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quarters in Washington to the Kirtland AFB office (tnlcu‘lll‘ing Ul"‘(‘)
photos taken by Bennewitz. One sentence stated, “The (.)lhcml U,b
Government policy and results of Project Aquarius is still classified
Top Secret with no dissemination outside official intelligence channels
and with restricted access to ‘MJ Twelve.”” It was the first mention of
Project Aquarius and MJ-12. In 1982, Moore worked with reporter
Robert Pratt in a plan to publish information concerning Project
Aquarius as a novel. _ \

Next came another incredible document, nine pages of a presi-
dential “Executive Briefing” that stated, “This document was prepared
by MJ12.” Moore said he was allowed to photograph a copy of these
documents after being summoned to Maryland by unnamed govern-
ment agents. UFO researcher Linda Moulton Howe said she too was
shown the document—or one very similar—on April 9, 1983, by
Sergeant Doty in the Kirtland AFB AFOSI office.

h According to these briefing papers:

Only MJ-12 has access to Project Aquarius.

Project Aquarius was created in 1959 by order of President
Eisenhower and placed under the control of the National Security

Council and MJ-12.

Project Aquarius was funded by nonappropriated confidential

CIA money.

The purpose of the project was to “collect all scientific, techno-
logical, medical and intelligence information from UFO/IAC (Identi-
fied Alien Crafts) sightings, and contacts with Alien Life forms.”

Information gained through Project Aquarius was used to
advance the United States Space Program.

“In 1947 an aircraft of extraterrestrial origin crashed in the

desert of New Mexico. The craft was recovered by the military, four
: : . e
Alien—non-homo-sapiens—bodies were recovered in the wreckage.

“In late 1949 another Alien aircraft crashed in the United States
and was recovered partially intact by the military. One Alien of
extraterrestrial origin survived the crash. The surviving Alien was male
and called itself, ‘EBE.” This being came from a planet in the Zeta
Reticula star system, approximately 40 light years from‘ I_iarth. EBE
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During the ume period EBE was alive, he provided valuable informa
tion regarding space technology, origins of the Universe, and exobio
logical matters.”

Beginning in 1947, the U.S. Air Force began a series of pro
grams to determine if these aliens posed a threat to national security
This program operated under the code names Sign, Grudge, and Blu
Book. These programs determined that 90 percent of an estimate:
twelve thousand analyzed reports were considered hoaxes, explainabl
aerial phenomena, or natural astronomical objects with 10 percen
considered “legitimate Alien sightings and/or incidents.”

In 1953, President Eisenhower ordered a parallel reporting an
study program begun under the name Project Gleem, which the:
became Project Aquarius in 1966.

In 1958, an abandoned but operational UFO was recovered i
Utah that provided a large amount of technological data, only some ¢
which scientists could understand.

In 1966, the United States established contact with aliens an
“felt relatively sure the Aliens’ exploration of Earth was non-aggressiv

and non-hostile . .. [and] did not directly threaten the security of th
United States.”

Project Blue Book was conducted to “sausfy public curiosity,
and when it was closed in December 1969, “Project Aquarius contin
ued operation under control of NSC/MJ12.”

“M]J12 feels confident the Aliens are on an exploration of ou
solar system for peaceful purposes” but it was decided to “observe an
track” the aliens in secret. 3

The living alien, EBE, stated “that 2,000 years ago his ancestor
planted a human creature on Earth to assist the inhabitants of Earth i
developing a civilizaton. This information was only vague and th
exact identity or background information on this homo-sapien was ng
obtained. Doubtless, if this information was released to the public,
would cause worldwide panic.”

A program was developed “for a gradual release of informatio
over a period of time in order to condition the public for future disclg




Myr Gordon Gray, assistant secretary of the army In 1947,
became secretary of the army in 1949 and a year later was }y.uncd a
special assistant on national security affairs to l'rcxulum |r9llltll;1,'
According to one source, Gray directed a psychological strategy
by CIA director Walter B Smith in regards to

y

board consulted

UFOs.

Dr. Donald Menzel, as a director of the Harvard College Obser-
vatory, was a respected astronomer He also became a widely known
debunker of UFOs after writing three books in which he L'\])l.HnL’(i
away most reports and dismissed others, saying, “All non-explaine

sightings are from poor observers

T > Sandia
Gen. Robert M. Montegue was base commander at the Sm.
in Albuquerque, New Mexico,

« Fne ’ m 1 facility
Atomic Energy Commussion faclit
) Researchers believe Montegue

from July 1947 two February 1951 moeh
undoubredly would have known about any crashed saucer at Roswell.

Dy Lloyd V. Berkner worked under Vannevar Bush as cxccptivc
secretary of the Joint Research and Development Bu:\rd in l‘)‘-%(.) und_
headed a study that resulted in the creauon of the \'\c;\p()n(s i_\*s(tlc[ms
Evaluanon (iﬂmp Berkner also was a member of th,c l.)).. 1 h\
sponsored panel headed by Dr. H. P. Robertson that cum.ludm that
UFOs did not constitute any direct threat to national security.

These distinguished men appeared to have two thing.s.m com-*
mon—they were all connected to the highest lcvgl.s of the llllll:ar‘\l’ and
national security and they were all dead at the time the M]-12 p.\lpcrlsf
surfaced and thus unable to answer any questions about their role, 1
i '“;z:h£0i0$;-n a decade, various UFO researchers have [l‘i{fd.l[.o
establish the authenticity of the MJ- 12 documents. As debunkgr Phi 1;}
Klass declared, “Either [the documents] are the biggest news story od
the past two millennia or one of the biggest cons ever attempte
ag&msi‘f:; E:tzlrl:pt to determine the validity of thc'M_]-ll documenltxs‘
must begin with a look at UFO researcher William L. I(\;loore.l.
1979, Moore, a former high school Englfsh teacher mrngth nCo}\;e 1lst,
authored a book entitled The Pbi_ladelgbm Experiment w1I 198?; ;,s
Berlitz, which for him began a serious interest in UFOs. In g ci
and Berlitz published The Roswell I{tadent, one of the better mve\j\[}%ﬁe
tive efforts on the story at that ume and a _popular success.
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operative by government agents. His primary contact was a man h
would only identify as the Falcon. Falcon told Moore he represente
a group within intelligence who wanted to get truth about UFOs t
the public and offered to help Moore if he would help them. Moor|
agreed, hoping this contact would lead him to more solid UFO infor
mation. Soon Falcon put Moore in touch with Master Sgt. Richard C
Doty with the Air Force Office of Special Investigations (AFOSI) a
Kirtland AFB in Albuquerque, and Moore was given his first under
cover assignment.

It involved investigating the strange activities of Dr. Paul Ben-
newitz, a physicist who was president of a small Albuquerque electron:
ics firm. Bennewitz previously had reported to the Aerial Phenomen:
Research Organization (APRO), of which Moore was a director, tha
he had monitored audio transmissions from UFOs with equipment he
designed and even captured UFOs on film. Bennewitz said his stud-
ies—which he called “Project Beta”—had convinced him that aliens
were controlling certain people by implanting tiny devices in their
body during an abduction. Moore went to Albuquerque to meet with
Bennewitz after the AFOSI asked him to evaluate the man’s claims.
Bennewitz maintained his UFO monitoring had disclosed that two
types of extraterrestrials were active on Earth—peaceful “white” or
“blond” aliens who wanted to help mankind and the more sinister
“grey” aliens who were behind cattle mutilations and human abduc-
tions. He added that certain people within the U.S. government had
met with the “greys” and had agreed to allow them to build an under-
ground base in New Mexico in return for advanced space and weapons
technology. Bennewitz said this relationship had deteriorated and that
open warfare appeared imminent.

