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EDITORIAL

Due to the continuing staffing shortage, this issue is a bit late.
Subscribers will not miss any issues as you will still get four quarterly
numbers. Until I can get local assistance, delays may continue but I will
try to keep them at a minimum. There are many interesting stories waiting
in the wings.

With other out-of-state researchers, I am spending time documenting
in greater detail than before the 1947 UFO wave. We have already filled
six large volumes with clippings . in an ongoing search focused primarily
upon the northeast at the moment but spreading into other areas as well.
To expedite this work worldwide, I would urge that any readers having
copies of press stories or other unusual ephemera from 1947 to please
contact me for coordination and exchange of data. A consistently difficult
thing to do has been to convince people to search their area for such
press coverage. Apparently microfilm and readers are very intimidating
to most UFOlogists out there! To our foreign sources, we have found fair
numbers of non-English coverage already in what we could find at various
libraries and universities. The average human lifetime is seventy to eighty
years. Each day that goes by gives us less time to get the whole picture
on this phenomena. Every bit helps no matter how small.

ALTERED DOCUMENT DISCOVERED IN ROSWELL DEBATE

Examination of a document presented by proponents of the Roswell
incident as proof of a U.S. Air Force policy on crashed-disc recovery
has revealed that the document has been altered. The alteration appears
to have been a deliberate attempt to convince readers that the Air Force
had put it's stamp of approval on proposed guidelines for the handling
of downed UFOs of any kind, including, when subsequently identified,
foreign space vehicles. In reality, such-was not the case.

The document is a November 3, 1961 draft proposal emmo on the
staffing of intelligence teams for a variety of purposes (see Exhibit 1,
two pages). One part of these purposes related to the intelligence coll-
ection activities of proposed Projects Moon Dust and Blue Fly, defined
in Exhibit 1, page 2. These projects are now frequently cited as evidence
that ;procedures existed for the "exploitation" of unknown crashed vehicles.
This does not mean that the procedures were exclusively in effect for
UFO recovery since it is clear from the document that the primary purpose

1



DEZPARTMENT OF THE AIR FO =
HEADOUARTLCRS UNITED STATLS A'R FORCE
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

sy  APCIN-1E-D/Colopel Betz

sumcete  (0) AYCIE Intcli!geﬁce Teac Fersomnel ~ % T z NO\’ 1=of

vo. APCIN-1E ’7!15 (!rﬂ-F‘f Iﬂro ]?D’(p’ toas m,-:f

18-1 :
1% UK °'1=rroucé eud WA 40 %,.

\ Fa or2t Ao o

PROELEM: Wards (:'“r' acditn, Jf‘ -Lf‘u_l"l/

It e, U2F
1. (U) To provide queu‘ied personnel for A.PCIR intelligence ‘523_3,, "

-

PACTORS REARING OR TEL FROBLIH: E T .

- T AR

-

. Yo adéitfon to tbelr staff &uty sssign-ents, fotelligence team - -
: personnel teve pascetime duty functions {n support of such Afr Force -
o o~ Frojects as ¥ooodust, Bluefly, snd UF0O, and otber AFCIX éirectel quick

reaction prcfects which require intel[igence tesc cperationﬂ cs;-bluo
.ties (sce Definitions). S A

- 8. Kon:.sl ;erso.nel attritfon, tb.au:h PCS, &lsch: Tge, re'tir'r_:ent,
f - etc., tas reduced the purder of Intelligence teax qualif{ed persccnel ..
e v % belov & ciniou= require=ent, sné pregras=ed perscnael lcuu vith'n the !

- & i Cee o ame ® Sa
-

- . ?euonael acticns witkin ﬂ:e “sutberity of AYFKP ascn: and -'*L‘:;"I"."‘. .

! AFCIU-1L can te taken tc reverse the trend _tovard dimr.‘s'hmx:t. of t.!u il
mteili;ence term cgpgbilit,, T 3R ¥ oL b . e

e g.e
e Pw ._-. R __’......- o
__--.-.4 ey e - .-._:-‘- . s st o B R e 5
.

