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Another 'Smoking Gun'?
by

Robert G. Todd

Another smoking gun has surfaced which furnishes physical evidence that seems
to implicate Bill Moore as the author of the alleged Eisenhower briefing, as
well as the Truman-Forrestal memo appended to the briefing.

Anybody who has ever been the recipient of mail from Bill Moore will recognize
the rather distinctive return address on his envelopes (see Figures 2, 3, and
4). Because of the large size of the type used in Moore's rubber stamp, his
return address appears sideways on the envelopes. Moreover, as evident in
Figures 2 through 4, it appears that Bill Moore uses a rubber stamp assembled
from a kit that uses movable, reusable type that allows him to make up any
stamp he desires. This is indicated by several characteristics:

1. As Figures 2, 3, and 4 show, Moore used the same size and style of
type for his Arizona address as he now uses in his California address.

2. In all occurrences of the letter "I" in "WILLIAM" and "OLIVE" (see
Figures 3 and 4), the letter is slightly raised, a characteristic common to
rubber stamps assembled from such kits.

3. Moore's return address has a rather sloppy, unprofessional look to
it, again suggesting that he assembled the stamps from a kit. Either that, or
he had custom rubber stamps made up for him, for both his Arizona and
California addresses, by a firm that does consistently shoddy work.

4. A comparison of Figure 3, which is Moore's return address from the
1985 time period, with Figure 4, his return address from 1990, will show that
the ZIP code portion of the address in the 1990 example is placed closer to
the state abbreviation for California. Again, this suggests that the stamp
was assembled from a kit of movable, reusable type.



Even more interesting -- and incriminating -- is the fact that the type style
Bill Moore uses for his return address stamp is identical to the type style
used for the classification markings ("TOP SECRET/MAJIC" and "EYES ONLY") that
appear on the Eisenhower briefing document, although the size of the type is
larger for the Eisenhower briefing. As evident from Moore's return addresses,
however, he obviously has more than one type style, so there is every reason
to believe that he may indeed have more than one size of the same type style.

In addition, the classification markings (see Figure 1) that appear on the
Eisenhower briefing paper also appear to have been applied using a rubber
stamp assembled from a kit employing movable, reusable type. Again, note the
telltale raised letter "I" in the word "MAJIC".

No examples were found of Moore's return address that show type of the same
size as that used for the classification markings on the Eisenhower briefing
paper. This shouldn't come as any surprise because type that large has
limited uses. For example, if Moore were to use a type size comparable to
that used for the classification markings on the briefing document, his return
address wouldn't fit on the envelope at all. As noted above, the type size he
already uses apparently forces him to apply his address sideways. If it were
any larger, he wouldn't be able to use the rubber stamp for his return
address.

Fven more interesting is the fact that the type used by Bill Moore in his
return address is identical in both style and size to the type used in the
"EYES ONLY" portion of the classification markings appearing on the Truman-
Forrestal memo. Phil Klass has already proven that the signature on the
Truman-Forrestal memo is a photocopy forgery.

While it must be acknowledged that there are perhaps many such rubber stamp
kits in existence, it must also be considered a highly significant coincidence
that the same person who is distributing the document also uses just such a
kit that employs type identical in style to that used on the classification
markings appearing on the Eisenhower briefing paper, and identical in toth
style and size to the "EYES ONLY" portion of the classification markings
appearing on the Truman-Forrestal memo. Now it would appear we have evidence
suggesting that Bill Moore, specifically, may be the author.
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FIG. 1 -- Classification marking from FIG. 2 -- Moore's return address, circa
Eisenhower briefing paper, February 1984.

top of page 4.