Reporting back to Falcon through Doty, Moore said he learned
that for almost three years AFOSI agents had been conducting a “dis-
information” campaign against Bennewitz. This involved giving Ben-
newitz “official” documents detailing the alleged alien-government
contacts through a variety of sources. This was designed to “systemati-
cally confuse, discourage and discredit” Bennewitz, Moore said. Ben-
newitz was lured deeper into an investigation of underground bases
and mind control that took him away from his surveillance of UFOs
and their transmissions.

For four years, Moore watched as Bennewitz’s mental and emo-

© tional state deteriorated until he was hospitalized with a breakdown.

. He may have even contributed to Bennewitz’s decline, since it was
_ Moore who in February 1981 gave Bennewitz a pre-Majestic-12 docu-

- ment known as the “Project Aquarius Telex.”

—
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_In 1983, Bill Moore Reportedly Discussed Possible Use of Bogus MJ-12
Type Documents To Encourage New Roswell Witnesses To Speak Out

On April 16, 1983 -- less than two years before William L. Moore
and Jaime Shandera claim they received the 'Top Secret/Eyes Only'
MJ-12 documents from an unknown source -- Moore reportedly sought the
reaction of his friend Brad Sparks, a respected UFO researcher, to
the idea of creating such counterfeit government documents. Sparks
strongly ‘recommended against it. Later, when Sparks called Stanton T.
Friedman he was shocked to discover that Friedman defended Moore's
idea.

Moore explained to Sparks that his and Friedman's efforts to
locate persons who had been involved in (alleged) crashed-saucer
recovery operations in New Mexico, and subsequent related events, had
run into a dead end. During the April 16, 1983, meeting in Berkeley,
Calif., Moore suggested that counterfeit government documents
containing crashed-saucer information could be used to induce former
military personnel to speak out and ignore their secrecy oaths. Sparks
urged Moore not to resort to bogus documents, pointing out that if
they contained any factual errors, this would identify the documents
as counterfeit to those privy to the true facts. This, Sparks warned,
could ruin Moore's reputation.

_SUN_ first learned of Sparks' involvement in mid-1991 but he was
reluctant to speak out. Subsequent events have overcome his
reluctance. These include limited disclosure of Moore's idea of
creating bogus documents by Kevin Randle and Don Schmitt in their
1994 book, "The Truth About The UFO Crash At Roswell."™ In a brief
chaptet debunking the MJ-12 papers, the book reports: "According to
Friedman, among others, Moore had suggested as early as 1982 that he
wanted to create Roswell documents, thinking that it might open doors
that were closed."

Moore's idea may have been inspired by Sgt. Richard Doty, then
assigned to the Air Force Office of Special Investigations (AFOSI) at
Kirtland Air Force Base, in Albuquerque N.M., with whom Moore
developed a close friendship in the early 1980s. Doty was "involved"
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an AFOSI post in West Germany and assigned to counter-intelligence
work. Within two years Doty was dismissed from AFOSI for turning in
bogus claims about his activities. He spent the last two years before
retirement serving as the manager of the mess hall for
noncommissioned officers at Kirtland AFB [SUN #7/Jan. 1991].

_BOGUS DUTY TELETYPE INTRODUCES TERM "MJ TWELVE"

So far as is known to SUN, the term "MJ Twelve" first appeared
on a one-page "Secret" teletype message involving UFO photos, dated
Nov. 17, 1980, which Doty provided to Moore in early 1981. (This was
roughly four years before Shandera reportedly received the MJ-12 roll
of film in a brown wrapper postmarked "“Albuquerque.") Moore showed a
copy of this Doty teletype to Sparks and UFOlogist Kal Korff on Jan.
17, 1982. Several months later, after Moore was hired as a consultant
for a UFO program for station KPIX-TV in San Francisco, he provided
the TV show producer with a copy. [Subsequent investigation by
researcher Robert Todd in early 1983 revealed the teletype message
that Doty had provided was bogus.]

During the April 16, 1983, meeting with Sparks, Moore briefly
discussed a "Top Secret" Project Aquarius document which was
cryptically mentioned in the Doty—provided—teletype message. But it
was not until their meeting on Oct. 19, 1984, that Moore showed
Sparks several pages of a heavily censored Project Aquarius document,
dated June 14, 1977, which appeared to be a UFO briefing for the
President —- then Jimmy Carter. The cover page carried the
following notation: "ATTENTION: THIS DOCUMENT WAS PREPARED BY MJ12
[sic]. MJl2 IS SOLELY RESPONSIBLE FOR ITS SUBJECT MATTER." The
second sheet read: " (TS/-ORCON) The information contained in this
document is classified TOP SECRET with ORCON (Only the originator may
release the information). Only MJ12 has access to Project Aquarius.
No other government agency, to include the military, has access to
the information contained in this briefing. There are only two copies
of Project Aquarius and the location is known only to MJ12. This
document will be destroyed after the briefing. No notes, photographs
or audio recordings may be made of this briefing . [Emphasis added. ]

The Moore/Shandera report of 1990, offering their assessment of the
authenticity of the MJ-12 papers, gave the following account of how
Moore had obtained the Aquarius document: "In early March of 1983,
Moore received a telephone call telling him that some information was
going to be made available to him but that he would have to go and
pick it up. 'You will be receiving some instructions,' the caller
said. 'You must follow them carefully or the deal is off.' After
making a cloak-and-dagger trip across the country, Moore ended up in
a motel on the edge of a mid-sized city in upstate New York. At
precisely 5:00 P. M., according to the arrangement, an individual
came to the door of Moore's room bearing a sealed brown manila
envelope. 'You have exactly 19 minutes,' the person said. 'You may do
whatever you wish with this material during the time, but at the end iy EEa |
of that time, I must have it back. After that, you are free to do M s & SR |
whatever you wish.' Inside the envelope were 11 pages of what B N e e a1
FﬂxvoftOG to be a Top Secret/Orcon document entltled 'Executlve '
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using light from the motel room lamp and then read the text into his
tape recorder "taking care to read in the word 'line' at the end of
each line, as well as verbally noting punctuation marks, etc. so that
a complete reconstruction of the text could be made in the proper
format should the photos not turn out. (They did, but all were of
low contrast and, although legible, some were moderately out [of]
focus as well.) When time was up, the courier collected the pages,

carefully counted them, replaced them in the original manila
envelope, and left."

_SGT. DOTY SHOWS SAME AQUARIUS DOCUMENT TO ANOTHER RESEARCHER

UFO/Cattle Mutilation researcher, Linda Moulton Howe says she
saw some of the same Project Aquarius papers several weeks later, on
April 9, 1983, during her visit to Albuquerque to meet with Sgt.
Doty. According to Ms. Howe, "Agent Doty said I was being shown the
briefing paper because the government intended to release to me
several thousand feet of color and black-and-white film taken between
1947 and 1964 showing crashed UFO discs and extraterrestrial bodies
as historic footage to be included in the Home Box Office documentary
[which Howe hoped to produce], supported with official government
confirmation." Howe never got the (alleged) films.

