be. The deeper 
we looked, the worse it became. 

In dealing with government 

much more extensive investigations, 
and for treating Meier as an honest 
reporter unless it can be proven 
otherwise beyond reasonable doubt. 
W e must learn to put ourselves in his 
shoes and ask what we would have 
done in his stead, if we had been 
exposed since childhood to an 
appealing ET! philosophy and had 
agreed to publicly disseminate it. 

Because of the ambigui ti es 
apparently built into some of the Meier 

. evidence, we must examine all the 
evidence, not just that fraction which 
may look suspicious to diehard 
skeptics. Haven't we learned by now to 
be skeptical of skeptics who claim, for 
example, that a low soaring object the 
size of a football field moving slowly 
along at dusk without making noise is 
just a tight formation of powered hang 
gliders whose pilots and airfield cannot 
be ascertained? We must be especially 
skeptical of skeptics who may have one 
or more non-scientific reasons for 
wishing a particular case to be a hoax. 

At the least, we could examine all 

MJ-12 MAGIC ACT 

By Barry Greenwood 

documents it is vitally important that we 
know where information comes from. 
Otherwise, how can one possibly vouch 
for its authenticity? It is why CAUS 
regards cover letters from agency 
releases almost as important as the 
releases themselves. 

In the case of MJ-12, Moore, 
Shandera and Friedman (herein 
ref erred to as MSF) have not provided 
this most basic element. The material, 
save for the 1954 Cutler memo, was 
sent to Jaime Shandera anonymously 
on undeveloped 35mm film which was 
later made into hardcopy. Who is the 
source? MSF doesn't say. Where did it 
come from? They don't say that either. 
This by itself should raise suspicions, 
but there is much more. 

SHANDERA 

the evidence and secondary witnesses 
carefully and form our best estimates of 
the odds that Meier and assumed 
accomplices could have success( ully 
fabricated this evidence. We could 
inquire into what motivations he might 
have had for so doing, and for persis ting 
to this day, if other than to disseminate 
an ET! spiritual message. We could 
examine his lengthy series of messages 
carefully to see what the most 
trustworthy essence of it seems to be. 

I think we should do all these things -
and more. However, in final analysis it 
seems likely that if Meier represents a 
prime ET! contactee in a strategy 
designed to maintain covertness for a 
while, that strategy will continue to 
succeed. The Meier case, as a prime 
leak in the embargo, will not turn into a 
rupture of the embargo unless or until 
we learn for ourselves what our rightful 
place is as thinking beings within a 
galaxy and universe which may be 
heavily populated with other thinking 
beings. 
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Why did Shandera receive the 
film? He is not exactly a well-known 
person in UFOiogy. We have a 
situation where a "government source" 
finds it important to release very 
sensitive, still-classified documents on 
crashed discs, Roswell, and alien 
bodies, certainly the story of the 
century! To whom does he go? Walter 
Cronkite? Dan Rather? Carl Sagan? No, 
he goes to MSF who are clearly in the 
pro-Roswell camp already and need no 
convincing. And they do have much to 
gain from these "documents" being 

• made public. It sounds pretty self• 
serving that someone should 
anonymously drop proof of Roswell 
into the laps of only its chief supporters 
and no one else who may have more 
influence in uncovering the "truth." 

Why, at the MUFON Symposium 
in June, did Moore declare that the 



bu ten of proof is on those suggesting a 
hoax (in front of a press conference) 
while saying in a Ft. Walton Beach, 
Florida , newspaper that he has found 
no undeniable proof that the document 
is genuine? In a true scientific 
investigation the burd n of pr of is 
a/ways on the propon nt to prov his 
case, not on the oppon nt t disprov . 

Why did MSF alt r th pp aranc 
of the MJ-12 do um nt in th ir first 
release of th Focu n w I tt r without 
e planation? Whol 
deleted, gi ing th app arance of 
governm nt c n orship, by MSF as 
th y later admitted. It smacked of a 
sensationali t t chnique to arouse 
inter st. 

The e are only minor quibbles 
over technique. The major problems 
follow. 

MJ-12 DOCUMENTS 

The core of MSF's case lies in the 
documents which have been 
"released." These are what must 
survive scrutiny if we are to accept MJ-
12 as genuine. Since we have described 
them previously, we will report on our 
study of the papers without extensive 
re-quoting. 

• The "Project Aquarius" report -
A three-page extract of a larger 
document with title page and two pages 
of text. Source and date are unknown 
and no other information is traceable. 
We direct your attention to the title 
page (Exhibit I). 

