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Bil Moore and the Roswell Incident:
The True Believers Deceived

By Robert G. Todd

Through the efforts of the Fund for UFO Research (FUFOR),
three documenis have been made available 1o the general public
for almost ten years. These documents consist of a 30 October
1947 cover letier from Air Force Brig. Gen. George F. Schulgan,
then-Chig!, Air Inteliigence Hegqurements Duvision, Otfice of the
Assistant Chief of Staff, A-2 (Intelligence), and the iwo documents
the cover letter forwarded to "CSGID," apparently the Intelligence
Division of the Army General Staff. The two enclosures consisted
o a document identitied as “Intelhgence Heguirements.™ and an-
other documen identitied as a "Drall ol Collection Mermoran-
dum.”

All three documenis appeared in a FUFOR publication entitled
Documents and Supporting Information Helated to Crashed Flyin
Saucers ang Operation Majesic Twelve, oaled Jung 22, 1887,
compiled by Dr. Bruce Maccabee, then-Chairman of FUFOR. Dr,
Maccabee's narrative claimed the documents "were released by
the Matioral Archives i 18857 and the declageification authority
chown on Schulgan's cover letter indicalet the OOCUMENIE wiare
copied lor somebuody on January 28, 1985,

All three documents also found their way into ancther report
prepared by FUFOR, entitted The Roswell Events, a supposed
"Congressional briefing” revised and updated in December of
1983, and which FUFOR furmshed 1o & number ol sendlors and
congresspersons in an attempt to enlist their support for an offi-
cial inguiry (hearings) into the Foswell incident. Mot surprisingly,
at leas! one copy of the "briefing” also found s way into the Nies
of the Office of Science and Technology Policy ({OSTP), headed by
Dr. John Gibbons, President Clinton's science advisor,

In addingn 1o figuring in the wildly speculative theorigs con
faingd in the narrative portion of O, Maccabee' s compilation, the
threg documents in guestion have been lauded in Iwo Dooks by
Timothy Good, Above Top Secret and Beyond Top Secret. In
both books, Good, a British “researcher,” characterized the docu-
mants as "strong evidence” thatl Genaeral Schulgen knew about the
alien craft recavered during the Roswell ingidant. American “re-
searchers,” Stan Friedman and Don Berliner, co-authors ol per-
haps the most fantastically absurd book ever published on the
FRoswell non-avent, Crash at Corona, aleo pointed 1o these docu-
ments 1o support the idea that the governmen! et about Roswell,
and thal an alien spaceship and its ahen crew aclually were recov-
ered by the Air Force, which has hidden the “truth™ from the pub-
lic ever since.

Thit would be all well and good, If not for ong simpla, indis-
putable facl. Al three documents are fakes!'

Peter Gersten, legal counsel for Citizens Against UFQ Secrecy
(CAUS), tirst brought these documents to my attention in Augusl
of 1087, when he furnished me with copies. Gersien suspected
thie documents were fakes and asked for my opinion, | compared
the take drafl to Intelligence Collection Memorandum No. 7, “Un-
conventional Alrcraft,” dated 21 January 1848 (which was the
final, published version of the draft memao), and althougn the clas-
sitication markings on the drall seemed unusSual for the time
period, and numerous other differences between the dralt and
final vorsions were noted, nothing stood ou! as conclusive avi-
dence that the documents wera anything bul auth&ntic -. rrespec-
tive of the reference 10 “interplanetary crafl,” which | merely
atiributed to differing opinions that allegedly existed among mili-
tary personnel who had official involvement with the subjec! at the
time. | informed Feter Gergtan that | had no good reason to be-
heve 1Ne QQCUMENIS were not authentic. Neverineless, the un-
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usual classification markings nagged at me for almost ten years.
During the intervening years, | received only two requests for
copies of the three documents as they appeared in the FUFOR
ublicatinn, with one of those reguesis coming late last year.
ecause the classitication markings continued to haun!t me, in
each instance when | furnished copies, | had to inform the recipi-
ent thal, while | saw nothing that stood outl as proo! the doCu-
ments were fake, since | had not obtained the documents myself,
| could not vouch for their authenticity, After the second reguest
for copies, | decided 1o lay MLMSPIEIQHI to rest by obtaining cop
ies of the originals from the National Archives. Archives parson-
nel furnished those copies in late January.

A nnpi of the fake Schulgen
covor lefler accompanies this article as Appandix 1, while a copy
ol the genuine cover |efter is labeled Appendix 2. A comparison
of the two documents reveals the following anomalies:

1. The classification markings on the fake cover letler are dil-
ferent from those on the genuine letier, and are unsusal for the
time period. Without the genuine document tor comparison, the
classification markings, in and of themselves, are not sufficient 1o
justify calling the lake letter a {ake.

2, The genuine and fake cover letters both display handwritten
notations, "XA52. 1/migc” and "X0008 phenomena,” that are cross
references 10 other gecimal file numbers and titles. The hand-
writing on the genuine and fake versions is different,

4. Although the text of the fake and genuine cover letters is
the same i the same ac the tex! of the genuine letter, it's clear
that the fake was retyped using a differant typewriter_ In particu-
lar, note the differences in the typewritlen numbers at the top of
the page near the "SECRET" stamp, and below the date, "30
oCcT 15?,' rubber stamped on both documents.