When Ms. Howe's account was published in the December 1978 issue
of _Just Cause_ newsletter, Doty wrote its editor, Barry Greenwood ,
to flatly deny her report. Ms. Howe responded by sGbmitting an
affidavit attesting to the veracity of her account. Doty refused to
do the same._ Doty's letter of Mar. 3, 1988, published in the June
1988 issue of _Just Cause , concluded: "I know of no secret
Government investigation of UFOs. I have never heard of MJ-12 or any
secret Government agency that investigates UFO."™ Although Doty
claims he had "never heard of MJ-12," "MJ Twelve" was mentioned in
the bogus teletype message he provided to Moore.

MOORE CLAIMS THAT HIS TOP WASHINGTON-BASED INTELLIGENCE SOURCE,
CODE NAME "FALCON," SELECTED SGT. DOTY -- BASED IN ALBUQUERQUE -- TO
SERVE AS HIS LIAISON/COURIER TO TRANSMIT SENSITIVE UFO DOCUMENTS AND
INFORMATION TO MOORE. (IT IS SURPRISING THAT "FALCON" COULD NOT FIND
A COURIER BASED IN WASHINGTON WHICH WOULD BE MUCH MORE CONVENIENT.)

IF MOORE'S CLAIM THAT HE, "FALCON" AND DOTY PERIODICALLY MET IN
XLBUQUERQUE IS TRUE, THEN DOTY'S STATEMENT THAT HE DID NOT KNOW OF
ANY "SECRET GOVERNMENT INVESTIGATION OF UFOs"™ IS A LIE. IF, HOWEVER,
DOTY WAS BEING TRUTHFUL IN HIS LETTER TO GREENWOOD, THEN MOORE'S
"FALCON" CLAIM IS A LIE .

(There is good reason to believe that "Falcon" -- Moore's highly
placed intelligence official -- was really Sgt. Doty -- although
both Moore and Doty deny it.)

_MOORE USES UFO-RESEARCHER LEE GRAHAM AS HIS "LEAKER-CONDUIT"

In May of 1985 -- approximately five months after Shandera
(allegedly) received the MJ-12 papers on a roll of undeveloped film
and nearly two years before they were made public by Moore, Friedman
and Shandera -- Moore showed the MJ-12 papers to his friend Lee M.
Graham , of Monrovia, Calif. Graham, a credulous UFO researcher,
held a "Secret" clearance because of his job as a technician with
Aerojet's ElectroSystems Div., working on the sensors used for the
USAF's satellites designed to detect the launch of enemy ballistic
missiles. On June 17, 1985, Graham made a Freedom of Information Act

(FOIA) request to the Dept. Of Energy in Washington in which be
hrieflv Aiarnaaad Madaatir 172 rited the (allemed) Pracident Triman
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letter of Sept. 18, 1947, which created MJ-12, and even listed the

names of its 12 members. (Graham erred, the Truman letter was dated

Sept. _24_, 1947; the Eisenhower briefing document was dated Nov.
18 , 1952.

Graham typically distributes many copies of his many FOIA letters
to other UFOlogists, and so many rumors began to circulate about new
"Top Secret/Eyes Only" MJ-12 papers which seemingly confirmed the
Roswell crashed-saucer incident. These rumors reached Barry
Greenwood, editor of the Just Cause UFO newsletter and in
mid-October he made contact with Graham. As a result, the December
1985 issue of the newsletter became the first UFO publication to
discuss MJ-12 and to list its 12 members, along with a biography for
each. (The same issue of Just Cause included a copy of the "Doty
teletype message," but Greenwood cautioned readers that its
authenticity had not been verified.)

_One important document that Moore did not show Graham was a
one-page "Top Secret" memo, allegedly written by Robert Cutler,
Special Assistant to President Eisenhower, on July 14, 1954, which
referred to a "MJ-12 Special Studies Project." Moore and Shandera
later claimed they found an unsigned carbon copy of this memo in
July of 1985 during the visit to the National Archives in Washington.
Allegedly, the White House memo was found in a carton of recently
declassified USAF intelligence documents. (Subsequent investigation
showed that Cutler _was out of the country on the date the memo
allegedly was written .)

_HOW MOORE ALMOST GOT "“SCOOPED" IN RELEASE OF MJ-12 PAPERS

_SUN_ suspects that Moore's strategy for exploiting the MJ-12
papers was the following; he would publish snippets of information
from the papers in his newsletter, FOCUS , attributing the
information to his alleged high-intelligence sources. Later he would
release the MJ-12 papers which seemed to authenticate the information
from his (alleged) sources. Then Moore would be free to report any
fanciful tale and attribute it to these sources. However, the MJ-12
papers were self-serving because they seemly (sic) confirmed the
Roswell crashed-saucer scenario in the Berlitz/Moore book, with a few
additions such as recovery of four ET bodies. If the MJ-12 papers
had (allegedly) been sent only to Moore, via his associate
Shandera, this might prompt suspicions that Moore had created them.

An attractive solution to this problem emerged in late May of
1986 -- a year before the MJ-12 papers were made public -- when
Moore was visited by Timothy Good , a British UFOlogist who was in
the U.S. to attend a UFO conference in Arizona and to gather material
for his book "Above Top Secret," which would be published in July of
1687. If the MJ-12 papers were published in Britain in Good's new
book shortly _after Moore's release in the U.S., this would help
divert suspicion that Moore might be involved in their creation. And
the MJ-12 papers would achieve international fame very quickly.

In late May of 1986, Lee Graham and his wife were invited to have
dinner with Moore and Good at a restaurant in Tujunga, Calif. At
dinner, Moore and Good made guarded quips about MJ-12. Later, Good
ordered a carafe of wine and proposed a toast -- _but he did not
disclose the reason for the toast_and Graham opted not to ask.

zabe r, Graham said he learned that "_the toa§t wasp fex 5
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Moore and Friedman were scheduled to be featured speakers at the
24th Annual National UFO Conference, which Moore was sponsoring, to
be held in mid-June in Burbank, Calif. Advanced conference publicity
said that they " will reveal some very startling material. " With
Good's book scheduled for publication in July , Moore could be the
first to reveal MJ-12 papers in mid-June and Good's book would soon
follow to provide independent corroboration. However, Good's
publisher decided to hold a press conference on May 29 and to
feature the book's MJ-12 papers. Apparently, Good did not inform
Moore of this until a few days before the London conference. Moore
was running late in getting out the next issue of FOCUS_, dated April
30, 1987, partially due to work associated with his upcoming UFO
conference. But he managed to release the MJ-12 papers to the U.S.
media on May 28 -- one day before Good.

The MJ-12 papers received widespread media coverage, including
_The New York Times_ and _The Washington Post . They were featured
on ABC-TV's popular "Nightline" program with host Ted Koppel
interviewing Stanton Friedman and SUN's_ editor.