You see in larg e print 
"EXECUTlVE CORRESPONDENCE" 
and below in typescript is "Executive 
Briefing." Looks impressive doesn't it? 
It implies an important presidential 
paper with the bold phrase 
" EXECUTIVE CORRESPOND­
E CE." However, there is a problem as 
you will see next. 

Exhibi t 2 is a reproduction of a 
sample sheet of stationery with a clear, 
plastic cover that had accidentally been 
sent with an FOIA release to Robert 
Todd in 1979. The cover says 
"EXECUTIVE CORRESPONDENCE" 
at the top and on the bottom it ·says 
"DO NOT WRITE ON THIS COVER 
AS IT IS INTENDED FOR RE-USE. 
RETURN IT Willi lliE FILE COPIES 
TO ORIGINATING OFFICE." It is a 
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\ \astic file cover used internally by 
various agencies in trasmitting and filing 
paperwork. The bottom portion of the 
cover takes away much of the 
presidential flavor of the top phrase. 

Now note Exhibit 1 again. While 
the plastic cover in Exhibit 2 shows the 
top and bottom printing at the very top 
and bottom, the Aquarius paper shows 
"EXECUTIVE CORRESPONDENCE" 
dropped down about an inch or so, 
resulting in the bottom phrase 
vanishing. We believe that this was a 
deliberate deception to give the paper 
an appearance of being presidential by 
moving the top wording downward to 
cause the more mundane bottom 
phrasing to disappear off the 
photocopy. 

The emblem on the cover of the 
Aquarius paper has more the 
appearance of being drawn on rather 
than printed on the page. A felt -tipped 
pen could have done just as well. 

Of the various projects mentioned 
on page 2 of the Aquarius text, one, 
"Pounce," just appeared in UFO 
history. It was said to be a proposal for 
investigating UFOs by Kirtland AFB, 
New Mexico, according to the CIA's 
1953 Robertson Panel. No explanation 
of "Pounce" appears in the Aquarius 
paper. 

Additionally, "Project Sigma" in 
the Aquarius paper (said to be an Air 
Force effort to communicate with 
aliens) has been located in the massive, 
two-volume Code Name Directory by 
the Defense Marketing Services of 
Greenwich, Connecticut, 1986 edition. 
It is listed as a "Top Secret Air Force 
program invol ving Rockwell 
International." 

If the OMS "Sigma" is not the same 
as the Aquarius " Sigma," then 
Aquarius Sigma is probably wrong 
because duplication of code names in a 
close time frame is not within normal 
military procedure. Obviously, two 
programs with the same code name 
within the same branch of service (Air 
Force) would be confused. That's why 
selection lists of code names exist. 

If the two projects are the same, 
where is the massive security for 
Aquarius "Sigma" that it appears in a 
commercially available directory? 

Project Snowbird, in a previous 
issue of Just Cause, was described as a 
12 

"Joint Army/ Air Force peacetime 
military exercise in the sub-artic region , 
1955, according to Gale Research's 
Code Names Dictionary, 1963. No 
connection to UFOs is apparen t here 
and certainly not in the contex t of the 
Aquarius paper 's description. 
Snowbird was a training exercise for 
Army and Air Force units under arctic 
conditions. 

Finally, our last issue dealt with the 
short-lived confirmation of an Air Force 
"Project Aquarius" by the NSA. The 
revelation fizzled however when the 
NSA retracted its confirmation based 
upon a false assumption. 

No other independent confirm­
ation of the Project Aquarius document 
has been possible . 

MJ-5 

• The CIA "MJ-5" memo - A one­
page document (Exhibit 3) on CIA 
letterhead, but not released through 
FOIA. Source and year of memo are 
unknown. Deletions by MSF. This 
document first appeared in Moore 's 
newsletter Focus. It has not appeared 
in any subsequent discussion of MJ-12. 

The MJ-5 memo is a real problem. 
Type style, placement of security 
markings, use of CIA letter stationery 
instead of internal forms and language 
are all atypical of CIA standards. The 
executive order number quoted in the 
memo is non-existant. The deletion by 
MSF of the year forbids accurate 
follow-up and implies an attempt to 
cover a deception. We were informed 
by MSF in a June phone conversation 
about various points in favor of MJ-12. 
When discussion focused upon the MJ-
5 memo, we stated our concern over 
the flaws in this paper. A response from 
the CIA regarding the authenticity of 
the memo was entirely negative, the 
CIA labeling the memo a "poorly made 
fabrication. " When informed of this, 
MSF's only response was, "You believe 
them?" Indeed we do if the statement 
agrees with what we can see with our 
own eyes! 

It is notable that MSF have let the 
memo quietly disappear from later 
presentations of evidence on MJ-12, 
even though, according to MSF's 
phone conversation, it came from the 
same source as the other documents. 