next ten tCths will balve the CU"T&Dt zenning, S e - ___‘-'_

e g S T

s A'n\ '."l P RIS A &\' R —f'..f‘ﬂ\-ib‘\r'..b*b"
= PR -

R R e
$ie -

- - L TR - v
& e awis
st 1. oA ‘Y T

- A DI o T RPN S N e o
TEAA SN TS Sa BT v M=y
: . . NS

¢ . Je'aTlnade 'y st e Ve, ';43-:" Lt

B C e eree .‘4\ v e e me et ek il seme S se calde W Eoaas o s @ wiame .
———— < 8 o e 0l vt S s ......-~-.~.a - ———

om Sy ans —— e en .t R TS aPNy s T

: EXHIBIT 1: Authentlc Alr ‘Force memo, page 1

- . & ° . B =&
—— " . o 2w . .
3. , ;i o TR AR - s ey
- o . ., ™ ialy g . . 2% g W " e . - o By = N s ¥ -~
. i sl el 3R NG S0 ey T et Baed e (S e Plivee s o m A eans ST o
a0 Nt SMar Je, Wyt L e R P > "



4, € Criteria.

a, Intelligence team perscnnel can perforw effectively oaly with
an adequate beckground of training and experience. Inacequately
qualified perscnnel {n suck assigment would be a 1isbility rather
then an asset to succeesful acccplishment of the rission,

5. €3 Definiticrs.

a, Linguist: Fersonnel who can develop fntelligence inforrmation
through interrogaticn and trznelsticn from Russien znd/or Bloc country
languages to Cnglish.

b. Tech Man: Persconel gualified to develop {ntellizence infor-
retion through field exexiration znd enalyeis of foreign rateriel,
with ephesis cn the Markings Frogrem znd technical photegraphy.

c. Ops Man: Intelligeﬂce tezrm chief., Qualified to direct irtel-
ligence tesmws {n gelning access to terget, im exploitaticn of eaery
perscnnel znd materiel, 232 in use of field co—ﬂunicaticns equipzent
for repid reporting cf intellizence infocrrmation.

d. Afrborme Persunmnel: Military trained end rated pé:acbutiéts.

e. Usnidenti{fied Plyinc Obfects (UFO): Headquarters USiF hes v
establighed & pregrax for in\cs~1ga:10n of reliebly reported unicdenti- °
fie¢ £fl5irz objects within the United Statcs. AFR 200-2 delineates
1127th cellection espons‘b111t¢es.' woy Eni i )

f. Blue Fly: Operaticn Blue Fly hzs been cétablisbed fo.facilitate

erpediticus delivery to FID of Mocn Dust or other {tecs of great tech-. . _

nical intelligence interest. AFCIN SOP for 3lue Fly cperaticns,
?ebruary 1960, provides for 1127th p-r.iciya;icn.

g. Hoon Dust: &s a specislx-ed a2spect of its cver-£1l mzteriel
expleitaticn program, Eezdquarters USAF has estzblished Trcject Mocn
Duet to loczte, Teccver =nd cdeliver descended fereign spece Vehicles.
ICGL #5, 25 April 1961, celineates collecticn responsibilities,

DISCUSSION:

6. Eﬁb, : . h 4o IR $1 2 g [ 13
2. Eeadrn;rtcvs USAT (AFCIXY) czints=ics 1ntelligca'e tﬁ&—‘ 2s a
fuuction of AFCIN-18 (1127th USAF Field Activities Group). Fersornel
ccrzrrieing such terss hzve mormsl AFCIN-IR staff cutles, &nd their
ralntenance cf quelificaticn for inteiligence tesm epleywzat s in
edditicn to thelr norral staff dutles, Tor exemple, the Chlef of
AFCIN-1Z-0D, the Dozertic Cperaticns Section, edditicrally perticipates
in approvicztely 18 hours of training per ccoth fer fateiligence tzaz
ezpleyrent, Such tralning {ncludes physical training, eleecsrecm cocbat
{ntellf{jenze trriniaz, eirtorne operaticns, fleld prodless, ete.

= EXHIBIT 1: page 2




of the proposed projects was to take advantage of downed spacecraft,
whether Russian or otherwise. Yet one would certainly expect that such
requirements would cover a broad range of possibilities, just in case
UFOs were really extraterrestrial vehicles.

That such projects existed for a time is not in dispute. However,
the 1961 memo, as can be seen in Exhibit 1, page 1, contained a hand-
written notation in the top half of the page by a Lt Colonel Norman
M. Rosner to the effect that, "This draft proposal was not approved
and was not forwarded for actlon." Notations bracket portions of page
2 regarding Moon Dust and Blue Fly with a simple "No," apparently, at
least in 1961, giving a thumbs down on both projects as defined.