Evidence that the timing of Good's press conference came as a
surprise to Moore is found in the contents of the April 30 issue of
_FOCUS_. It opened with an article in which Moore claimed he had
"succeeded in establishing a cooperative relationship with a number
of well-placed contacts within the American intelligence
community....The information contained in the following pages
corroborates information provided us verbally during meetings with
these contacts. Assurances have been given that additional
information can be made available to us over the next several months.
This information is being shared with the UFO community, and through
them, ultimately with the public at large...in the hope it will
assist in setting the stage for additional information to come."
This was followed by three very heavily censored pages from the
Eisenhower briefing with all mention of MJ-12 blacked out.

The fact that Moore released complete, unexpurgated MJ-12 papers
only a day or two after FOCUS_ went into the mail indicates that he
was surprised by the timing of the press conference for Good's book.
The next issue of FOCUS_, dated Sept. 1, was largely devoted to
MJ-12, but there was no mention of Good's new book .

_GOOD CREDITS AN AMERICAN WITH GOOD INTELLIGENCE CONTACTS _

At Good's press conference, when asked how he had obtained the
MJ-12 papers, he replied that he had obtained them "from a reliable
Bmerican source who has close connections with the intelligence
community," according to a front page story in the May 31 edition of
the London Observer.  Later, both Good and Moore would deny that
Moore was that American source.

Moore's one-page press release of May 28 which accompanied the
MJ-12 papers, including the Cutler memo, had the following
disclaimer: "Although we are not in a position to endorse its
authenticity at this time, it is our considered opinion, based on
research and interviews conducted thus far, that the document and its
contents _appear_to be genuine." [Emphasis in original.]

Although Moore had not been scheduled to speak at the annual MUFON
conference, held in Washington in late June, he was a last-minute
I'a-e-'tion and delivered a lengthy report on the MJ-12 papers at the
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Another ‘flying peanut’?

Following is a letter to Bruce Maccabee
from MUFON investigator John Thompson of
Georgia:

Just got through reading your article in the January
issue on the ‘Flying peanut’/double UFO video secems
to be authentic.” I must say that a UFO photo taken by
aretired police chief and his family in LaGrange, GA,
in February 1997 scems to be the exact same UFO.
[ndeed if you take the dark somewhat superimposed
looking church cross away on page S in the MUFON
UFO Journal, it could be the same photo!

I also noticed that you say that the 7/2/98
Ticonderoga, NY, photo was taken by “upstanding citi-
zens of the community...[and] are employed in law-
enforcement.” Another eerie coincidence. A video of
the retired police chief telling of his family’s sighting
along with the UFO photo taken by his wife was sent
to Jeff Sainio, Tom Sheets (MUFON of Georgia’s
present state director), and George Filer in September
of 1997. A copy of the photo and report were also sent
to Walt Andrus soon after (but not video). If you will
g0 to www.isur.com, you can see the photo and case
copy, complete with Jeff’s analysis that has been posted
since October of 1997,

The angle of the UFO image in the MUFON
UFO Journal and shown at isur’s website is even the
same. Now it is possible that both parties saw an air-
plane with the wing showing up in the middle, but not
seen by any of the witnesses, but two of the LaGrange
witnesses said there were two UFOs to begin with and
one of them displayed great motion, at great speeds,
ruling out an airplane. Their two UFOs “met” in an
inverted V fashion before one departed and the remain-
ing one was photographed.

I would love to see a copy of the video taken
in New York, complete with audio. In return I'll be
glad to send a copy of my witness’ interview and photo.
Of course, Jeff Sainio and George Filer and Tom Sheets
have this also, and I’'m sure would give you a copy.

I considered this, by the way, as one of my
best cases because of the reputation of the witnesses;
a retired police chief with a masters degree; his wife;
the photographer and working for the State of Geor-
gia; and their grown daughter, a former 911 dispatcher
and married presently to a LaGrange police sergeant.
Also because they said they had an off-duty FBI
photoanalyst who examined the photo and declared it
a genuine unknown. I'm sure because of the similari-

tics of these photos, that Jeff must have brought this
up with you in your consultation with him on the NY
UFO video.

Proving the MJ-12 documents?

From: “Sid Fiber” <dataVoid@hotmail.com>
(Background: This is an open letter to Dr. Bob
Wood and his son Ryan Wood, who are attempting to
authenticate the validity of the MJ-12. These docu-
ments allegedly document the US government’s efforts
to conceal the discovery of extraterrestrial beings and
crafts during the 1940s.)

Dear Dr. Wood,

[f Truman, Bush, Einstein, and others authored
the Majestic 12 documents, then the methods of fo-
rensic-linguistics will conclusively prove it. Several
years ago, Dr. Donald Foster of Vassar College de-
vised a brilliant statistical method for determining the
authorship of a document that he has since applied in
dozens of court cases requiring verification of docu-
ment authorship.

In 1996, Foster successfully pegged Joe Klein
as the anonymous author of Primary Colors, the tell-
all White House novel. Also, at the request of the FBI,
Dr. Foster conclusively verified that Unabomber sus-
pect Ted Kaczynski had indeed authored his invective
‘manifesto.

Foster first gained prominence by successfully
applying his technique to solve an age-old mystery sur-
rounding the acting roles of Shakespeare. His break-
through—hailed by Elizabethan scholars and computer
scientists, alike—was to assume that even Shakespeare
was prone to linguistic habits which revealed them-
selves through statistical comparison.

Clearly, Dr. Wood, if you were to apply Dr.
Foster’s technique to the MJ-12 documents, you will
be a giant step closer to conclusively verifying the au-
thorship of these intriguing documents. If you’re inter-
ested, you can contact him at foster@vassar.edu or cail
Vassar at extension x5634. Thank you and good luck.

— Sid Fiber

UFO PUBLICATIONS FOR SALE

The following books are still available from MUFON that
you may have missed. “Final Report on the America West
Airline Case” by Walter N. Webb, $10.00 plus $1.50 p/h;
“UFO-Related Human Physiological Effects” by John F.
Schuessler, $15.00 plus $2.00 p/h; “Project 1947: A Prelimi-
nary Report on the 1947 UFO Sighting Wave” by Jan L.
Aldrich, $20.00 plus $2.00 p/h; and “MUFON UFO Journal
& Skylook - An index 1967-1996" by Edward G. Stewart,
$59.95 plus $3.50 p/h. MUFON, 103 Oldtowne Rd., Seguin,
Texas 78155-4099. (Check, money order, travelers checks
or cash in US dollars.)
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Another look at Majestic

By Dr. Robert M. Wood and Ryan S. Wood

The hunt for a genuine U.S. Government docu-
ment that shows the use of MJ-12 is over. The break-
through comes from the FOIA effort of Tim Cooper,
shown as Figure 1. This document, released by the
CIA, is from the Paperclip files, Record Group 330,
JIOA files, released Nov. 7, 1985. It is a memo from
Hillenkoetter on 12 April 49
to the Joint Intelligence Ob-
Jectives Agency (JIOA) and
the Joint Chiefs of Staff
(JCS) that, while otherwise
unclassified, shows file dis-
tribution to a CIA Top Secret
control file and to MJ-12.
This is unambiguous evi-
dence that there was such a
project. To our knowledge,
this is the first and only
FOIA-released document
designating MJ-12. A censor
has lined through the distri-
bution block, but did not obliterate it.