Why is this memo no longer being 
discussed? Suspicious as well is the 
similarity of the type style in the MJ-5 
memo, written on CIA letterhead, and 
the Aquarius paper, written by the MJ-
12 group. If the MJ-5 memo is no longer 
valid to· present as evidence of MJ-12, 
and it came from the same source as 
the other documents, then what does 
this say about the Aquarius paper, or 
indeed the rest of the evidence? 

• The MJ-12 Briefing Paper - An 
eight -page document with a title page, 
introductory page, three pages of text, 
a list of attachments, title page for 
Attachment "A," and Attachment "A," 
a copy of a signed letter by President 
Harry Truman. Source is unknown. 

Numerous inquiries have revealed 
that there has been no confirmation of 
this document in any library or archive. 
The one source most certain to have 
information on the Briefing Paper is the 
Eisenhower Library in Abilene, Kansas. 
Their response is Exhibit 4. 

Page 2 of the Briefing Paper refers 
to the formation of MJ-12 "by special 
classified executive order of President 
Truman on 24 September, 1947 ... " We 
have checked the Truman Library's 
listing of execut ive orders and found 
that no orders were issued on 9/ 24. 
Executive order numbers 9891 • 9896 
were issued respectively on 9/15, two 
on 9/20, 9/ 23, 9/30 and 10/ 2/ 47, none 
even closely resembling the MJ-12 
subject. There is no gap in the number 
sequence for these dates so none are 
missing. Further , the number quoted in 
Attachment "A" of the Briefing Paper, 
#092447 (Exhibit SA) , is not an 
executive order number but the date of 
President Truman's memo, 9/ 24/ 47! 
Executive orders are not numbered by 
date but are numbered sequentially, 
and at the time the numbers were only 
four digits. 

Truman's "EO" (Exhibit SB) was 
sent to the Truman Library for 
authentication. Their answer is Exhibit 
6. None of the other attachments are 
available for examination. 

We also find peculiar the atypical 
use of "O" prefixes in front of numbers 
(07 July, 06 December, 092447). 

In the text itself, two things require 
comment. Page 3 of the Briefing Paper 
states, "The wreckage of the craft was 
also removed to several different 
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lntelllpnca. 

locations." We question the wisdom of 
this practice, if indeed it happened at all. 
One of the first procedures in aircraft 
accident inv est igations is t o 
reconstruct the vehicle from whatever 
is left of the wreckage. We saw this in 
the Challenger disaster~ gather all the 
pieces in one place and reassemble 
them to either determine the cause of 
the acccident, or in this case, see what 
the vehicle looked like. Apparently 
such was not done here. Keeping 
pieces in different locations forbids 
reconstruction and risks the loss of 
pieces in transit between various 
places. Immediate reconstruction is 
primary, especially with an exotic, 
unknovm vehicle. 

We draw your attention to Exhibit 
7, a report on a 1950 UFO crash 
extracted from the Briefing Paper, page 
5. According to a report by Jerome 
Clark in the February 1980,Saga UFO 
Report, a UFO crash took place 15-20 
miles into Mexico from the Laredo, 
Texas area. It is most likely the same 

story referred to in the Briefing Paper as 
we find no other different 1950 crashed 
UFO reports in that area. The story is 
based on the testimony of Lt. Col. 
Robert Willingham, an eyewitness. 

Another reference, in Leonard 
Stringfield's The UFO Crash/ 
Retrieval Syndrome, Status Report 2 
(Case 8 -7) discusses the same story 
and gives the location of the crash as 30 
miles NW of Del Rio, Texas, as 
corrected by further research. 

However, the Briefing Paper 
pinpoints the "El Indio-Guerrero" area, 
some 90 miles SE of the Del Rio position 
and 70 miles NW of the Laredo site. 
There is a significant disagreement 
between eyewitness statements and 
the Briefing Paper regarding location. 

Additionally, if the object were a 
spaceship (the Briefing paper only says 
"probably of similar origin" to the 
Roswell crash), isn't it getting short 
shrift in the Briefing Paper? After all, 
MJ.12 was supposed to be an elite panel 
formed to study such incidents. This 

case is said to be only the second 
crashed UFO in history and yet it gets 
only slightly over 7 lines in the Briefing 
Paper! Visibly, there is no evidence that 
MJ-12 had much information on the 
1950 "crash," despite the fact that it had 
almost two years to gather details. Is 
what is described in the Briefing Paper 
on the 1950 incident terribly different 
from a meteorite impact? Read it again! 