On page 96 of the new Roswell book, "The Truth About The UFO Crash
At Roswell" by Kevin Randle and Donald Schmitt, a statement appears
dealing with this matter, "In November 1961, another policy was estab-
lished by the Air Force in a document sent to various air force intell-
igence functions." The problem here is that according to CAUS's copy of
the document, released to Robert Todd under the FOIA in August 1979,
the document was not "policy." Small point to some perhaps but the issue
becomes larger upon scanning the document appendix of the Randle/Schmitt
book.

On page 206, copies of the first two pages of the 1961 memo appear
noticeably changed (see Exhibit 2 from Clifford Stone's book "UFO0S: Let
The Evidence Speak For Itself," pages 202-203, identical to those repro-
duced in the Randle/Schmitt book). Gone are the Rosner handwritten not-
ation and the "No" markings beside the project mames. Perhaps Randle
and Schmitt had a different released version of the memo at another time?
Closer examination of the copy in the book revealed several more distre-
ssing things. First, in the altered version, while the handwriting S
missing, the typed author and rank still appear under where the sign-
ature used to be, completely out of place on a normal document without
such amendments such as what appeared on CAUS's authentic original re-
lease in Exhibit 1.

This was hard evidence that the notation was deliberately whited-
out or otherwise obscured. Well, perhaps the government itself altered
the copy at a later time to finalize the official status of Moon Dust
and Blue Fly? This would then have been released to UFOlogists after
Todd had received his copy. But a problem surfaces with this explanation.

Check the letterhead around Exhibit 1. One will notice two marks
above and to either side of "Department of the Air Force." These are
obviously paper punch holes in the government's copy made to top bind
the document, as is normally done in government. Then notice the word
"Force" in the letterhead. The "RC" is missing. This was caused by the
inclusion of a paper punch hole by Robert Todd to bind his photocopy of
the document released to him by the Air Force in 1979. Let us return to
this thought shortly.

In a phone conversation during the summer of 1994 w1th Kevin
Randle, this editor asked where Randle's copy of the 1961 emmo came from.
Randle replied that it had come from Clifford Stone, a FOIA researcher
from New Mexico. I proceeded to check Stone's version of the Moon Dust
story in his publications. In the book "UF0S: Let The Evidence Speak For
Itself "(1991), Stone reproduces the altered document on pages 202-207
in full. The first two pages of Stone's reproductions are virtually iden-
tical to the reproductions in the Randle/Schmitt book, verifying Randle's
statement to me in the phone conversation that his copy came from Stone.

Robert Todd inquired about Stone's "source of the memo in letters
dated April 5, April 25, and September 17, 1994. Stone responded that
the memo was released by the Department of Defense via the State Depart-
ment, which he said had the document and needed clearance from DOD for

4



T340
offs &
TALTY

™

—

DCPARTMENT OF THC AIRFO ¢ éﬂb
MEADOVARTYTRS UNITED STATTS AR FOWCE (‘,.w:."”
WASHINGTON 1. B.C. 3‘? _-4'-‘
T
) “.'.f’ 4
[} 9\/

APCINe12-D/Colene] Buts ' i
(0 AFCIX Totellfpence Teaz Persomnal * ) SNOV =61

APCDEeLL

TR
IX TURK
PRcTLON: : T A L

: y desrl, VL2
1, (0) To provide gualified persocoe] for JPCIN hu“!;nﬂ E:gst g

rACTORS 21&1!&? OF TeZ PROBLIM:

Z.I \“_

[F: | ‘ .. —————

.ties (se¢ Deficteions),

<. 1o pdditien to thelr staff &uty assigncents, {oielligance tean °
personne] bave pascelize duty funstions {8 support of sueh Alr Tores V -
projects as Yoonodust, Bluelly, sad UF0, anl otter AFCIN &irectel quict
resction preiects which gequire {atelligesce tesc cperatfcesl eapadtlie,

¢+ 4, TFercal persocoel attritien, thraugh PCS, lschirge, retlresest,
ete., Bas rafuced the pucder of Sotelligence teax qualiZ{ed persccnel ..
delov & sloloa= requiresent, anl pregrac=ed personael lczsas withls the
Bext ted zontks vill Ralve the curzest meaning.

- «. Tersomael actfens vithis the avtberity of ATR®, ATCD: asd
AFCIL-1T czn Le takes te reverze the tread toverd dicic!sheact of the
datelligence tam eapediliny.

3.