PUBLICATIONS & RESEARCH
4219 W.OLIVE. SUITE 247
BURBANK,CA 91505 FIG. 6 -- "EYES ONLY" portion of classifica-

tion markings at bottom of page 4,
Eisenhower briefing paper. Note
that type style is identical to

WILLIAM L. MOORE EVES ONLY

FIG. 3 -- Moore's return address, circa that of "EYES ONLY" portion in
March 1985. FIG. 5.
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FIG. 7
FIG. 4 -- Moore's return address, circa 1984 Moore Sample

January 1990.
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EYES ONLY 4219 W.OLIVE. SUITE 247
B BURBANK,CA.91505
FIG. 5 -- Classification markings from top FIG. 8
of Truman-Forrestal memo. 1990 Moore Sample

NOTE: Type styles in figures 7 and 8 are identical to type
styles in Figures 5 and 6. Sizes of type in Figures
7 and 8 are also identical to "EYES ONLY" portion of
Figure 5.

q! ADDENDUM

Reproduced below is a 1985 advertisement from that year's August
issue of Moore's Focus newsletter. If one compares the "TOP SECRET"
graphics appearing above the ad to the security marking on the Truman/
Forrestal letter in Figure 5 on this page from Todd's article you
}111 note an addltlonal sample of stamp style matching between MJ-12




On Timothy Good's Source of the MJ-12 Briefing Paper

In the 1987 book ABOVE TOP SECRET, author Timothy Good reprints
seven pages of the famous "Operation Majestic 12" briefing paper for
President Eisenhower. The document explains in great detail the alleged
circumstances surrounding the Roswell UFO crash of 1947, and it's sub-
sequent investigation by an elite panel of government experts.

Good said in ATS that the paper was made available to him un-
officially in early 1987, before their release to the U.S. press. And
recently in his new book THE UFO REPORT-1990, Good elaborates, saying
that it was "obtained from a CIA source."

Now if the briefing paper was obtained from a CIA source, then
a significant argument could be made for the MJ-12 story being official
disinformation. CAUS has concluded without doubt that the various doc-
uments are not genuine government releases, so the only question re-
garding the origin of the documents is whether they are official or
unofficial hoaxes.

According to Moore, his copy of the briefing paper came on a
roll of 35mm film sent anonymously to a colleague, Jaime Shandera,
in December 1984. Moore released his copies, made from the film, in
his Focus newsletter of April 30, 1987.

If it is true that Moore's and Good's copies of the briefing
paper were received independently from government sources, then a
comparison of each person's copies might yield interesting clues as
to the perpetrator of this false information.

For purposes of comparison I have chosen pages 1-3 of Moore's
copy of the Eisenhower briefing as reproduced from Focus for April 30,
1987, Moore's first public release of this document. Also chosen are
pages 1-3 of Good's copy of the briefing from his CIA source as re-
produced in ABOVE TOP SECRET.

1) The "Magic Marker" Deletions - A comparison of the ink de-
letions of the security markings on the Moore and Good versions re-
veals that while the deletions are not identical there is a marked
similarity. They are slash-type deletions, probably done with one
stroke in most cases. In neither case do the deletions completely
obliterate the security markings, allowing one to read what the
classification had been. Early in the MJ-12 debate Moore had already
admitted self-censoring his copy to protect himself in case a security
question was raised as to his possession of the document. One sees
no significant difference between the Moore and Good versions in the
way the markings were applied.

2) The "Vertical Ridges" - If one compares pages from both
versions of the document you will notice a pattern of photocopier
"noise," 1.e., a general dirtiness of the photocopy paper caused by
an uncleaned machine. This noise takes the form of vertical parallel
ridges across portions of the copies. As in the case of the magic
marker deletions, the pattern is not identical but is very similar.
The density and clarity of the noise pattern can vary from copy to
copy, depending upon the maintenance of the machine, but the same
general pattern is there, as can be clearly seen in both copies. And
the pattern can be seen in the same general area of particular pages
(Note areas between paragraphs on pages 2&3). Suggested here is that
the two versions were copied at different times but on the same machine.