MSF have stated that they have 
found nothing wrong in the Briefing 
Paper; that they find agreement with 
what they have discovered and 
reported in their various papers and 
The Roswell Incident. We agree! But 
that is the problem - there is little that 
conflicts with what was already on the 
record for a number of years. Enough is 
in print on the Roswell incident to 
concoct a pretty good - but false -
scenario. This must be considered as 
an equally plausible explanation for the 
documents at present unless some 
compelling new information comes 
along. 

MSF have c ited a December 8, 
1950, FBI cable as evidence in favor of 
the 1950 Texas crash. The cable states 
that the FBI field office in Richmond, 
Virginia, was advised that Army 
Intelligence was placed on "Immediate 
High Alert" for any information on 
"flying saucers." Anything at all on the 
topic was to be phoned to Air Force 
Intelligence. While intriguing, caution is 
advised in linking this firmly to the 
Texas incident. First - The cable is not 
classified, though it states that the alert 
was "strictly confidential." Second -
. The cable says nothing about Texas, 
crashed discs, MJ-12, or related 
matters. Third - It is not clear why the 
Richmond FBI field office or Richmond 
Army Intelligence would be put on alert 
relative to the Texas incident for "any 
information whatsoever" on flying 
saucers. Fourth - If this were a top 
security matter, why involve the FBI, a 
non-military agency? 

CUTLER MEMO 

• The 1954 Cutler Memo-A one­
page memo on carbon copy paper from 
Robert Cutler, Special Assistant to 
President Eisenhower-, to General 
Nathan Twining. Source is the Air 
Force Intelligence file group at the 
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National Archives in Washington, D.C . 
The Cutler memo is the key docum nt 
to MSF's case because it is the sol 
piece of MJ-12 vid nc that could b 
trac d to an official sourc . If this is 
g nuin , th nth r w s n MJ-12. 

As m ntion d in our I st Ju t 
au , probl m ro arly. In 

telephon conv r a tions with Edward 
R of th Military R f r nc Branch 
of th National Archives, CAUS 
learn d that whil th m mo was found 
in an Air For Int llig nee file box, 

ral thing w re p culiar . 
1) The urity marking appeared 

in an unu ual position, under the date 
inst ad of on the top and bottom of the 
pag . 2) It was a carbon copy; unsigned 
and not the original. 3) It lacked the 
u ual tamping, initials; etc. found on 
old documents . 4) It originally lacked a 
Top Secret register number, by which 
the document could be filed into a 
proper folder. Implication was that it 
was not part of the original file group 
released by the Air Force. 

More on #4. Reese said he received 
several requests for the Cutler 
memo, probably as a result of an article 
by Bruce Maccabee in the 

ovember / December 1986 issue of the 
lntemational UFO Reporter. The 
article by Maccabee was the earliest 
mention of the existence of the Cutler 
memo, presumably given to him by 
Moore. 

Reese was unable to locate the 
document until one of the requests 
(Reese couldn't remember who) 
included the Top Secret register 
number of the file which contained the 
memo. Apparently sometime before, 
someone had gone through the box 
with the Cutler memo, recorded the 
register number of the file, then later 
submitted the request using the register 
number {T4-1846). Reese, finding the 
memo in the file, was puzzled that it 
lacked the number so assigned the file 
number to the document himself to 
allow its re -location. 

Moore and Shandera said they were 
the first individuals to inspect the boxes 
in 1985. In fact, the release authority at 
the Archives, identified by the written 
notation on later copies (NND 857013), 
indicates the year of declassification 
(1985) and the case number (7013) for 
the entire file group, not just file T4-
14 

1846. Y t, M 
indic t th t 
1/12/ 87 . 

f 985, 
wh opy r I ased 
tw otget acopy 
wh ? How did the 
unknown phon I know the 
r gist r numb r uni ss he went 
through th fil nd why didn't he make 
a copy whil th re? Wh re is a copy of 
th m mo with ad t d release of 1985? 
The implication of this is that someone 
planted th memo before 1987 and set it 
up to b "officially" discovered and 
"offi cia lly" rel eased by Archives 
personnel. Why no mention of it by 
MSF before this year when, as 
evidenced by our art icle in the 
December 1985 Just Cause, the topic 
was already public news and needed to 
be verified at that point? Why didn't 
MSF confide in us at that point when we 
would have helped? 

Reese also said that an Archives 
visitor, not Moore or Friedman, insisted 
that the memo be stamped with the 
official National Archives stamp on the 
front , contrary to Archives policy of 
stamping the backs of documents. This 
was certainly to guarantee the 
appearance of "officiality" when the 
memo is reproduced. Moore's first 
release of the memo is the front ­
stamped copy (Exhibit 8) . 