EXHIBIT 2: Altered Air Force memo, page 1

UFO'S 202

TS T fa e L Sl

P i s

PRSEE"

Pkt

B



.22 C;lterln.

a, 1Intelligence tesn parscnnel caa perforz effectively oaly with
S " an adequate background of trainiog and experieacs. Insdeguately
.+ qualified perscvnnel i suct assizomecnt would be a 1liabilicy rether
; thed an asset to successful accc:puah:u:t of cthe rission,

S.. €53 Definicices,

a, Ulagaise: Fersonnel vho can develsp 1=telliscuct iaforratican
through intcnc.aticu aod trinslatica froz Russieza snd/or Eloc country
laaguages toe Cnglish, . -

®. Tech Man: Perscooel qualifield to cevelop fntellfzcoce infore-
gati{oq through fleld exe=ieation and cnalysis of foreign cateziel,
vith ephes{s cn the Markings Frograz and technical pheoscsvaphy.

e. Ops Mon: In:elugcncc tezm chief., Qualified to direct ictel-
ligence teass {n zzluing cccess to target, iu erplofitsticn of eadexy
Perscaael 2ad mazetiel, a3? {n use of £ie1d ca-wa.icaticns equip=ent
for repléd reporsing ef dntellizeaca infermation.

4. Alr>osne Persvnnel: Military traiced sad rated perachutists.

€. Unidencified Plvine Oblecte (UF0): Headquarters USAF has v
estadlicneld a pregrax= for {cvestigaticn of relladly reported vnideati-
fiel firizg ovjwcss vithin the United States, ATR IC0-2 dellineazes
1I27th cclloctis=z sesporsibilitles. - . LT 2"

.

£. Blue Fly: Operatica 3lus Ply hzs beea cstatlished to facili{ctaze
e:pediticus delivery to F2D cf Mocn Dust or other fte=s of grea: tach-.
slcal {atelligeace Lnterest. AFCIN SOP for 5lue Tly cperaticas,
rebnu—y 1960, provides for 11272 pariieipes 1011.

&> Hoon Dust: As a :,ccinli.cd aszect of its cvc--all :4:0:101
arpleitaticn progra=, Rezdqusrtess TUSLY has estadlished Trcjezt Moc N
Daet to loczte, Tazcwer =nod cdelivar Cesceaded foreizn spaze vchiclu.

ICSL 94, 25 April 1961, deu:u:u conecttca respccsibilitias, o

D1SCUSSI0N: .

2., Eesdcouzrturs USAF (AFCIN) =girctseics Iintelligeaze te—s.as5 a
fuvaction of AFCDN-13 (1127th USAT Field Activitiass Croup). Fersorsel
ecvsrising such tarics heve zorcsal ASCIN-1E staff dutlaes, and thetlr

calatensnse e quelificaticn for fcteiligenze tecaz eplerrant {3 {n
alditica to thals norzal scaff dutles, Tor exesmple, Sre Chlef of
AFCL-1T-0D, the Do=ecrtic Crezzticns Section, additicrally parsicipates
i3 42zrovirstely 18 hours cef trulnieng per meath fer {ateiligs=sa tai3
expleiient,  §uel tesining (ncludes phyclcal toalning, eletarecnm cesbat
{etelltsence trralalas, alrlorae epzratiens, fleld prodle=s, ece.
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release. This was prompted by a Stone FOIA request in 1981. Unfortun-
ately, Stone apparently no longer has the cover letter for the doc-
ument release. Stone's book doesn't clarify his document's origin.
Neither does another Stone publication, "Special Report 1: The UFO
Recovery Operations (1990), which reproduces the. 1961 memo in altered
form. Again, the handwriting is gone and the two "Nos" on page two are
missing. On this copy, unlike the ones in Stone's 1991 book and the
Randle/Schmitt book, the Air Force paper punch holes and Todd's paper
punch-out of "Force" do appear.

So what? If Stone had received his document around 1981 from the
Department of Defense via the State Department, how did these copies
possess a Robert Todd paper punch hole through the letterhead? Todd did
not send copies back to the government to be reused again for FOIA re-
leases. This editor received a copy of the 1961 memo from Todd long ago
and I know I did not alter it.

Inspection of the altered document as compared to the authentic
one reveals a marked difference in clarity, indicating that the altered
version is one or more generations removed from the authentic copy, which
one would expect if Todd's copy were changed and then recopied again.

One can still see fragments left of the handwriting intruding into
the typewritten name of Lt. Col. Rosner. Due to this deletion, the doc-
ument acquires an elevated status from that of a rejected draft proposal
to that of "official Air Force policy." The document continues to scurry
through the UFO community even now in it's altered state. In a recent
article in "UFO Universe," titled, "Project Moon Dust - Classified Above
tfop Secret," author Kevin Randle, deceived by the altered copy, said
that, "In November 1961, another policy was established by the Air Force
in a document sent to various Air Force Intelligence functions," followed
by extensive quotes from the memo (underlining added by the editor).