Provenance of the documents

We are dealing with documents from multiple
sources. In two instances, we have an original. Skep-
tics who casually assert that anyone can fake anything,
especially with today’s computers, are off base. The
simple-minded focus by skeptics on provenance is a
huge over-simplification of the problems and tech-
niques of authentication process. For example, if you
are at an antique show and an old English dresser has
provenance (records of possession over the years), that
can add to the value. An expert recognizes the dresser
for what it is and knows what signs to look for as indi-
cation that it is a replica, not genuine, with or without
the provenance records. The same thing is true in the
examination of questioned documents.

We recognize that the provenance is relevant.
Documents with the caveat MAJIC, Majestic, or MJ-12
have been around since 1984 with the release of the
Eisenhower Briefing Document in 1987 by Bill Moore.
Since then, other documents have emerged under dif-
ferent circumstances. A summary of their provenance
is given in Table 1. There are five different sources for
the Majestic documents.

Background of document evaluation

From time to time Bob Wood corresponded
with Stanton Friedman, who was very good about send-
ing his research conclusions and passing on leads. Then,
towards the end of December 1994, Stan requested
permission from Don Berliner to let Bob have a look

Dr. Robert Wood

W levclip4iles

e
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
S tina

12 APRI4S

DIASCTOR, JODNT [HTVLLIDENCE OS/ECTIVRS MOKNCT,
JOINT “NIEFS OF STUT

Project 83 (UF-10530)

JI0A Memwandium Ko, 702 dmted 25 Ney 108

N 1 of reference, the Contral
beliers that any further action by

1412

LEREUPI 70

Figure 1: the reference to MJ-12

at the pages of the Special Operations Manual (SOM
1-01, 7 April 1954). Dcn had circulated SOM among a
very limited group witl the purpose of determining au-
thenticity. In an attempt .o read the words more clearly,
he carefully keystroked the manual. Later, Don gra-
ciously lent his very be«.t copies, and Bob made photo-
graphic enlargements of those and continued the repli-
cation of this manual. While doing this, Bob analyzed
the factors that would determine fake versus genuine.

Stan decided to include part of the SOM in his
1996 book, Top Secret/MAJIC. While the publication
had the positive aspect of reducing the secrecy of the
document, the negative aspect was that the replication
by the publisher was done carelessly, and included no
discussion of authenticity. Because of this publication,
a witness came forward to say that he had shredded
both the EBD and SOM 1-01 while working in an
admiral’s office. The publication also led to Brian Parks
finding identical UFOB reporting words in an FOIA
document.

Then Stan sent Bob material that he received
from Timothy Cooper, who said he had been receiving
new documents in his post office box in Big Bear Lake,
CA, beginning in 1992. Timothy already was a highly
qualified, innovative UFO researcher, having filed many
FOIA requests successfully, and had written a fasci-
nating 300-page summary of what happened at White
Sands Proving Ground (WSPG) in the summer of 1947.
He also was the source of at least two of Len
Stringfield’s 1991 crash/retrieval reports. Stan Fried-
man spent many hours on the phone with Tim Cooper,
concluding that several of his document copies prob-
ably were authentic in their original forms. Stan then
contacted Bob, who lives in Southern California, urg-
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ing him to visit with Timothy for closer evaluation.

On Sept. 24, 1996, Bob and his wife Charlotte
met with Tim Cooper in his home at Big Bear Lake,
CA. Tim said that he had communicated with leading
people in the UFO field, but said, “You are the first
person who ever took enough interest to come and see
me.” That first meeting was preliminary, and Tim had
many things he wanted to say. He showed a copy of
his 1947 WSPG piece and some of the source mate-
rial.

Bob’s interest in getting to the source material
and getting past Tim’s interpretation of what might have
happened, even if it were correct, caused us to focus
more on the papers obtained in the mailbox from his
source, Thomas Cantwheel. Tim shared his reported
unsuccessful attempts to learn the real identity of
Cantwheel. Stan had sent us part of the Cooper-
Cantwheel collection.

In subsequent visits Tim provided better cop-
ies and hunted through his files and found new docu-
ments Stan had not yet seen. Tim'’s filing system was
not well-organized, understandably, given the tens of
thousands of pages of FOIA material.

In the meantime, Bob's son and partner, Ryan
S. Wood, expressed increasing interest in this subject.
Ryan had had an independent decade-long interest in
UFOs, and took the initiative to suggest that we might
have the material and the skill to write a book. We
became increasingly confident that the SOM 1-01 in
its original form was genuine, having dealt satisfacto-
rily and accurately with early objections to its authen-
ticity. We became a partnership team, and told both
Tim and Stan that was our plan, and sought permission

for selective use of the Cooper-Cantwheel collection

for a book proposal. As a result, Ryan and Bob visited

with Tim three more times, each time with focused

questions, and each time leaving with more insight.
Fake versus genuine?

We had been thoroughly exposed to the au-
thentication discussions surrounding the Eisenhower
Bricfing Documents and the attendant-and often not
constructive—criticism the participants piled upon each
other. It seemed to us that since all reasonable students
have now concluded that there was a covert program
by the U.S. to study and exploit UFOs, documentation
of such a program is properly assumed to exist. The
question is, were we looking at real documents or at
faked and disinforming documents?

This problem is very analogous to one that Bob
worked on during his earlier career with McDonnell
Douglas: “How do you tell the difference between a
reentry vehicle (RV) with a real warhead and a decoy
designed to fool radar? The details are classified, but
the principle was to establish “discriminants,” mea-
sure their values, and compare the numbers with those
expected for RVs and for decoys. Statistically, the an-
swer pops out: “the probability is ten to the minus three
that is a real RV.”

To use a technique like this, one turns to docu-
ment authentication methods used by professional ques-
tioned document examiners. Whether one is trying to
authenticate someone’s will, the Dead Sea Scrolls, or
old UFO records. the techniques and principles are
known, proven and applicable. Generally, they are (1)
provenance, (2) assessment of original (3) typography
and chirography (including signatures), (4) chronol-

Table 1. This table summarizes the provenance of each of the five sources of Majestic Documents, all of

which include allusions to MJ, MAJIC, or Majestic.

No | Receipt Nature of Origin of Qur estimate of the real source and
Document pp | Date Recipient | original original provenance
Liisenhower 16 | Dec 84 | Jaime 35 mm black Albuquer- Photography suggests professionalism.
Bricling Shandera | and white film | que Possibly completely genuine but
Document Mailbox Postmark intentionally deceptive, or possibly an
intentional leak to the Soviets.
Cutler- 1| Jul 85 Bill Period onion Rec Gr 341, | This authentic piece may have been made
Twining Moore, skin paper. red | Box 189, casy to locate to ensurc acceptance of the
Memo Jaime declassifica- between Fisenhower Briefing Document.
Shandera | tion slash folders
Thirtcen 59 | 1992- Timothy | Copicslcfton | U.S.P.O. ‘Thomas Cantwhecl claimed to be the source
document 1996 Cooper five different Box in a letter and extensive conversation with
sels (Sce occasions combination | Cooper. Cantwheel is alias for the CIC agent
‘I'able 2) mailbox who picked Cooper, then leaked documents.
Special 24 | 7 Mar Don Undeveloped | 1a Crosse Mailed with a méter from a pharmacy. The
Operations 94 Bediner [ 35mm black | WI hands of photographer show clearly. The
Manual 1-01 and white film | postmark purloiner probably can be identified by using
analysis, interviews.
DCToJIOA (1 | ? Timothy | Xerox copy, IFOIA The Subject is Project 63, a Paperclip topic,
and JCS Cooper noticed in request by but file distribution shows CIA Top Secret
1998 Cooper MJ-12
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Tnble' 2. This chronological listing identifies many of the documents obtained from Timothy Cooper and
identifies some critical content.