In the file T4-1846 along with the 
Cutler memo is a withdrawal card for an 
"Air Intelligence Estimate 1/ 54." The 
original document was classified and 
dealt with Soviet aircraft. Question: 
why would the Cutler memo be filed in 
the same folder with a document on a 
completely unrelated topic? 

Upon visiting the National 
Archives on June 25th, this editor had a 
chance to examine the Cutler memo 
original. It was in Box 189, Records 
Group 341, Entry 267. The box was 
virtually empty except for a few folders 
containing a small number of non-UFO 
documents and folders with withdrawal 
cards. The box had been carefully 
scanned before declassification and 
most of the files were removed and 
replaced with the cards. Question: How 
did the "Top Secret Restricted" Cutler 
memo escape the obviously careful 
sanitizing of the box, though MJ-12 was 

supposed to of extreme sensitivity? 
Th memo itself was on delicate 

r on opy, rice-type paper with the 
typing in blu c rb n impression and a 
red slash through the security marking. 
The memo was remarkably clean 
looking with. little sign of 33 years of 
wear and handling, except for a very 
slight age browning around the four 
edges. A watermark, "DICTATION 
ONION SKIN," could be read and in 
smaller, less distinct letters a word 
looking like "FOX," perhaps the 
manufacturer . Other marking was 
evident but entirely unreadable. 

Reese was in a quandry because, 
despite his suspicions about the memo, 
he had to treat it as genuine . He 
expressed to this editor his opinion that 
it wasn't genuine but, in lieu of a forger 
coming forward , it would be extremely 
difficult to prove. I suggested that the 
document be given an in-house 
analysis . The controversy was sure to 
increase and an analysis might answer 
some questions. Reese thought it was a 
good idea so with that I thanked him 
and left. 

While you are digesting this assault 
on your brain cells, Exhibit 9, coming 
from the Assistant Director of the 
Eisenhower Library, gives that 
institute's conclusions on the Cutler 
memo and MJ -12. 

Finally, a "coup de grace" for the 
Cutler memo came from the Archives. 
Exhibit 10 is a disclaimer now being sent 
to requesters of the memo. It gives a 10-
point list of reasons why they feel the 
Cutler memo "poses problems." The 
disclaimer is signed by the same 
individual who was quoted in MSF's 
press release of June 11th as initially 
believing that the memo was genuine, 
based on the simple fact that it was 
found at the Archives. 

DISCUSSION 

Pro-MJ-12 people have claimed 
that security is such at the National. 
Archives that a hoax could not be 
perpetrated. This editor visited the 
Archives on June 25th with two file 
folders full of zeroxed government · 
documents, this to aid in my research 
into other matters. I signed in at the 
desk, obtained a researcher's card and 
walked on in without anyone so much 



s peeking at my folders . I spent 45 
minutes with Mr. Reese while there 
chatting about MJ-12 and UFOs'. 
During that time I had ample 
opportunity to plant or steal documents 
while Reese was field ing phone calls. 

After our discussion I left with a 
manilla envelope that Reese kindly 
provided for my folders full of 
documents. I went down to the desk at 
ground I vel, signed out and I ft. Again 
not so much as a look at my envelope. 
So much for massive security! It would 
have been easy, had I b en so inclined 
to plant a single page hidden on m~ 
per on into a folder . The last I heard the 

ational Archives was not doing a strip 
search of every patron! 

Reese had admitted that there was 
no way to prevent some "seeding" or 
thefts, that they just didn't have that 
kind of security. A recent news story 
revealed the theft of historic documents 
from the Archives by an art historian , 
something Reese told me about well 
before it ever became news. 

MSF's press release of June 11th 
makes several interesting comments. 
Acknowledging that they are not in a 
position to endorse the authenticity of 
the documents, MSF say, nevertheless, 
that they appear to be genuine and that 
"nothing has surfaced during the 
course of our research which would 
seem to suggest otherwise." They also 
state that a "detailed and exhaustive 
study" has been underway since 
December 1984. 

In that two-year study how is it that 
MSF managed to avoid the negative 
comments of various agencies and 
libraries relative to the authenticity of 
MJ -12? The Truman and Eisenhower 
libraries would be among the first 
sources to contact since the key 
documents came from those 
administrations. Either MSF contacted 
those sources, received positive 
replies, and for some strange reason 
are withholding results that would help 
prove their case, or MSF received 
negative replies and, as such, are 
misinforming the public in their press 
release that nothing was found casting 
doubt on the affair. Or MSF did not 
contact them at all, laying waste to their 
claim of a detailed and exhaustive study • 
over two years. 