3) The "Fingerprint" - If one notes the circled area of Moore's
page 2, you will see two lines at roughly 30 degree angles to the
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horizontal bottom of the page. The lines also appear on Moore's page 3,
between paragraphs 1 and 2 (circled). These lines also appear on Good's
page 1 (under EYES ONLY) and on page 3, between paragraphs 1 and 2. It
appears as well on Good's page 4 and hls'llst of attachments" page to
the briefing (not reproduced here but found in ATS). The mark "floats"
on the various copies on which it appears, apparently a flaw in the
photocopier roller that becomes imprinted onto various areas of the
papers as they pass through the machine. Since the marking appears on
both copies, I am forced to believe that both came from the same copy
machine at different times.

Conclusions

It is important that the various anomalies cited above are not
absolutely identical in every way, as far as clarity, position and
density are concerned. If they were it could be argued that the original
document, photographed and sent to Shandera, and allegedly copied and
sent to Good by a CIA source, possessed these anomalies. As such each
person's version could still be attributed to a government source. This
is not the case here.

The Moore/Shandera copy was received in 1984. Hardcopy had to be
made from the photographic film, resulting in copies possessing the
anomalies particular to the photocopy machine used by them. Timothy
Good!'s copies contain the same kinds of anomalies, meaning that the
machine used by Moore/Shandera was the source of Good's copies.

Press accounts in Britain quoted Good as saying that the documents
were from a "reliable American source who has close connections with
the intelligence community." Moore has claimed this all along. So the
remark seems to be a good description of Moore. Then how does one ex-
plain Good's statement in his THE UFO REPORT-1990,that his source was
CIA?

Bl tiRer ¢

1) Good is lying to protect Moore.

2) Moore is a CIA source, which he vehemently denies.

3) Good honestly believes Moore to be CIA, which in fact he isn't.
Lee Graham has already testified in the past that Moore
flashed an official-looking ID badge which Graham believed
to be a Defense Investigative Service (DIS) badge (see Graham
letter to DIS, 5-8-86). Moore at the time gave MJ-12 papers
to Graham. He later called the badge incident a "joke"
played on Graham.

In a 5-11-88 letter to Good from Lee Graham, Graham said, "Bill
Moore indicated to me that you were (like he) a 'controlled informant'
and that it was your function to release the MJ-12 document in England
at the same time that he did in the U.S.."

Graham added that Good prematurely released the papers and that
Moore had to release them in this country. Graham continued:

"He says that he doesn't know where you got the document. He also
tells me that some agency of my (the U.S.) government specifically
told him to approach me to leak the MJ-12 documents to the public and
that even when I became fearful cf circulating the thing 'they' were
circulating it in my name."

It is vitally important that Timothy Good explain this situation.
I like him as an individual and respect his hard work in UFO research,
and I do not wish to see him caught in an awful mess.

Barry Greenwood
2-18-90
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On 24 June, 1947, a civilian pilot flying over the Cascade
Mountains in the State 'of Washington observed nine flying
disc-shaped aircraft traveling in formation at a high rate
of sveed. Although this was not the first known sighting
of such odbjects, it was the firet to gain widespread attention
in the pudlic media. Hundreds of reports of sightings of
similar objects followedi Many of these came from highly
credible military and oivilian sources. These reports res-
ulted i1 independent efforts by several different elements

of the military to ascertain the nature and purpose of these
objects in the interests of national defense. A numbdber of
witnessbs were interviewed and there were several unsuccessful
attemntc to utilige airaraft in efforts to pursue reported
in flight. Pnblio-rauotian(borderod on_near hysteria

On 07 July, 1947, a uocret oporation vaa begun to assure
recovery of the wrecknge of this object for scientific study.