No.
Date and Document p- Significance
lun 47 Einstein-Oppenheimer | 6

e Consistent with direct dictation by Liinstein of questions that Vannevar Bush asked
dralt ¥

draft him about relationships with inhabitant of celestial bodies. First use of the term
: B Clearly a draft, uncorrected
4 47100 Travel order Ifinal Sends a CIC unit to “Condron Ficld, N N Requests report by 28 Jul
R.Jul 47 Directive to Twining | 1

Authorizes Twining to go the WSIG Command Center for the “purpose of making
an appraisal of the reported unidentificd objects being kept there.™
xact same wording as above, but new typewniter and signed by Tnuman.

by Ciscnhower final
9 Iul 47 Directive to Twining | |
by Triman

final Signature is being validated
16 1ul 47 Air Accident 3 lirst three pages of the report by I'wining on “I1ying Discs.”
Report by Twining final . '
22 Il 47 CIC 11U report 7 Refers back to 4 Jul 47 order. Identifics autopsy medical ofTicer Rae, death of
(Interplan. Phenom. Unit) draft three technicians handling EBIis. Rea's rtcotds.are found, conflirm crec bility.
19 Sep 47 Hillenkoetter 1 Cooper’s copy pllhhsh(;d in Good's "hcyond Top Secret,” page 467. Fi.st
memo to Joint Intel. Comm. draft appearance of MAJIC a< an acronym for document title. Unique RHH bandwriting
correcting “unkpown™ 1o “unidentified.”
19 Sep 47 Twining's draft IR Presents technical, scientific. pohuc%l. and National Security considerations.
report draft Recommends Majestic Twelve be a fully funded, operational intelligence gathering
I final | agency .
25 Sep 47 NMarshall and 1 Refers to NIATIC and NT12 I'mphasizes that no indication of the contents of the
Humelsine Memo to Truman | final

I'wining report be divulged to the public. Similar wording to authentic Wedemeyer
document over secret phone, same date

Cover page to a report we presumably do not have. Titles of Panel particip: ats are

Fst Farly 48 Majestic Twelve | |

Project ™ 1¥ Annual Report™ draft correct for carly 148 The title was . to investigate the capture of miden (ficd
planform space vehicles
Nid- 1952 summary report 16 Provides a |||u|l|—_\ car ill\lnr) of our im r\l-ipnl_iun mto hackgromd, |mm|; wd
draft perspectives of the “other-world visitation.™  Succinet statements of problet s in

13 technical and political arcas
Requests review of NI 12 intelligence operations.™

2R hin 61 JIK to Director of |
the CIA Mnal
12 Nov G3 JI'K to CIA | draft

Handwnting says “Anglcton has MJ directive™ and is dated 11/200G3.

Table 3. Some of the skeptics’ concerns are easier to deal with than others. We believe that constructive
skepticism will ultimately establish the authenticity of most of these documents.

Skeptical concern Present best response

Sce lable | Provenance is nice but sometimes not cssential

We want to find the truth We have studied the documents more than anyone else
so far._The words “consider” or “regard™ are also perfectly good

The evaluation of criteria other than provenance always recognizes a faker could
be at work  We are just trying to assess how difficult it would have been for such
a faker to have created whatever we are looking at. An exceptionally difTicult item
| to have faked we elected to call a “zinger.”

True. The authentication work is ongoing  Friedman may change his mind. We
may change our mind. The logic processes, however, should be available for
inspection F'iedman has excellent archive contacts and they are very helpful.
here can be extremely subtle differences hetween the genuine and the fake in
language and sty le: the presence of incredibly arcane confirmed detail is very
unlikely in a fake.

I'here is no significant provenance
Use of the word “helicl™ implics an
cmotional position

The use of the concept of a “zinger” is
the equivalent of the “erosion of
objectivity ™

We are inconsistent with Fricdman's
TOP SECRET'NAJIC determinations
of Cooper’s material

Fakers have lots of time to dig around
archives, get the proper paper

Since we did not discuss all the
documents we have, itis a “cover-up.”

We chose 10 not overdoad the cc
we are unsure.

ity with doc

ol whose authenticity

A fatal Naw has been found in that the
alleged disappearance of the New
7ealand One-T'ourth Regiment has
heen shown to be both incorrect and
first published in the 60s. This
cnsurces the whole document is
fraudulent.

This will take a while to determine the correct evaluation. One reaction is that if
the story surfaced in 19605, might it have heen lying around classificd military
sources carlier? The simplistic answer is that the author may have thought it was
a true story, just being one of several. More basically, though, the presence of one
flaw in a questioned document evaluation must be viewed in the context of
perhaps dozens of other detailed checkable facts known to very few. We plan to
show that this regi disappearance story has been around long before the 60s.

“I'he presence of numerous

and spelling
crrors strongly suggests fakery. This
cxtrapolates to “the more errors, the
more penuine it is”

" al. punc

Most of the pages we are sceing are insigned. unfinished draft material (50 out of
59 pages). Technical people are not well known (or their writing ability. Itis
incredible that a laker would peamit so many errors, 1 is reasonable that one of the
reasons we have them is that they were dmfts, less well controlled by security than
the final copies. Firrors need 1o be placed in the context of the author and the

1y pist, who may or may not be the same person.

Retro-vims was a word invented in the
705 “Thus, the 1952 report using it
must he fake.

‘The maxlern usage of retrovirus has no hyphen. We have located a 1935 reference
that uses the concept as a “retrograde™ evolution of the viris. [t is very likely that
this precise word usage with the hyphen will be found in the literature, thereby

reaffinming authenticity. Retro-virus is consistent with collegial usage of the time.




Page 14

March 1999

MUFON UFO Journal

ogy, and (5) content analysis and authorship. By anal-
ogy, these are five “discriminants.”

Bob embraced this systematic methodology
relative to SOM 1-01. The overwhelming conclusion,
based on four years of work, was that this is a com-
pletely genuine document published for its stated pur-
poses. We have an array of evidence in cach of the five
categories above that put the conclusion of a fake in a
“wishful thinking” pile.

Clearly genuine

The authenticity of SOM 1-01 could be a topic
of another article later. Such an article would clearly
show the reasons why this document is clearly genu-
ine in its original form. One row of Table 4, to be dis-
cussed later, summarizes arguments for SOM 1-01’s
authenticity. We have dealt in detail with the five main
criticisms of the SOM 1-01 in the available videotape
and CD-ROM. (Order at 800-845-2151).

Table 2 shows thirteen documents of the
Cooper-Cantwheel collection to which was also have
applied discriminants in particular and the QD exami-
nation method in general.

Our book, The Majestic Documents, assembles
the documents in chronological order and includes leg-
ible replicas of the original. In one case (25 Sep 47
Humelsine to Truman) similar language or phrases were
available before the date of the document. This has
caused naysayers to argue that they were surely faked.
This “favoring fakery™ as a principle of document au-
thentication can not work unless one wishes to main-
tain a preconceived notion of what the answer should
be. A fake document determination is incomplete un-
less accompanied by a rationale supporting fakery. Who
was the target? What evidence supports a faker’s mo-
tivation, means, and opportunities?