4. On Appendix 1 (the fake cover letter), the stamped dale,
"A0 OCT 1947, clearly is 2 composfie made by at least 2 differ-
ent rubber stamps. The letters in the "OCT" portion are noticea-
bly larger than the number portions, "30" and "1847." In addition,
the year portions of rubbar stamp daters are lormed as one piece,
with the numbers spaced closely together. On Appendiz 1, how-
gver, the numbers are spread out more than would be expected i
the year had been applied with a real date stamper. The numbers
"47" in "1047" .also appear to be xii%htly raised, suggesting tha!
each individual oign moved freely  Thus it appears that the “30°
and “1847" portions were applied using a numberning rubber stamp
to achieve the day-month-year military style date stamp. Also, it
i5 highly unlikely that, in 1885 or 1886, the forger had access o a
date slamp that had the preformen year “1847° on it

The lemer "T" in the "OCT" portion of the dale stamp on Ap-
pendix 1 appears to be slightly raised, which suggests that the

QCT" portion of the date on the fake cover letter was formed
using & do-it-yourzelt rubber stamp kil known 1o be availabie 10
Bill Moore of Hoswell fame.

5. At the bottom of the genuine cover letter {(Appendix 2)
there appears a blocked area that was prinled directly on the
gheets uced for carbon copies using a printing press. These
hincks were used 1o record the initials of agency officials in the
various offices mvolved in the coordination. In the case of the
cover letter, two offices coordinated on it: AFOIR CO (the Col
lection Branch ol the Air Intelhigence Requirements Division), and
AFBIR. which was Gen. Schulgen's office. Appendix 2 shows thal
Lt. Col. George Garrett mihialed the coordination block for
AFOIR-CO, and Gen. Schulgen initialed for his office.

A portion of the coordination block alsp appears al the bottom
of the Take cover letlar (Appendix 1), and, podly gnougn, the yped
oftice symbols, "AFOIR-CO™ and "AFBIR.” appear in exactly the
same posilions on both copies. In addition, & small portion of
Gen. Schulgen's initiale also appears on the fake, and, like the
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\yped office symbols, that portion af Schulgen’s initials appearing
on the fake version appears in exactly the same position as on the
genuwing version, Since the fake and genuine cover lettars wera
fyped on two differant typewriters at ditterant times, the only rea-
sonable explanation s that the coordination block was cut off a
copy of the genuine document and pasted on the bottom of the
fake lor added authenticity.

6. It also appears that the stamps, "PHM 116817 and "HQ
AAFT with 30 OCT 1847 and "AAG - MAIL BRANCH,” wara cut
from a copy of the genuine letter and pasted on the fake. Overall,
it is clear the forger went 1o a lot of trouble to make the fake
cover letter look like the genuine cover letter. At lirst glance, one
could be mistaken for the other, and without the genuine docu-
ment 1o compare the two, there would be no good reason o sus-
pect forgery.

f. The declassification notice at the top of the fake cover lat-
1er goes nol appear on the genuing cover lener, for good reason.
The declassitication notice on the genuine cover lelter was rubber
stamped on the document when it was copied for me. More im-
portant, howavar, (g tha fact that the declassification notice on the
fake cover lelfer also was cut from another document and pasted
onto the fake to add authenticity, and 1o "validate” the document
as one “released” by the National Archives. In tact, the declassifi-
cation notice on the fake cover letter was taken from one of the
documents turnished to me by the National Archives in 1885,

In 1984, | submitted a reguest 1o the Archives for the decimal
000.9, "Flying Discs" records among the decimal correspondence
liles of the Air Force Director of |ntelligence that were located at
the National Archives facility in Suitland, Maryland at the time, as
part of Record Group 341. Mr. William G. Lewis was 1ha archi-
¥ist al the Suitland tacility who handled the request for ma.

Because approximately 2000 pages of records were involved,
copies of the racords had to be shipped 1o me in batches, As each
hatch was copiad, 8 declassification “slug’ was prepared, consist-
ing of a slip of paper with the declassification authority typed on
it. Also contained on the slug was the number assigned to the de-
classification action for the records in guastion, ac well as the
name of the archivist wha handied the request for copies, and the
date the copies were made. which, in the case of the lake cover
letter, was January 29, 1985. The declassilication slug then
would ba laped face down on the copy machine, so that the de
classitication authorily would appear on each copy automatically,
saving Archives personnel from the laborious rask of siamping
each document individually. Once the copying was completed, the
declassification slug would be discarded, since it pertained 1o &
specihic batch of records that had bean copied on a specific date

Sometimes the archivisl's nama or initialz will ba typed on the
slug. along with the date of copying, but sometimes this informa-
tion will be hand printed on the slug, as in the case of the fake
cover letter. Ag it turng out, the hand printad "W G Lewig” and
“Jan 29, 1985 on the fake cover lenar are idantical -- nol just
simiar, but identical - 1o the same information hand printed on

a declassification slug used on one ol the batches of racords fur-
nished to me in 1885 by Mr. Lewis from the decimal 000 9 files
located al the Suitland facility.

Reproduced below as Exhibit 1 is a copy of the declassification
slug from the fake Schulgen cover letter  Exhibit 2 is a copy of
the declassification slug from the batch of 000.9 files copied tor
me on January 28, 1985, and Exhibit 3 is & ::upr of the declassifi-
cation slug from the batch of 000.9 tiles copied for me on January
24, 1885

An examination ol Eghibits 1 and 2 will show that the hana
printed information is § igal in both exhibits, -although the
printed information on Exhibit 2 appears darker due to copying
variations. The hand printed information in Exhibit 3 appears
simifar 1o the others, but maf Identical.