PR

Above Top Secret

5542

Appenaix

. 2 uo =
L] o 9~ .
« 2| 32 ERRT) . =
~“e L3 . 93 Le O & m.o. ~
a © L -. 3 ] ke
&) o om“c““" " v L
” h on. - 0 ko ® o
g g e 8
of & ~ 9 2 ENed5S HEN b
k - €3 A ma 3 ..ua\m s i)
E g Pk oHeST i i &
o - m ) m Om Jm. o m Qno- “ o~
S - .
] 38 2528848 - .
a ] b °n® & s ~ ~3s )
] m e e m ne~o© Mu W o e . g
[ &0 x o N3Te e o ~ - m.
. & € 2 o uumumum- § Babaw g5k (3) waMaxa-zsy
i . ‘ MpLred obhn ede . . ~e
{ m — m A.u A [ 4 pees m e« oo : L QTS
" [} 28 whooweo " e H n~ﬂ ...&.. [ ©
- - ®© & LN el - - ® u
Wl § g E Bo8RES Egei 385 B
. - 3 ) ;e e " . . op m 3 —-e 1 . s .
- . d [ ] b 5 1-‘. & .l [ 3] .MM'. b 4 ulm -
_ <E: ~ s ad ) WWquotm u:,\w.uwum: = G”o—..!. Fgaps m *UCOTT®Q YOJWesal Jayjwem
H .wm 3 mdw ] hom.t e . ong $13:0:01" mWh - POPINYSTE W USeQ pY 308(Q0 ey3 39y} L1038 JeA0D BA}308.38
e so g m 2 L lﬂ!lnrqu.c X Mmlnm.ﬂ nn.n .uq e 8 BU} USALF 8J3A 810330421 SASU DUV ‘PIJETIQED SJ8A WEIW By}
A k: mm B ™  qk3 G h.snu RS G e nulr p U 80880UI A LIWITITH DUV UWITFAT) (°pHa JUGEYDWIIY S0g)
i hoy W - MNh ‘ 1ndm e e I e e RS- *EUOTIO0[ JUSIIIJTP [WISASE O3 PIACESI O[S WBA 338I0 BY3 JO
i L5 2 nEifrvas ilidacganda 53 AT TR Lok Reentl ) Sty 5 e st
- 5 F-} -
S5 . - m.ua =14 rhmhr b4 nm I3ey3 8l10jeq pesdwle pwy QoIya pojaed ewl} eam suo L[ejwvaj
HM m -] B3$ K e mo R AT S e -xoxdd® ®y3 ¥ujinp ejusmale oWy 03 sinsodxe puw siojwpead Lq
< © vIE Aos m ] - AT nog uoj31dw 03 anp pesodmodep PPq puU® pwep alea Ino} LY °“e3je
r m-_. B E S22 igem @ . ;o wEe 83UXD8lA Y} JO 3WES SA[IN Oaj 3NOQE YIJEe 03 We[[W) PEY eI
SEE M <%8 Mm o® e Wsnu A ° oom *popordxe 3} #303aq 3ujod sWO® W 3JeID By WOXJ pejdefe
> °a e BEY Baukl 5 O anhue ATaueawdde pwy sFujeq SXI[-UvENY [[¥RS INOJ JWY) POIACORLP
;| ep F R E7F "Palle m € ml “ eco?® 8OUVES[BULUCISI WIS ‘uOT3BIado STY3 JO S8INOD 8Y3 NULANG
EM M m i ﬂnu ohuv) - I *Apnie 23313ueow JoJ 308[Q0 I3 JO eYEYOeIa eyj O Lisaodel
m L e mn n.muu s LETRI P T, @anesw 03 un¥eq swa uOf3wIedo 3az0ew W ‘Ly6T ‘L[ne Wb WO
E &8 2%k SEEISEES L EEL : AP -
i S Vo : B v Myl
I N *(PI®Td ISXTWA AOU) eswg
it {/e et ~~w 30 jeeABION oouaul eapj-£yusase L{syve}
Y " maf JO uoiPex 2j0WAI W poywsIo pwy
.w i . A S FYOURI TEIOT W _ITIUn #308[q0 eyl 3noqe
S W - £ \\_‘C mim * Jo STIIFT ‘m3doie eeeu3 JO #3jds up
e w \ " - - A.. L
2 » ~ 4’* YO o U ....Q,,
4 ‘“ > k9 = R T i YRR LT ot
¥ -« € £ P ¢ & A eg -
£ & «w ® N g Al 5. i
w- 32 r el & —_ (8pI0OQ WOFIOWe qud *IYYFLI Ul eoeip
5 | L m ] 0 “ POGac~- 9320)38 U} 3JRIOITE SSFTIIN 03 ejdmejyw
= st s Flls IS ' INJE80ONEUN [EloAwn SI0A SIS} PUE POASTAISIUT OJI6A eSS} jA
3 =S £ =2 = omie & JO J8qunu Yy ‘esuajep TPUOTITU JO ®388IejUf Wy uj »ioefqo
-~ o a2 9SS . “ ®9ay3 Jo ssodind puw sinyeu BY) U[wIIedE® O3 AIWITLTE #U3 JO
© N O w g i GUANLTS JUSINIIP [wisasw £q 330 )6 juspusdepul UF paIIw
£E & & ~ -] -90J m330del seeyl *#a0.N0OE UWF[JAJO pUW LIWIj[}® SIQIPeId,
m_ H M u ..~ M S Y APty moly swed esayz jo Luwy ‘pemoyyol ®=308{qo Jw[imim:
s T e O - V u JO sWuRIY¥ie Jo e3J0odex JO epaIpuny ‘wipsm OF[qnd oWy UE
K s | m. £ 93 o [3ue33W pRaJdespla UMY 03 38JFF oWy swa 3§ ‘®ydefqo yone Jo-
8 o S R - WUTIUNTE WAOUY 38JTJ OUI 30U Swa SFUY WMOWITY *pasas jo
) / g 1, 08 .8::8 & = - 23%X Y¥IY ¥ 39 UOTISAWO) U FUT[SARI) 3JI0STE padwys-oeip
4 + MF. g o % :m #uy£(j SUTU PIAIINQO UOIFUTYEEA JO 83WIE #Y3 W] SUIEIUNON .
) A IV o ¥ B A v “m m et ] a Y P epwosND Y3 Jaa0 YUTATJ 30TFd UNFITATO ® ‘LebT ‘euns #Z2 WO
: | = JRpE.g 300 B () Z
® \ . kR Bm M..- A ~
< e , > o : : .»wu.n,,“.w.. m -3 MJ I 40 TW0 402 \ﬂ .
| LaL . » a
= ° N ;NQV\ : “ 8 m
] b4 V i Pt “ w m Y 1
. o C
2 B “ S5k 4850 s =
- H ¢ ! sk .u,.u 3 -+ m
. 4 4 o' . : -
-_ b \V = m g m ow ~H 7
n R | Gt ¥ g x| .
mny 2% 4 8 m q -
} WJ “ m E e ‘ m
» & ~ M
-4 o -
> & ‘s
o o
-4
Ela & < m
8% =
32 H