Actually a "Majestic" project was 
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found at the Archives but was nothing 
more than an emergency war plan 
drafted in 1952. No connection to MJ-
12 is at all evident. 

MSF's sole support from an expert 
at the National Archives was a quote in 
the London Observer by archivist Jo 
Ann Williamson on May 31 , 1987 (MSF 
Press Release, June 11, 1987, pg.3), 
when the story was forced into the 
spotlight by Timothy Good's new book 
Above TopSecret . Thissupportdidnot 
develop during the two-year study but 
only after it hit the press. And, as slim as 
it was, it was demolished by Williamson 
herself in the July 22, 1987, National 
Archives MJ-12 disclaimer. 

It would now be a good idea for 
MSF to publish all the evidence of the 
exhaustive, two-year study, which they 
claim totally supports MJ-12, very soon 
as the story is under considerable 
assault. 

It is also time to see the additional 
portion of MSF's information; the 
things that they have publicly stated as 
having in hand relative to MJ-12. This 

JIO!IERT cun.ER 
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information is, by their words, far more 
sensational than what has already been 
released. MSF wants a scientific 
investigation into MJ-12, but have yet to 
open the book fully on what 
broadcaster Paul Harvey calls the "rest 
of the story." Where are those 
photographs and video tape? Why 
haven't recent press releases by MSF 
discussed the "MJ-5" memo and the 
Aquarius report? Where is the 
President Carter briefing paper? Let us 
hear a little more about "EBEs" and the 
"Highs?" We know MSF have this 
information and it certainly would be a 
revelation if what we hear about these 
things turns out to be true. Why are 
MSF playing "Project Blue Book" and 
not releasing the beef? 

DISTURBING REVELATION 

Now that we know the MJ-12 story 
is severely flawed, what is the source of 
this information? Since MSF aren't 
talking about their sources, we've 
discovered several things which we 
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think poin t in the right direction. 
• In 1984, Linda Moulton How , wh 

produced th w II -known ttl 
mutilation film Strang Haru st, w s 
contact d by a gov rnm nt s ur to 
aid in producing a UFO do um nt ry, 

ss ntially providing n n w r t 
UFOs. h was invit d by th sourc , 
brief d on th tory, th n sw rn t 
s r cy about it until th film' v ntu I 
r I a . Th d al wa n r compl t d. 
Details of th st ry giv n to h rm t h 
th MJ- 12 tal , along with much xtra 
detail about conta ts ith" BEs" (s 

J-12 Bri fing Pap r) , Nordic-sty! 
alien called "H ighs" and onflicting 
ah n faction . 

ln March 1986, UFO lectur rand 
research r Robert Hastings visit d with 
Dr. Paul Bennewitz of the Kirtland 1980 
ightmgs (see Clear Intent, Epilog) at 

his home in A lbuquerque, ew Mexico, 
very close to Kirtland AFB. During the 
interview Hastings reported that 
Bennewitz us ed the phra se 
"E traterrestrial Biological Entities" to 
describe the aliens in his UFO activities. 
The phrase is identical to the MJ-12 
Briefing Paper's description of aliens 
and came a full year before the public 
release of the MSF papers. How did 
Bennewitz know this phrase without 
having been told by someone? 

• CAUS Direc tor, Peter Gersten, in 
a visit with a military intelligence source 
at Kirtland AFB in 1983, was informed 
of a wide range of bizarre UFO stories. 
Included were comments on a briefing 
paper on UFOs for President Carter, 
the Cash/Landrum UFO being a 
government exploitation of UFO 
technology (something Bennewitz has 
claimed as well) , Bill Moore being "right 
on" with Roswell , and an admission that 
the original Project Aquarius cable (see 
CAUS Bulletin, December 1985) on 
Bennewit z and his UFO photos was 
"retyped " and not an original cable. 
This cable was the first mention 
anywhere of MJ-12 and Project 
Aquarius. 

What link6 these three incidents 
toqether? 

• Linda Howe's 60Urce was Air 
Force OSI Special Agent Richard Doty. 

• Peter Gersten's interview was with 
OSI Special Agent Richard Doty. 

• Bennewitz was the subject of OSI 
Special Agen t Richard Doty'• 
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investigation of th 1980 Kirtland A B, 
N. • tings and th two 

I r. 
t m r 

d y f th 
si gs 
irt , is 

s io S 
of MJ-12 

4 r ipt by 
d papers, as 
as the SI 

II th A B, South 
h period of the 

worth hoaxed 
which U O aliens 

hav engaged in a gun 
battle with llsworth security guards. 
This from Doty himself to Peter 
Gersten in 1983. 