Also note that the declassification number does nol appear in
Exhibit 1, the fake cover letter. This would have provided further
evidence that the fake IS indeed a lake, since the declassification
number applies 10 records in Record Group 341, The genuine
Schulgen cover letter was not stored in Record Group 341 at the
Archives” Suitland facility, where Mr. Lewis worked in 1985. It
was filed among the decimal correspondance files of the Air Adju
tant Genaral (AAG) in Record Group 18, which wera stored at the
main Archives in Washington, D.C. proper in 1885. (Both ses of
records have since been transterred to the National Archives at
College Park, Maryland.)

Als0 notewortny is the fact that, although the top of the fake
cover letter shows a declassification slug lor use on & copy ma-
chine, not one of the pages of the supposed enclosures bears the
declassification notice, as if the notice on the cover letter was
placed there only 1a “valigare” the document as having come from
the National Archives.

A careful examination of the genuine cover letter shows that it
was prepared on the government size paper in use in 1947. Gov-
arnment size paper was slightly emallar than the typical 814" x 117
paper used in the civilian worlg. (in recemt years, Congress
changed the law 50 that standard 8%" x 117 paper would be used
by all government agencies.) As a result, the borders of the ganu-
Ine cover latter appear on the copy of the letter lurnighed to ma
by the Archives.

When the genuine cover lettar is held up in front of the fake
cover letter so that the right-hand edge of the genuine letter is
positioned at tha right-hand edge of the hand printed cross refer-
ence, "X 0003 Phenomena,” on the take letter, it becomes appar-
ent thal the lake letter couldnt have been prepared on govern-
ment size paper, even though it was typed on a different type-
writer, and aven though it displays the printed coordination blocks
at the botrom, which were applied 1o genuine government paper
using & printing press. Had it been prepared on goOvVErNment size
paper, the left-hand margin would have been far too narrow, and
certainly would not have been considered acceptable. Likewise,
all pages ot the two genuine enclosures fo the genuina cover letter
also were lyped on government size paper then (n use.
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EXHIBIT 1 - Declassilication slug from the lake Schulgen cover letter. Note handwriling igentical to Exhibit 2.

JECLAS3IFIZD PER Za£CUTIVE ORDER 12356, Section 3.3,
Sy W & Lewis NARS, Date Tan 29,75L5 .

EXHIBIT 2 - Declassification slug from the baich of 000.9 files copied lor me on January 29, 1585
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NARS, Date

AICYTIVE OQDIR 12356, 3ection 3.3, WM/ P &¥/50F

EXHIBIT 3 - Declassification siug from the batch of 000.9 liles copied for me on January 24, 1985. Note same declassification
number as on Exfubit 2. Only the dates are different. Handwriting is similar - but not identical — to Exhibits 1 ana 2
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In addition, i the right-hand edge of the coordination blocks on
the fake and genuwne cover letiers are linod up, the handwritten
word, “Phenomena,” would run off the page. The lake cover et
tar 15, thergfore, a retyped, cul-and-pasie fake, There 15 NO
doubt about it

Because the fake cover letter could not have been preparad on
government size paper, it the parson who claims 10 have “townd”
the take documents in the Archives -- which almost cerlamly 15 the
same person who forged the documents — comes forward and pro-
duces copies of the documents from among genuine records at
the Archives, it is safe to predict that the documents this “person’
will produce will have to be on B x 117 paper. In addition. the
cover letter will pot be on onionskin-type paper used for carbon
copies. will pot have the coordination blocks at the bottom printed
on it in ink from a printing press, will pot have the rubber stamp
markings apphed directly 1o the paper, and will por nave ihe
coordinaing  officials’ Inltials signed in the coordination blocks in
ink, and povee of the documents will be on government 5i2e paper.
In fact, the cover letter will hgwe 10 ba a modern-day photocopy on
modern-day 8%" x 11" paper. All of the fake documents will have
In be on 8% ¥ 11" paper. There is a possibility that the retyped
originals ol the lake enclosures to the cover letter were inserted
into one of the files at the Archives by the forger - bul they won't
be on government gize paper.

In addition, the "SECHET™ stamp at the top of the cover letler
clearly was apphed over the relyped information, "AFQIR-CO/Lt
Col Garrett,” which means it had to be applied using a rubber
stamp when the document wag forged circa 19B5-86 Further-
more, the "SECHET" marking at the top of the cover leller
maiches the "SECRET" markings on the fake enclosures, which
further verifies that the enclosures are indoed fakes. Since it is
unlikely the forger sat in an Archives reading room and applied the
fake "SECRET" stamps Io fake dpouments, it 15 possible the
tnrger typed up the take enclosures (o the cover letler, applied the
lake “SECRET" stamps. and then went to the Archives and in
serted the fakes into a file, in which case they may not be photo-
copies, but they certainly will be on B%" ¥ 11" paper, and nof on
government size paper. |1 the fake cover leller also was inserted
intp & hile at the Archives, it will have to be & pholoéopy on
modern-day, 81" » 11" photocopy paper.