The question of faking

Detractors claim that almost anything can be
faked with the right software, and that the UFO records
include many examples of faked documents. This is
unsupportable on two counts: first, software tools would
have to be available prior to the arrival of the docu-
ment; second, where and what are examples of such
faked documents?

A careful analysis of the typography, for ex-
ample, shows that the famous Truman-Forrestal memo
was created with a 1940 Underwood Standard—cer-
tainly not a computerized fake. We may suspect that
“The Aquarius Documents’ are fake, but to our knowl-
edge they have not undergone a detailed investigation
and were never claimed to be anything more than a
re-type. We have shown, for example, that the Special
Operations Manual includes, amongst other indicators,
a few examples of a “raised z” that virtually guaran-
tees the manual was prepared with a hot lead Monotype

printing machine of the period (1954). We always rec-
ognizc that the faker could recondition an old machine,
train an operator for several years to use it, slavishly
follow the 1953 Style Manual for format, and voila!
we have the fake. Generally, our analyses are oriented
not to be absolute and unequivocal, but to show that
the faker would have had to have access to equipment,
knowledge, and sophistication levels that just become
unbelicvable.

In each of the categories, an examiner looks
for discriminants and uses them to assess genuineness
vs. fakery. The mere existence of one indicator of fak-
ery (for example, a seemingly incorrect classification
stamp) should never be enough to swing the conclu-
sion, inasmuch as it, for one example among several,
is not a discriminant by itself.

The skeptics speak

Over the years, Ryan and Bob have interacted
sclectively with other researchers whose goal, like ours,
was to determine whether the documents were authen-
tic or not. A list of these helpful people is mentioned in
our CD-ROM and on our web site. Each usually fo-
cused on a specialized aspect of authenticity for a par-
ticular document at issue. These colleagues provided
about 50 skeptical questions and concerns.

Recently, as part of Mr. Joseph Firmage’s
Project Kairos Website (www.TheWordIsTruth.org) we
chose to leverage his efforts and provide our docu-
ments in support of his vision. The Internet publica-
tion was alive with quick reaction criticisms and com-
pliments. A recent critical review is found in a publi-
cation edited by Barry Greenwood. After deleting the
cynical comment, rhetorical questions, and ad hom-
inem arguments, we concluded that there were a few
authenticity concerns raised that would interest all.
Table 3 summarizes these concerns and provides the
necessary clarity.

The 1st Annual Report discusses period issues,
including biological warfare. This draft uses the
then-coined word “retro-virus,” discussed in Table 3.
The whole report is a casual draft, not a finished re-
port. These drafter education and specialties inclined
them to excessive use of hyphenization and word con-
ing, typical of bureaucracies.

“Retro-virus” is but one among many, such as
other-world, one-hundred, bio-medical, multi-layers,
over-all, stand-by, micro-circuitry, low-power,
electro-magnetic, high-temperature, electro- hydrody-
namic, super-acrodyne, out-weighed, inter-active,
mid-air, rocket-plane, X-plane, body-bag, air-borne,
south-westernly, air-sea, near-miss, right-angle, and
low-level.

Another point that needs to be clarified is our
position on the authenticity of the Eisenhower Brief-
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Table 4. Considerations other than provenance provide impressive authentication arguments. This is, in effect, a list of the
requirements that a faker would have had to deal with in order to create the documents.

Date and Assessment of originals

Document Content and Authorship Type and Handwriting Chronology
Jun 47 * Literary cnticism and analysis verifies * Laler classified by paste-on labels * Xerography contrast « Einstein was at
Oppenheimer | Einstein as the sole author * Bush's iminals reveals 8 x 10.5 size Princeton at the time

-Einstein draft

* Content credible, not argumentative

_paper used during war

-4 Jul 47 IPU
Field Order

* Correclt style, formal
* Correct military argot or “lingo™
* Consistent with other unclass reports

* Head of G-2, Chamberlain’s authonzing
nitial, *C"
* Manual typewriter of the period

* 8 x 10.5 size paper

* Consistent with
published recollections
of living evewitnesses

8 Jul 47
Directive 1o

* Orgamzationally correct distnibution
* Correct “Courier” language

* Authentic Eisenhower signature
“ D iesiuas Uy pxVTILET

» Xerox copies reveal 8 x
10.5 size paper

* Twining gone to NM
on 7 July per flight

Twining by = Mo faker would know >andia was AEC * Type distortion suggest | logs
Eisenhower facility 8 Jul; dispute settled days before onionskin paper flimsy * Directive provides
i authority to
subordinates
16 Jul 47 Air * Technical analysis detail unique to flving | » War Bonds, Save logo authentic paper * Xerox copies reveal 8 x | ¢ References
Accident saucers i 10.5 size paper Presidential Directive

Report by
Twining

* \'eny prosaic description of what was
found without romance or glamour

* Authentic Twining signature
* Organizationally correct routing genuine
* No [aker would add a linc for Hap Amold

of 9 July by Truman

(AAR) (5-star gencrals never retire)

22 Jul 47 * Consistent with style of other (non-LUT-0) |  Handwrniting may be that of Chamberlain * Xerox copies reveal 8 x|« Date shows it was
CIETIPL! CIC reports «CC.SandJ.C.S file stamps precise and 10.5 size paper mitially drafied on 9
(Interplan * Never-before seen mention of Charles obscure today July, before reports in
Phenon. Unit) | Rea as autopsy surecon * Peniod manual typewriter from other sites

19 Sep 47 * Very pecuhiar naval terminology word * Penod manual typewniter * Xerox copies reveal 8X | Letierhead address
Hillenkoetter | error corrected in author’s handwnting 10.5 size paper was that of CIG
memo 1o Joint | « Rare mention of Naval Research Lab at * Type distortion suggest | headquarters at the
Intel. Comm White Sands Proving Ground “onion skin™ paper time original

flimsy

document was made

19 Sep 47
Twining’s 19-
page report
draft

(*“White Hot™

* Lnique technologies as in the AAR

* All organizational and argot details prove
correct historically

* Checks out 100% in peer-reviewed
history and archives

* Authentic signatures on disclosure sheet
* Names involved very appropnate

* No faker would know to include
Wedemeyer on this list

* Penod manual typewriter

* Xerox copies reveal 8 x
10.5 size paper

* No techmical,
organizational or
nomenclature
anachronisms

Report) * NE 102 obscure matenal today

FaH 1952 Ist | Correct C1A administrative language and * Penod manual typewnter * No 1mages of 8 X 10.5 * Adoption PSB by
Annual argol for 1952 * “Nol for public inspection™ caveat stamp paper showing in 1952 Truman on April 4,
Report on * Corresponds in detail 10 biological rarc but genuine. Examples available. 1951 obscure point
Majestic warfare interest and activities of the Army unlikely to have been
Twelve * Term “retro-virus™ dates to 1935 faked. * Annex B-23
Project 18 correct 3
7 Apr 4 * \'ahid USAF Technical Order * Penod Monotype press and type of pnnt « Consistent in style and | * Early anachronism
Special nomenclature on cover font size with other USAF detractions all since
Operation e Par. 17, page 11, 4th column tagging * “Raised 2" is 1otally consistent with other TOs and military Field shown to be not valid
Manual, SOM | scheme highly consistent current usage Govemnment documents printed in the penod | Manuals (FMs) * Two-word use of
1-01 * Pages 22-25 FOlIA -validated, fit perfectly | * Passes computenized faking tests “screw dnver”
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ing Document. Generally, we think that it is likely that
all eight pages of the EBD contain genuine material.
Also, the Truman-Forrestal themo included as Attach-
ment A appears genuine, given the 1940 Underwood
Standard determination and the Truman signature ac-
complished by use of a pantograph (a mechanical pen
with one master driving several slave pens), thercby
explaining the similarity to the Truman-Bush signature
a week later.