There is no suspicion by CAUS that Randle and Schmitt were respon-
sible for the altered copy, feeling that they were honestly deceived.
But it does stress something that CAUS had learned long ago about doc-
uments -- never accept something at face value from a secondary source
unless it is shown beyond all doubt that such a source can establish the
authenticity of the material with cover letters or other documentation.

As for Clifford Stone's ability to document the alteration as
having come from the government, this has not yet been done. He is in-
vited to assist CAUS in tracing the pedigree of the 1961 memo to deter-
mine who is responsible for forging, by means of oOmission, another semi-
false document which was then unleased upon the UFO community. It is an
indisputable fact that the altered document was based upon Robert Todd's
copy of the original rather than upon a government release. It is also
incumbent upon us to insure that these things do not continue to plague
UFO research as they have so frequently done in the past. As Clifford
Stone's 1991 book says, "Let the Evidence Speak for Itself."

ON THE ORIGIN OF THE TERM UFO

Conventional thinking is that the term "UFO," or unidentified
flying object, had its origins in the early 1950s from the U.S. Air Force.
Specifically, the term has been attributed to Captain Edward Ruppelt,
head of the Air Force's UFQO investigations from 1951-53. Ruppelt himself
explained, "UFO is the official term that I created to replace the words
'flying saucers'" (see"The Report on Unidentified Flying Objects," 1956,
page 13).

If Ruppelt was correct, then "UFO" did not come into being until
1951 when he had been asked by his superiors at the Air Technical Intell-
igence Center at Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio if he would head a review
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of the UFO situation for the Air Force. This led to the revamped Air
Force investigation under a new project name, "Blue Book."

It was more than curious then, given the facts above, to note in
a re-reading of an Air Force report, "Air Intelligence Division Study
#203, December 10, 1948, titled, "Analysis of Flying Object Incidents
in the U.S.," that the following appeared in Appendix G, page 9:

"On 18 November 1948 at approximately 2145 hours, three reserve
pilots (named, ed.)... encountered an unidentifiable flying
object.”

Certainly the root of the acronym "UFO" is here and it is close
to "unidentified flying object," but a nit-picker would say that it is
not exactly, precisely like the modern understanding of the term.
However, all doubt is disspelled on page 13:

"On 19 August 1948, at approximately 1050 hours an unidentified
flying object was visible..."

Here is the term "UFO" exactly, precisely as it is modernly under-
stood, appearing about three years earlier than we have been led to be-
lieve, and in official use.

Was Ruppelt mistaken in his recollection of the year in which he
created "UFO0?" Ruppelt says (Report.., page 20), "..got out of the Air
Force after the war (WW2, ed.) and went back to college." Then he added,
"Not long after I received my degree in aeronautical engineering the
Korean War started, and I went back on active duty."

So between 1945 and June 1950, Ruppelt could not have been invol-
ved as an author of the AIDS 203 report which officially used the term
"UFO." Which leads to the big question: Why would Ruppelt take credit
for creating the phrase "unidentified flying object," and consequently
the acronym "UFO," when it can demonstrably be shown that such came into
being three years before by the author of Appendix G of AIDS 203? This
author should be credited with coining the phrases.

Perhaps Ruppelt rediscovered the phrase in file scanning, or had
reinvented it unwittingly. The fact stands that the phrase existed in
1948 and that this is where the proper origin for "UFO" belongs.

AIR FORCE REACTS OFFICIALLY TO BOGUS DOCUMENTS

Pictured here is a re-
latively new procedure b al f R R
flux of hoaxed documents [ Q -
started by the MJ-12 deception, H%T cg—%’ésgﬁgg '
the Air Force has created a e ARARPT Y
rubber stamp to label clearly SUSPEG!§E ?@ﬁ@i‘.ﬁy GR BBGUS
guestionable material. In the e
past the Air Force, and other DGCU%@&N?
agencies failed to quickly
rebut suspicious papers, allow-
ing some of these documénts to go unchallenged for long periods of time
Officials occassionally vacillated on giving detailed responses, feeling
that the time doing so was poorly spent. This was a mistake because it
allowed controversies to fester to the point that more time had to be
spent dealing with increasingly numerous honest inquiries about the fakes
at a later date than in dealing with them at the moment that the fakes
first appeared.

Given the rate at which hoaxes are being produced, this stamp will
likely be worn out before long.
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