of the Dnited States

VARNIRG!
compartaentalie

level.




DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS
BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE DC 20332-6001

Mr Lawrence Fawcett
P.O. Box 218
Conventry CT 06238

Dear Mr Fawcett

This is respanse to your 18 December 1989, request for information which we
received on 27 December 1989.

A search of the Defense Central Index of Investigations (DCII), using the
identifying data furnished in your letter, has disclosed that the Air Force
Office of Special Investigations (AFOSI) is not maintaining any files
identifiable with your request. The DCII is a cansolidated listing of files
held by the investigative campanents of the Department of Defense.

Sincerely

brard #

FRANK H. BATTEN, JR., SA
Chief, FOIA/PA Release Branch
ICS, Information Management

In his September 30, 1989, Focus newsletter, Moore claimed that
he was aware of covert interest in Larry Fawcett by the Air Force
Office of Special Investigations (0SI). Our book was said to have
been obtained by the O0SI through an "operative" and that surveillance
of Fawcett was through "someone who knew him well."

Since this editor, according to Moore, was not of sufficient in-
terest to warrant OSI surveillance, we decided to pursue only Fawcett's
alleged O0SI file. A request was sent on December 18, 1989.

As evidenced above, we are unable to verify Moore's claim and
regard it as spurious.

LATE NOTE

CLEAR INTENT is due to be reissued under the title THE UFO
COVER-UP in the next few months. We will keep you advised as to
the book's availability.
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