Likewise, there is no reason to suspect the titles
of the attachments, since one of them also appears in
the Special Operations Manual, and another is thought
to be the Preliminary Analytical Report of 19 Sep 47.
None of the other attachments were included.

There are, however, inconsistencies in content
with the new MJ documents. For example, the EBD
says we recovered four EBEs, when our other docu-
ments say five. It claims that the propulsion unit was
completely destroyed in the wreckage, when it is clear
that we dissected it in detail, One clear reason and
motivation for a fake document might have been to try
to mislead the Soviets in 1984 (the date of the leak)
into believing that we had not learned anything about
how they work; when, in fact, by then we probably
had been smashingly successful in the reverse engi-
neering process. So we imagine that this CIA
disinformation operation would be consistent with try-
ing to influence the KGB via the innocent UFO com-
munity. We cannot yet prove this, because the other
possibility is that the EBD authors decided to not tell
Ike the complete story at that time. After all, he wasn’t
President yet.

Conclusions

Although not extensively discussed above, the
authenticity of the Special Operations Manual (SOM
1-01) in its original form is assured. The rationale for
this conclusion is partially discussed on our CD-ROM,
and will be more fully stated in our upcoming book.
Table 4 identifies subtleties associated with nine docu-
ments that strongly favor authenticity of the originals.
Detailed discussion of these points is well beyond the
scope of this short article, but anyone with the docu-
ments, our CD-ROM, or Web site access can be able
to follow the logic.

Increasing fine determination of authentication
1s forecast to continue. This is just the beginning of the
data for the public. There is mounting evidence that
the Majestic program was the real thing, and that these
documents show it. We have several additional docu-
ments and analyses that we will be presenting in our
forthcoming book. Until then, the best available au-
thentication discussion is available free on the Web
site (www.The WordIsTruth.org), or by purchasing our
CD-ROM at 800-845-2151.

Filer’s Files...

(Continued from PaFe 9) .
ued on. “There were no reports on radio or television
of a crash. The cvent was ecrily reminiscent qf night
footage of Patriot missiles striking Scuds during the

Gulf War.”
Thanks to Ken Young http://home.fuse.net/ufo/

Maryland

GERMANTOWN-— QuBr@aol.com reports
that on Jan. 29, 1999, he had very clear sighting of a
circular/saucer-shaped craft while driving northbound
on [-270 between Germantown and Frederick: “There
were lights both on the bottom and around the circum-
ference, some of which were pulsing. I noticed about
four planes that were flying in a large circle around the
craft. After about 5 minutes, the craft moved upward
and toward the South, stopped again, then after a few
more minutes, pulsed brightly several times (still sta-
tionary) and disappeared. By this time I had pulled
over to watch. After it disappeared, the other planes
seemed to change flights paths, sort-of crisscrossing
like they were looking for something. The sky was
almost completely clear, and with the near-full moon,
the shape of the craft was EASILY seen, including the
parts that weren’t lit. On my return southbound, I no-
ticed several contrails coming from the West (the di-
rection [ had seen the object) heading east, with the
endpoints of the contrails getting closer together
(ie.same destination). Thanks to CAUS and
QuBr@aol.com.

New Russian stealth fighter uses plasma

The Keldysh Research Center in Russia has
reportedly developed new technology allowing a dra-
matic decrease in an aircraft’s radar observability. The
Russian approach to low observability (LO) technol-
ogy is completely different from the US Stealth, and
offers complete surreptitious movement of the protected
object at a significantly lower price.

An exclusive interview about these technolo-
gies was conducted by Nicolai Novichkov, ITAR-
TASS, with the director of the Center, Anatoliy Korteev.

The American approach to LO (Stealth tech-
nology) applied on B-2, F-117A, and the fifth genera-
tion fighter F-22 “Raptor” is based on designing the
airframes and radiation absorbing materials to mini-
mize their radar cross section. The main drawbacks of
the Stealth technology are its negative effects on the
flight and agility of the stealth aircraft.

Russian scientists approach the issue from the
other direction. They proposed to create a plasma for-
mation around the protected object which prevents ra-

(Continued on Page 19)
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Update on deciphering
Gen. Ramey letter

By Donald R. Burleson, Ph.D.

Since my last communication I have made con-
siderable progress with reading the Ramey letter, and
am glad to sce from recent issucs of the Jowrnal that
others are making inroads as well. I have been using
four different image-enhancement computer software
packages, and 1 would estimate that [ have reached at
least tentative readings of around 80 percent of the text
at this pont.

While there 1s too much detail to go into here
(I'am giving a detailed presentation on the Ramey let-
ter at the International UFO Museum and Rescarch
Center here in Roswell on April 10 for anyone inter-
ested and able to attend), [ wanted to pass along a few
points.

For one thing, it would seem that very little
had been deciphered heretofore of what I call the
“shadowline,” the first visible (but barely visible) line
of type at the horizontal fold near the top of the docu-
ment. By using certain image-stretching techniques, I
have been able to coax the shadowline into greatly
improved visibility. The first grouping, near Gen.
Ramey’s thumb, seems to start with RECO- (one has
to be careful to avoid subjectively jumping to conclu-
sions, but the word RECOVERY comes to mind).

The next group is evidently some word ending
in -ATION; this is difficult, but the word looks most
like OPERATION, though in some imagings it nearly
appears to end in -VATION or -MATION. The follow-
ing short word looks like WITH, and the group after
that is ROSWELL.

Under high zoom and optimal conditions of
contrast, the word following that appears to be DISK
(the spacing appears a little irregular). Then follows a
three-character group of numerals, apparently either
074 or 274. The group following that, again under im-
proved imaging conditions, is a five-character group
(with some uncertainty as to possible spacing) clearly
starting with MJ and ending with D. The shadowline
ends with AT (or AS) THE.

As Stanton Friedman has mentioned, the light-
ing on the paper is uneven, and in particular I would
point out that there is a “flashbulb zone” near the
top-left, so the farther one goes from this zone, into
shadow, the trickier it all gets.

I should mention too that in the line below the
shadowline, with regard to the word I had trouble with
before, looking superficially like MAJ--, under better
imaging the M turns out to be W and the fifth letter
turns out to be K, and the most likely reading is (FOR

THE VICTIMS OF THE) WRECK. I note that Don
Schmitt has recently, and independently, arrived at the
reading WRECK for this grouping as well.

At the end of line 8, the grouping before
CREWS turns out to be DENVER, and one may note
that in 1947 Low<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>