Question: Is Richard Doty Moore 's 
source for much of the information we 
are now seeing? We think it is a virtual 
certainty! 

We are also convinced of Doty's 
involvement in the notorious "Craig 
Weitzel" hoax letter, which we can 
discuss sometime in the future. 

As a result of all this, we are now 
forced to reassess the credibility of the 
now-famous OSI report on the 1980 
Kirtland UFO sightings, authored in 
party by Doty. We had reproduced this 
as a late entry in Clear Intent (Epilog). 

FINAL WORD 

UFOiogists' comments on MJ-12 
have been to the effect that there is no 
evidence conclusively disprouing MJ-
12, when they should be saying that 
there is no evidence conclusively 
prouing MJ-12. What has happened to 
critical thinking on this affair? This is the 
bottom line in any scientific or legal 
investigation. Questions must be 
answered concisely and completely to 
satisfy the rules of evidence. A claim 
must be solidly supported by an 
interlocking network of facts leading to 
a logical conclusion. In this case - we 
have a mess! 

Our comments in this article are 
strictly limited to the MJ-12 documents 
and associated events of the last few 
years. We are making no comment or 
conclusion on the Roswell incident 
itself. Something crashed there in July 
1947. We don't know what. We weren't 

there! But in any argument about the 
incident, it must beconc/usiue/y proven 
that a "spaceship" with aliens, or 
whatever, came down. 

Therefore, we do not regard the 
MS do uments as convincing proof of 
th MJ-12 gr-oup or the Roswell crash. 
Th r are too many hard questions 
whi h haven't been answered 

ffe tively and MS 's explanations, or 
in some cases excuses, are nowhere 
near being decisive. Friedman has used 
the phrase, "Absence of evidence is not 
evidence of absence!" in his defense of 
MJ-12. But neither is it proof of 
existence!" 

To us, MJ-12 is a case of, "You've 
got to believe it to see it!" 

© 1987 Just Cause 

(Postscript : Acknowledgements go to 
Peter Gersten, Robert Todd, Robert 
Hastings, William Steinman, John 
Lear, Jim Melesciuc, Peter Geremia, 
D r. D auid Ja cobs and Marge 
Chris tensen for ualuable comments 
and assistence.) 
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gins: 

One- of th li 
an ., f r et evidenc of the U.S . Chi f of s ff 

u ar r Ii a penetrating 
I - e.:1c 1 11 inve st 1gation on the unidentifiAbl "discs" is L . General 

at 1ani l TWirll G c <li 
EGRET report. omman ng General of the Air .lateriel Command declassified 

The form r Chief of Staff of the ld 
1·n ti or War II . unmistakebly determined ,e par. a . "THE F'HENn.\(ENO 

~ REPORTED IS S ETHING REAL AND NOT VISIONARY 
OR F I CTI OUS." 

I s 

HEADQUARTIRS 

AIR MATERIEL COMMA D 
IN U'1. Y ADD I US 10TH 
COMMUN ICATION ANO EN­
VHO,t TO COMMANDING 
0 f N f I A l , A ll MATEIIH 
COM MA ND, A TTENTIO N 
fOU.OW INO OHIC( SY~ 

TSD Ill/IDOf,h.y 6--4µ.oo 

SUBJECT: .AUG Opinion Cone erning "Flying Discs 

TO: Comnanding GE!leral 
Arar:r Air Forces 
Washington 25, D. c. 
A.TTE:-i TI CN: Brig . General George Scbnlgen 

AC/AS-2 

WIIGKT frtlD, OATION. CHIO 

:!. . As r e t;Uest~ by AC/.AS-2 there i s presen .. ed bel.ow t h~ ~si~ 
opinion of this Cor:tnand concerning t:::e so-cal.led F~ i:i.scsl'. This 
op.JL:::-n is based on interrogation r-e~ort da~ fu.ntl.sh~ by ~ /AS-2 and 
preli rn1na77 studies ey personnel of T-2 and Aircraf t Laboratory,. Ecg1nn:r­
ing ni. .. ,i3ioo T-3 • This opinion was a.---rived at in a conference betiMen 
per sonnel frorn t he Air Institute of Teclmology, I ntell.1gecce T-2, Office, 
Chief of 3ngir.P -":- _:_""!g Di vision, and t he A;rcnf t, Po,rer .Plant and Prcpeller 
Labor-=. tories o~ ::.gineeri ng Di.vision T-3. 