8. Handwritten along the right-nand edge of the genuine cover
letter is the nmation, “350.09 Imelligence,” which s the decimal
number and title of the file in which the genuing documenl 15
lpcated. The fake cover letter bears no such notation, perhape to
thwart attempts to find the genuine documents. According to the
Archives, copies of the ganuine documents are not hled in "452.1
Misc,” or in "000.9 Phenomena,” files that are cross-referenced on
both the fake and genuing cover letters, By leaving out the reter-
ence to "350.08 Intelligence,” perhaps the torger thought hig tor-
gery would never be uncovered. Without the genuine documens,
it's very difficult (il not impossible) to prove forgery.

| COLLECTION MEMORANDUM: The hrel page ot
the collection mamnp wWas reiyped on the fake without alterations of
any kind, except for the unusual classification markings. The first
substantive alteration to the genuine text appears in paragraph 4,
The genuing documant saye;

This strange object, or phenomenon, may be considered, in
view of certain observations, as leng-range arcraft capable of
a high rate of climb, high cruiging speed (possibly sub-sonic at
all hmes) ang highly maneuvarable and capable nf being tiown
in wery lght formation. For the purpose of analysis and
evaluation of the so-called "flying saucer” phenomenon, the
objoot cighted is being assumed 1o be a manned gircratl, of
RHussian prigin, _the__per ik i
istimenis of the Germans,

The portions in the above quote in bold, underlined italics high-
light information the forger deliberately omitted trom 1he fake ver-
gi0n, of otherwise rearranged ur altered from the text in the onig-
nal version, in an obvious ettempl 1o make the document appear
more mysterious than it really is. By removing the phrase. “possi-
bly sub-somic at all times " the forger hoped to remove clear prood
that thie drafters ol the genuing document were thinking in lerms
ul terrestrial aircraft, and not extraterrestrial spaceships. Like-
wise, in removing the "air” trom the weord “aircralt” to torm the
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word “cralt,” the forger further attempied o add a sense of mys
tery o the documents, and by implication suggested thal the pre
valling opinion among the military personnel “in the know” was
that the flying saucers waren't merely advanced aircraft of tarres.
trial origin, bul instead were extremely advanced frall of extraler-
restrial ongin, capabie of flight Do in the atmusphere and in
space. These are sublle - but substantive and tighly ellective

changes to the genuine test,
Paragraph & of the genwing document included the following
pacsage:

A recent report indicates that the Hussians are now planning
1o build & fieet of 1,800 Horten VIII (zix enging pusher) type
flying wing aircraft. 1he wing span is 131 feei. The
swespharck angle is 30 degrees. The Russian version s re-
porled o be jet propelled.

The passage quoted above was delered entirely from the fake
version for obvious reasons.

One hundred percent of the genuine document was gearod
toward the idea that some type of object was lying around, and
the thinking within Air Forca Intelligence (AFIN) wag that the
mos! hkely source tor the gircralt was the Aussians, based on the
Horen brothers’ flying wing designs.  The genwine documents are
logical and internally consistent, wheraas the changes the forger
made in the fgkg documents rander them illogical and internally
incongigient.  [he torger would nave us believe that AFIN knew
trom the Roswall incident that the flying saucers were alien space-
craft - that they really came from outer space  but they watted
the time of countiess intelligence perzennel in the pointless search
tor the Horten brothers, their sister, And heir associates who had
knowleoge of their flying wing designs, when such information
pbwipusly had nothing whatever to do with alien spacecraft
unless the forger intends to propose the ridiculous idea that
Adolph Hitler entered into an intergalactic pact with the aliens
under which the Nazis were furnished with advanced extra-
terrestrial technology that was captured by the Russians following
World War |I! The fake doocuments don't make sense, but the
genwne documente go make sence. Thare iz no bergr prool that
the fake documents are indeed fake.

*DRAFT"_INCLOSURE NQ, 1: This fake document containg the
largest number of alterations. The very hrsl page of the genuine
document containg handwritten cross references o other decimal
numbers and file ttles, handwritlen notations that do NOT appear
on the fake version, Other notable differences include the follow-
I H

w 1. Subparagraph la of both the fake and genuing documents
aske. “What German scientisis had a better-than-average knowl-
edge of the Horten brothers' work and perspective thinking: whera
are theso scientists now located, and what is their presant activ-
ity?" But the genuing document goes on 1o say, ~Should be con-
tacted and Iinterrogated,” whereas the fagke document says,
* These should be contacted and interrogated. |In short, the genu-
ine document contains an incomplele sentence, which the lake
document corrects. Even more curious 15 the fact that the collec-
tion memo, as it was finally published. also contains the incom-
plete sentence, "Should be contacted and interrogated,” which is
further proof that the gemuing document wac the document used
to produce the published version/

This peculiar discrepancy may help identify the forger as a
teacher (or former teacher) who simply couldnt stand to soce an
incomplete sentence in an official government document -- or as
somebody who suffers from Obsessive-Compulsive Disorder
(OCD) whose affliction simply wouldn't allow fim 1o repeal the
incomplete senlence in the fake, 11 is a peculiar discrepancy
indeed, especially in light of the published version,

Having omitted a sizable portion of paragraph & from the
other document, the forger falt free (if not compelled) to omi
three subparagraphs from his fake "Dratt Inclosure No. 1," con-
gerning the information deleted from the other document. Thaese
three subparagraphe, 1b, ¢, and d, asked what Rustian facinrias
are building the Horten Viil gesign, why are they buiding 1800 of
the planes, and whal is the Russians’ tactical purpose for building
the planes — all questions that make it abundantly clear that tha
only source for the saucerc given any credence by AFIN was the
Futsiane. The remaining paragraphs in the fake were moved up
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in place of the deleted subDparagrapns.
4 A revealing alleration appears o paragraph 3, "ltems of
Construction,” Paragraph 3o of the genuing documaent ayE:

Composite or sandwich construction glilizing various combina-
none nf meials. plastics, and perhaps balsa wood.

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

Composite o sandwich construction utihzing various combina-
tions of metals, metallic foils, plastice, and perhaps baica
wood gr similar material

it the fake drall were genung, there would have been no
good, logical reason to delete the referances to "metalhe fods
and "similar materiale” from the tinal version - no logical. cred:
ble reason whatsogver. Yer thus 15 exaclly whal the forger expects
us 10 betieve, and no doubl he/she/it will manufacture all kinds of
absurd reasons for these supposed deletions.

4, Paragraph 3¢ also wae altered by omitting genuine 1exi.
The fake saye, "Unusgual fabricatinn memnnds o dchieve exlreme
light weight and structural stability,” whereas the genuwine docu-
ment aclually says, “Unusual fabrication methods to achieve ex-
treme light weight and structural stability particularfy in connec-
tign with [ storage.”

Again, tne forger omitled the highlighted genuine text because
it atinibuted the flying saucers to terresinial technology, and not to
super-advanced alien technology.

5. The same motivation appears 1o he hehind the forger's
pmission of information from paragraph 4, "Hems of Arrange-
ment.” Paragraph 4 in the genuine document says:

h. Bomb bay provicions, such as OIMensIons. ApRroximale
location, and unusual featur

.
Wheroas subparagraphs 4h and 41 1he fake donrument say.

h. Unusual leatures of provisions regarding the opening and
closing of the doors.

i, Bomb bay provisions, such as dimensions and approximale
lacation.

The highlighted portions from the genuine document clearly
reterred 1o the locatinn and operation of bomb bay doors on
unconventional (but terrestrial) aircraft - not 1o the locaton and
pperalion of exotic alien doors on pxtraterrastrial spaceships.
Still, the forger cleverly manipulated the genuine text 10 add
waight to the 1dea of extraterresirial origin.  Maost impor tant ul ali,
howaver, the torger manipulated the genuine test to validate the
Roswell incident, which is yet another clue to the torger’s identity,

Paragraph 5, “Landing Gear," in the fake document had phony
additions made 1o the genuing taxt:

a. Indicate lype of landing gear -
cle, multiple wheel, ete.

or skid.

Obwiously, @ “lripod" arrangement would be useful only tor air
craft capable of vertical take offs and landings. Otherwise, we
might reasonably expect & tripod (as opposed 10 A rricylcg)
arrangement to dig into the ground upon landing and flip the ar-
eraft over. The genuine document contains no refergnce to tripod
landing gear, although it doés mention a skid arrangsment tor
Ln_nd:nl;, which certainly 1en't beyond reason, even for conventional
aircrafl,

7. Paragraph 6cld) in the genuine document says, "Type of
h;ali."wharaas the s?ma paragraph in the fake memop gays, "Type
of fuel, or, conversely, lack of wisi !

The fake documents contain other, minor diflerences, bul the
points addressed above are more than sufficient to show that the
lake documents are indeed fakes, and that, through the omicgion
of genuine text and the addition of fake text, the forger attampled
1o add mystery to the aratt collection mema, and atlempted (o
make the UFO field believe the primary motivation behind the

whether conventional, tricy
_such
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res regarding (he epening and

memno was the crashed alien gpacezhip supposedly recnvered
during the Roswell incident  The fake ODCLUMENIS Were gesgned
cpecihically 10 validate the Roswell mcident. in much the sama way
the lake MJ-12 documents were designed 1o validate tha Hoswell
incident.

There oxigts at leact one other version of the collechon memao.
i1 was releasen lasl year by the U.S. Army Intelligence and Secu
rity Command {INSCOM) after they reviewed old intalligence
records thal had not been indexed previously.

ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF INFORMATION (ECI) INSCOM
releasen several hundred pages of records related to flying sau-
cers. Included among those records wae a letter, dated 21 Dcto-
ber 1947, from the Office of the Deputy Director of Intelligence,
Headguarters, European Command, fo ihe Assistant Criet of
Syafl. A-2 (Inielligence), U.S. Air Forces in Europe. The subject
of the letter was, " Transmittal of EE| on Alleged ‘Flying Saucer *

The "EEI" pited in the latter's subject line was the “Essential
Elemanits of Information” which the letter stated had been "wril-
ten ny WRIGHT FIELD, OHIO. concerming the flying saucers
recently sighied over the UNITED STATES.” The letter furthar
stated:

For your infarmation, the Air Mateniel Command al WRIGHT
FIELD is waking a study of this subject and is conetructing
models to be tested ina wind tunnel. As a guide in CONSIFUCT
ing the models, descriptions IToMm Varinus persons who claimed
to have sighted these objects were used. The Arr Materiel
Command is of the opinion that some sort of object, such at
the flying saucer, did exisl.

The 21 Dctober 1947 letter also comains a “memo for record”
("MIR”) which reads: "Inclosed EE| was given this office by Lt
ol Seashore of the Air Materiel Command.”