2. It i s t he opinion that,: 

a. The phenomenon reported 1a so.met~~ real a~ no\ Ti.s10Dar7 
or !iet!.tiou. 

b. 'lhere are object. probab~ approximting the ebape ~ a 
di!lc, o! sueh appreciable size aa to a~ar to • be as large aa rec l!llde 
aircra!t. 
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14 c. There is a possibility that some of the incicents n:ay be 
caused by natural .phenomena, such as meteors. 

d. 'lhe report d operating characteristics such as extreme 
r · ~s of climb, maneuverability ( particularly in roll) , and ac tion which 
must b ccnsidered evasive when s hted or cont acted by friendly air­
craft a.:d radar, lend belief to the pcssibili ty t h t some of the objects 
re controlled either mar.ually, auto~ t i cally or remotely. 

e. T~e apparent coimcn d2=:ripticn of t h~ objects is as f ollcws :­

(1) Metallic or lii ht reflectir.5 s•1rtace . 

Basic Ltr tr CG, AMC, WF to CG, AAF, Wash. D. C. subj 11A.1I; Opinion Con­
cerning •Flying Discsu. 

(2) Absence of trail, except in a feN instanc es when the 
object apparently was o:i)c:;rating und ~r high perfor­
na.nce conditions . 

(3) Circular or elliptical in shape, flat on bottom and 
domed an top. 

(4) Several reports ~ well k e?t formation flights varying 
from three to nine objects . 

(5) Normally no associated s cund, except in three instances 
a su':Jstmtial ru:nbling roar w-as not ed. 

(6) Level f li6ht S?eed3 non:al.ly above 300 lmots are esti­
IiJated. 

f • It is pos~ible within t:ie prese:it U. S. knowh:d6e - pro-
vided extensive detailed dev.elop~nt i s undert 2.k~n - to car:struct a 
nilo~ed airc~--aft which has the gena~~l d escri?ti~ of the o~j ~ct in sub­
pa!'a gr a?h (e) abov~ which would be capa·ole of an ap? raximate rang:~ of 
7000 miles at su'tisonic speeds. 

g. Any develo:pments in this cou."l t:ry alonJ the lines indicated 
wou1:l be extremely expensive, ti.ma cons 'l.tning and. at th a considerable ex­
pense of current projects and therefore, if diracted, s hould be set up in­
depP.ndently oi existing 9rojects. 

h. Due consideration must be given the follOiring:-

(1) The possibility that these objects are of domes~ic 
origin - the product of some high securit;r !Z"Oject 
not known to .lC/AS-2 or this Comnand • 

( 2) The lack of ph;rsical evidence in the shape o! crash 
recovered exhibits 'ffhich woul.d undeniably prove the 
existence ot these objects. 



(3) The po sibility t.bat •oa toreip riatim bas a f'orm 
of ro_ lsior: possibl.r nuolear, which is outside of 
our dome t c knowledge. 

3. tis r co 

_ s , Arrey Air Forces 1 ua a direatb• &Nigning 
cc1 tion an:l Cod llama f or a ct.tailed atud7 ot 

~ t r to inc Lude h pr p r t i,-:n of complete set.• or all avd.labl• 
. art n nt d ta l'mich Hill then e 1.11..:.e va' lable to tbe Arat:r, ,!ayY, 

At(,: ·: .En r 5Y Cor s3ion, JE.DS, the A r Fore Sci ntilic Advi.aor,' Oreap, 
\CA and the RAlID and dr'~A proj ecto or co nt s and r ocomiun1atio:J.9 1 

with preliminary r epo t to fonnrdsd within 15 ~s of' receipt, o! 
th9 c.:a ~a and a d 2 ~ai ed r port tn ~r8a ner '3V")r'.f 30 days as the in·relti-

5. -, 
-2-

SEC1,rr 

Bas c L r fr CG, 'C, WF to CG, AAF, Wash. D.C. subj aA1'.C Opinion Can-
e erning "Flying Dis cs" 

gation develops. A compl ete interchange of data should be effected. 

4. A.ra.iting a specific directive ~ will conti.Ime the investi­
a t ion within i ts current resources in order to more closely define the 

nature of the phenomenon. Detailed Essential Elements of lnfarmtion 
will be formulated immediately for transmittal thru channels. 

... 
THE M TIOKAl AllaffVO ...., .... _ 

RG 18, Reoords at the 
Army Air JoroN 

T,'IINING 
Lieutenant General, U.S.A. 
ComI!B n:l~ 

-3- U-39552 

Plate2; THE GlOBAL TYPE IDENTITY 

The spread variety of the Unidentified Flying Objects' in global type 
identity creates an indisputable evidence that their strategical operation 
cen ter and home base could be only extraterrestrial. 

The ASTRONOMICAL REGISTERS from the last century ·comptise hundreds 
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