The EE! that accompaniad the 21 Octobar Iatter is litled, "AIR
INTELLIGENCE GUIDE tor ALLEGED 'FLYING SAUCER' TYPE
AMRCRAFT.” and bears no date, although, obviously, it had 1o
have been prepared prior to 21 October 1847. In fact, relaten
correspondence released by INSCOM shows the FEI had 1o have
been prepared betore 20 Cictaber 1947,

Like the genuing drafl collection memo, and the final, pub
lished collection mema, the CE| makes no mention of “interplane-
tary craft” or “metallic foils," but inslead concentrates erciusively
on flying wing designs developed by the Horten brothers. and the
German High Command's “delinile interest” in these designs
ioward the end of World War |1, And like the other genuine docu-
ments, the EEl — which definitely was prepared af Wright Fiald
whore the Hoswell myth says the denris from the alien spaceship
was taken -- RYpresses the need 0 contact and interrogate tho
Horten bruthers, their sister, and their associates who might have
information on their unconventional designs. In fact, INSCOM
released a large quantity of records which detall the efluris of
Counterinteligence. Corps (C1C) agents in Europe to locate and
interrngate these people. and the documents report on thesa
atforts in some detail. Interestngly, one of the documents
includes a drawing of a Horten aweraft design which depicts an
aircrait with wha! appears to be a dome, and shows how the pilol
wnuldl 1y 1he plane while lying belly-down under the dome,

Perhaps the most important feature of the EEI 1 the fact that
- with minor, non-gubstantive excepliong -- it uses language iden-
tigal to the language used in the genuine drall collection meme,
and in the final, published memo. Substantively, the EEl i5 identi-
al W the genuine draft and final versions of the memo. 1he
language used in the EEI is so much like the language used in the
genuine draft memo that there is no doubt in my mind that the
EE| was the basis for the drall memo Schulgen submitied for
publication, The basic points covered in the three documents may
be orgamzed a little diffterently in each version, but they all say
the same thing.

ulnmately. the technical intelligence (T-2) personnel at Wright
Field were responsible for the contents of the genuine drai
mema. And il is clear from the records released by INSCOM thal
the T-2 personnel had relied on the descriptions furnished by wit-
nesses wno claimer 10 have sighted flying saucers, They were
gven building models for tests inoa wind tunnel, pbasad on the
descriptions the witnesses gave — and pof on recoverad Oeoris
from Foswell,
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Again, the contents of the fake documenis are illogical and
internally inconsistent, and no amount of twigsled reasoning and
prepnsierous thearnizing an e par? of the Roswell promoters can
explain away the illogic and the inconsistencies. It makes NO
sense to waste valuable time and resources hunting down the
Horten brothers and their associates if the U.S, government had
alreany racoverad a crashen alien spacesnip in New Mexico - NO

ENSE WHATSQEVER! The story Lhese fake documents tell is
downright stupid, which is maore than enough evidence o show
they are takes:

WHO FORGED THE FAKE DOCUMENTS?
Logically, the person who claims to have "found” the documenis al
the Mational Archives is the chiet suspect. But who was that?

Apparently FUFOH has been selling the fakeg to an unguzpect-
ing public only since June of 1987, when Dr. Maccabee used them
in his compilation, But, just about a year betore, Bill Moore,
head of the Roswell/MJ-12 Dream Team, wrote an article, "Phil
Klags and the Hoswell incident: the skeptics deceived,” which
appeared (0 e July/August 1586 Issue ol the (nrernational UFO
Reporter (IUA), n which he quoted extensively from the fake
documents.  The “New Listings for Spring 1987" mailed by
William L. Moore Publications & Research, a copy of which | re-
ceived In May of 1987, liste a paper entitled “"Phil Klass & The
Hoswell Ingdent, The Skeplics Deceived,” by Bill Mowre., The
listing indicates that this was the first time Moore offered the
paper for sale, although it gives the date of the paper ag July
18R6 Presumanly the paper Moore offeren for sale containgd the
same mlormaton as s (URA article. As far as | can determine,
Mocre's (U article was the first public mention of the fake docu-
ments, The declassification notice on the fake Schulgen cover
letter indicates that, if the document were genuine, 1t would have
been copled at the Archives on January 29, 1985, But it's not
genuing, so we don't know exactly when it surfaced, or who
“tound" or manulactured it. All we do know is that, based on Bill
Moore's listing, the fakes had to be created sometime prior to
July ol 1986,

I wrote to Richard Hall, Chairman of TUFOR, asking where
they got their copies ol the Schulgen letter and its two enclosures,
but | have yet to receive a response. Whatever their source tor
1he fake documenis, we are left 10 assume they merely accepied
thern as genuing on good 1aith alone.

In his /UR article, Moore writes as though he was the person
wha "found” the fake cover latter and itg fake anclogures. Accord-
ing to Moora:

The document 15 a five-page draft {not & final version) of a
Secret data collection memeorandum on flying disce, intended,
once finalized. for gistribution to Air Force military attaches in
Europe and Asia. Apparently the texl of 1his drafll met with
someone's disapproval because the final version — a copy of
winch wag found in a different hle -- had been gomewhat
reworked before heing approved for distribution

It seems clear that Bill Moore was the first person o write
about the fake documents, and he wrote about themn in such a way
a5 to suggest that he, personally, “tound” them. Although the
declassification notice says the cover letier was copied on January
25, 1885, none of the publications produced by Moore during 1985
of which | am aware made any mention of the draft memo,
although they did mantion the approvimately 2000 pages of tiying
disc records | uncovered. As noled abuve, 3 declassification slug
from one of the batches of those 2000 pages of records sent to
me was cut from one of the documents and pasted on the fake
cover letler. Neither the Schulgen letter nor the drafll memo was
in that bpatch of records sent 1o me, and the derlassification slug
was specific to that batch of records. Thal particular Latch ol
records covered the 1850-63 period, not the late 1940s. The
came baich of records copied lor somebody else on a different
date would show the different date on the declaszification slug

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

As noted earher, the typewriter typestyle used on all three of
thie fake documents matches the typesiyle nn one of at least three
lypewriters Bill Moore has used i the pasi, bul doesn't match
gither ol tho two typestyles used 1o produce Ihe genuing docu-
ments. And as noted previously, Bill Moore uses a do it yourselt

TSR

rubber stamp kit, hke the one apparently ueed to fake the "OCT"
portion of the date stamped on the fake cover letter, and the
lypestyle nf the impression appears (o match one Moore uses.

In his [UR article, Moore claims the draft collection memo is
dated October 2B, 1947, yet neither the fake version nor the genu
ine version bears any date Schulgen's cover letier hears two
dates, one typewrinen (28 Oci 477, and the other {"30 OCT
1847") applied with a rubber stamp dater, The typewritten date,
"28 Oct 47," was the date Schulgen’s cover letter was written, and
the stamped date, "30 OC1 1947, was the date the lefter was
signed and presumably dispaiched. The aciual dates when the
two enclosures to the cover letter were prepared cannot be deter-
mined from the documents themselves,

Moore leaves himself some wiggle room in his JUR article
whan nhe alleges thal he found the draft version of the collection
memno in one lile, and a “final," “reworked” version in another file.
It isn't known if the “final," “reworked” version to which Moore
referred was the final, published Intelligance Collection Memaoran-
dum Noo 7, or the version | refer 1o as the genaing drall collacton
memo.

Unfortunately, to explain away the fakes, all Bill Moore need
do is say the fakes were in a file when he visited the Archives, and
cite the tile number and title. 1 the fakes are in the lile, we
should be able 1o deerming whether or not they are authentic,
based on the points raised above. |i the documents are not in the
file, however, all Bill Moore need do is assert that they were thera
when he examined the file, and he doeen't know what happened 1o
Ihem after that.

Then another charter member of the Roswell/MJ-12 Dream
Team, backward engineer Stan Friedman, who, either wittingly or
unwittingly, has spenl considerable time running interlgrence lor
the con man (or men) who manufactured the Take M.J-12 docu-
Ments, can concoct another asining redason why we should accept
the fake documents as genwne anyway. Perhaps he'll suggest
that the MJ-12 group — who Friedman apparently believes think
the “research™ he and Bill Moore perform is g0 important that they
keep tabs on them -- read that Bill Moore found the drafl memuo,
so they went to the files and removed it to preserve the security of
Frigdman's baloved "Cosmic Watergate." And, once again, tha
“absence of evidence” will be turned into evidence 0f @ Conspiracy.

Friedman is an imegral part of the team of Roswell/iMJ-12
scammers. The function he performs, which essentially is that of
a shill in a con game, is critical if the scam has any chances of
working. Thae only guestion remaining is whether Friedman 15 a
knowing, willing participant in the scam, or merely a butloonish
dupe - a wselul ohol in the eyes of the con men who run the
Moswell/MJ-12 scam. Frankly, in my opinion, Friegdman isn'l
clever enough to be anything but a buffoonish dupe. The
Roswell/MJ-12 con men know 2 useful idiot when they see one,
and are able 1o mampulate Friedman's obsession with Roswell o
achieve their ends — all without Friedman even being aware he's
being used ag their front man -- the visible, vulnerable (albei
unwitting) membear of e team

Bill Moore should identify the record group, entry or series,
box number, and specific decimal file in which he allegedly "found”
what he identifies as the “draft® version of the mamo (the one
containing the relerences to “interplanetary craft” and “metallic
foils™), and he should idemtify the record group, enlry of series,
box number, and specific decimal file in which he allegedly "found”
the "final," "reworked” version he claimg wag "found in a differam
fila "

While it's true that the lext ol the genuine Schulgen cover lel-
ter was reproduced faithfully in the fake version, the fake cover
letter unquestionably is a fake. Why go to the trouble of produc
ing a fake when the real thing already exists? [he only reason-
able explanation Is thar the forger though! it would tend o
“validate” the fake enclosures i they were typed on the same
typewriter, and displayed the same classification markings as the
cover letter. Otherwise, why not use the pgenuine cover letter
which the evidence shows conclusively had to be available to the
lorger? Bul then, the genuine cover letter also displays the hand-
written designation of the file where the genuine documents can
be found, the disclosure of which might resull in the torgery -- and
the farper -- being unmasken. _

Except lur Peler Gersien's suspicions almost len years ago,
the "documents’ Bill Moore apparently "found” at the MNational
Archives have gone unchallenged until now. In this instance, how-
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aver, without the genuine documents, fakery was extremely dithi-
cult 1o detect. Even so, the monumental Ilrugm embodied in the
take docurments should have told us something was terribly wrong.

Presumably, Bill Moore furnished FUFOR with copies of the
fake documents, and Dr. Maccabee and FUFOR distributed them
te the public and Congress on a good faith basis. Howover, at
bect, FUFOHR acted ag unwitting accomplices in the torger's clever
scheme to have the documents accepted as authentic. Indeed,
FUFOR's circulation of the documents, through sales 1o the gen-
eral public and through trocbies to Congress, in and of itself,
tended 1o lend authenticity to the documents. As a result, FUFUR
now nas a duty 1o correct the situation by Informing the con-
nrgrasspauple that the documents (hey were senl previously are
akes.

Onga again, fake documents have been linked to Bill Moore,
ane ol the authors o! the Hoswell myth. And, as.in the case of
the Cutler-Twining memo (suppusedly "found” by Dream Team
members Jaime Shandera and Bill Moore), once again, the possi-
bility rears its ugly head that fake documants have bean plantad
among genuing racords housed ar the National Archives, in an-
other, bold attempt literally 1o rewrite hisiory,

It Bill Moore really did locate a second dratt of the collection
mama, he should be able to tell us exactly whare he found it, so
we can try and determine whether it 12 genuine, or just anather
fake planted among genuing records,

The fake Schulgen letter, its fake attachments, and the grow-
ing number of fake MJ-12 "documents,” should be of grave con-
cern o evarybody with an interast (n the truth. If wa can no
lunger rely on the authenticity of documents housed at Nalional
Archives facilities because the files have besn contaminated by
con men and zealots, then the subject of UFOs is in critical condi-
tion. if it isn't already dead.
* B A ¢ B A 4+ BA o+ H oAk EOA ¢ EOoAw

Anyhody interasted in obtaining a complete copy of the genuina

Schulgen cover lelter and its genuing enclosures should request
copies from:

Harry Greenwond

| recommend enclosing %2.00 1o help dafray the costs ol copying
and postage.

* B oA x B oA x W A x BA* Eax B ax

Battelle Memorial Institute
and Project Stork

Hy Hobert G. Todd

Questions have ansen in recenl years as to exactly what the rela-
tionship was between the Battelle Memorial Institute {EMI) and
the Mir Techmical Intelligence Center (ATIC) where tha Air
Force's UFO investigation program (Project Blue Book) was
housed. Battelle. under the name "Project Stork.” authored Pro-
ject Blue Book Special Report No. 14, which was released by the
Air Force in the mid-1850s. Battells aleo perlormed othar, UFQ-
rejaten services for Hiue Hook under tha nameas Frojec! Stork and
"Project White Stork” into the 1960s.

Some people have speculated that perhaps Project Stork was
where the "real” UFO investigations were carried out, and that
Hiue Book wasg nothing more than a pubhc refations “cover™ tor the
“secret” UFO projeet.

In an attempt to set the record straight, | sent an inguiry to
Robort L. Young, the historian at the Mational Air Intelligence
Center [NAIC) at Wright-Patterson Air Force Bage, Ohio, which
was formerly known A% the Foreign Technology Division (FTD),
and before that as the Air Technical Intelligence Center (ATIC),
Battelle had produced Projot Blue Book Special Report No. 14
unger contract with ATIC, and | furmished Mr, Young with tha
COMITact numner taken from DA repart, And, using e contract
number, Mr. Young was able (o locale copies ol some ol the con-
tract documents.

TSR

In his 2 January 1997 letter forwarding copies of th
documents, Mr. Young noted that “Batta!lg's nf:&m Incusauclu:;;i?
ing ATIC was always Soviet technolegy,” a statement confirmag
by the contract documents. According 10 Those documents, on or
about 26 January 1351, the name "STORK" was assigned 1 the
secrat contract with Battelle. Under the contract, Battelle was

To provide, through contractual services, a source of scientitic
research and analysis of the technical capabilities of a foreign
government to wage offensive air warfare and to defend itsalt
agamnst air attack; analyze and evaluate selected toreign air
materiel and related data and produce studies and reports con-
cerning the technical charateristics, performance, manulaciue-
ing techniques and materials employed in the production of
guch matarial.

According to the coniract documenis, the "foreign government™ in
guestion was the USSR,

According to another documant Mr. Young was able to locata,
an ATIC latter dated 26 May 1955, on or aboul that date, the
rname "Stork” was changed to "White Stork" because Air Force
ragulations required "that 'nicknames’ of Air Force projects be two
words . .. ."

Waork undaer Project Stork was carried out by initiating sunb-
projects through the use of a Project Proposal Sheet (PPS). which
could be submitted by virtually anybody in the Intelligence Cepart-
ment, or by the contractor. For example, work on Special Report
No. 14 was carried out under FPS-100.

Project Stork (Ballelle) was one of Project Blue Book's
sources for scientific expertise not available within ATIC itself.
Tha Blue Book records make it clear that Project Stork (Battalla)
performed UFO-related services for ATIC in addition o preparing
Special Report No. 14, services that included the analysis of soil
and vegetation samples from alleged UFO events, and there is no
reason 1o beliove Battelle's work on UFO-related matters didn't
continue right up to the time Blue Book was terminated in 1969
No doubt these additional UFO-ralared sarvicRs were procured
using the PP3s, as the need arose.

In short, Battelle, under Project Stork/Whita Stork, was a con
vement source of scientihc expertise, but their primary focus
remained on the Sowviets. Stork/White Stork was not a secrat
"UFQ project™ whare all the “real" work was carried out. The
names Stork and White Stork were the names assigned to the
contract with Battalle, which involved the "Analysis of Foraign Air
Technical Capabilities,” specitically those of the Soviet Union,

I W:ilih any luck al all, this non-mystery can now be considered
solved.

* WoA k WA BoA* H oA * B oA x B Ak

As usual, |, and | alone, am responsible tor the contents of THE
SPOT REPORT. Comments, complainis, suggestions. and
threats {legal and otherwise) should be sent directly to me:

Robert G. Todd
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