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MAJESTIC TWELVE--FRAUD OR FORTUNE?

An overview of the validity of a document purportedly
prepared by a select government committee to brief
then-Presldent-elect Dwight David Eisenhower.

The document may be one of the most significant documents
ever on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO)
and the involvement of the United States government in
the coverup of the recovery of a crashed alien UFO and
its crew.

The purpose of this paper is threefold: to examine the
"BRIEFING DOCUMENT: OPERATION MAJESTIC TWELVE", referred
to herein as the document; to present and evaluate what
external information is available to refute or substan-
tiate the document; and to provide a brief biography of
the members of the Majestic 12 committee.

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION
The document consists of eight pages (a cover, four pages
of text, a listing of appendixes, and Appendix A) and is
included, in its entirety, as Appendix A of this paper.

CRITIQUE
I am indebted to Col. L. Fletcher Prouty, (USAF ret.) for
his comments (via John Andrews), many of which are in-
cluded unchanged in the following.

1. PROBLEM: The code name "MAJIC" is used on virtually
every page, possibly as an abbreviation for "majestic".
One problem is that the code name for the US government’s
breaking of the Japanese code of WWII was "MAGIC"--
phonetically identical with "MAJIC". According to Col.
Prouty, "I doubt very much that anyone would have used a
code that could be so easily confused, phonetically, with
that major program,.i.e. MAGIC. It is too hard to get a
good code word and there are so many rules about them
that I can’t see this phonetic problem slipping through
the system." (emphasis added)

REBUTTAL: Dual code names are not that uncommon for
several reasons, the first being obfuscation. One suc-
cessful technique for confusing the uninitiated is to
deliberately introduce false leads. In the case of
MAJIC/MAGIC, an appropriate response to someone that did
not possess the requisite "need-to-know" would be, "Of
course, we did not.cease our codebreaking analysis acti-
vities with the~cessation of hostilities. To reveal much
of the information, even today, would severely compromise
thesecurlty of our current related activities."

1



One example of dual code name u~age is "DART". "DART" is
a code name of four different projects (two USAF, one
USA, and one USN) and an acronym for ii different de-
vices/techniques..

However, the use of a dual code name is not the only.
rebuttal to the use of MAJIC. The USAF sent radar tapes
from AC & W radars of Detachment 4 in Sinop, Turkey. The
unit was there (in 1983) underthe cover of TUSLOG, or
the Turklsh-US Logistics organization. The tapes were
going to "MAJIC-12", a Special Studies Project group
within the NSC.                   i.

2. PROBLEM: Again, from Col. Prouty, "Too many ’Eyes
Only’. About six times on one sheet of paper. This is
over-dolng it and is not typical. This is too structured
on that subject. For ’Eyes Only’ the document must be
carried by a special messenger. This means it does not
get out of channels. So all you have to do is stamp it
’Eyes Only’ once and the receivers know precisely what to
do with it."                          ~

REBUTTAL: As with many classified documents, this one
was typewritten and the security stamps were applied
after the typing. The typewritten copy has "Eyes Only"
only in those places where it would be appropriate; i.e.,
at the top and bottom of the page, in the title to signi-
fy that Presldent-elect Eisenhower was prlvy, to the data,
and In the warning note. The stamped data, at top and
bottom, also carried the "Eyes Only" notation. The cur-
rent policy of marking classified documents requires that
each data entity be marked with the appropriate classifi-
cation level, in addition to the markings of the highest

.security level at the top and bottom of each page. The
"T52-EXEMPT (E)" does not refer to "exempt from downgra-
ding" as is the current practice, but exempts those
persons on the "Top. Secret" llst from access.

3. PROBLEM: Again, ~from Col. Prouty, "The ’mechanically
transcribed’ bit looks phoney. The Xerox process did not
come in until much later, and what would it have been in
1952? This is Just a briefing sheet. It did not need
all that security. It is going to stay in the hands of
the briefing officer, in this case Adm. Hillenkoetter."

REBUTTAL: "Mechanically transcribed" could refer to
several techniques, the most obvious one being transcrip-
tion in the same manner as that used by court reporters.
This also fits in context, "...or the taking of written
or mechanically transcribed notes .... " Another would be
a recording (wire?) of the briefing.

4. PROBLEM: Eisenhower resented being constantly asked
to involve himself in unnecessary detail as is done in
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this briefing. According to Col. Prouty, "Two or three
minutes, off hand, would have done the Job."

REBUTTAL: It only takes two or three minutes to read the
entire three-pages of substance. But more importantly,
there is no mention of the group’s asking Ike to become
involved. Quite the contrary; "...the Majestic-12 Group

-remains of the unanimous opinion that imposition of the
strictest security precautions should continue without
interruption into the new administration. At the same
time, contingency plan MJ-1949-04P/78 (Top Secret - Eyes
Only) should be held in continued readiness .... " (empha-
sis added)

5. PROBLEM: Col. Proutyseems to believe that because
the public record reveals that Truman, Eisenhower, and
Secretary of State Acheson met on 18 Nov 52 for a
briefing on the world situation, that this would make a
forger’s task easy.

REBUTTAL: Of course. Equally valid is Col. Prouty’s own
comments regarding a two-hour cabinet meeting held on
July 16, 1954, "The system then in practice was to have
topics discussed in reverse order of classification with
the lowest first and the highest last. Then as the first
subjects were finished those people would be invited to
leave until the final group was a very tight, top
security unit."                    ~

6. PROBLEM: Why did Hillenkoetter make the briefing
instead of Gen. Smith, especially in light of Smith’s
being both an old friend of Ike’s and the current DCI?

REBUTTAL: I don’t know. However, it Just could (might
still?) be that membership on MJ12 was a lifelong task;
i.e. Hillenkoetter would remain MJ1 until his death.

7. PROBLEM:
Jects"?

Why "disc-shaped aircraft" and not "oh-

REBUTTAL: Mr. Kenneth Arnold, the civilian pilot who
first observedan event (24 June 1947) that would
hallmark the UFO controversy for years to come, referred
to them as aircraft. The press popularized his descrip-
tion of them as being "saucer shaped" and coined the term
"flying saucers". This term was (and still is in some
circles) in vogue until the USAF coined the more accurate
phrase "Unidentified Flying Objects" (UFO).

Another possibility is that the document is internally
consistent or more revealing than a cursory reading would
indicate; i.e., on page 004, there are three references
to "craft" and speculation that they were "short-range
reconnaissance craft". However, Dr. Menzel’s considered
opinion was that it was "more likely that we are dealing



with beings from anothersolar system entirely". This.
leads to two types of alien craft--aircraft and space-
craft. Hence, the use of the term "aircraft".

7. PROBLEM: The use of the term "in the public media"
is claimed to be a sophomoric statement.

REBUTTAL: None, unless the military refers to internal
documents/publications as "media". In context, "the
first to gain widespread attention in the public media"
it may not be too unrealistic a phrase if the MJI2
author(s) knew of other, military, sightings that had not
reached the public. And this Just may be what is alluded
to. 1947 to 1952 was a very active period.

8. PROBLEM: "Different elements of the military" is not
normal usage.

REBUTTAL: None.                  ’

9. PROBLEM: "National Defense" in lieu of "National
Security" as used in the remainder of the document.

REBUTTAL: None.

i0. PROBLEM: The phrase "several attempts to utilize
aircraft" seems contrived.    Were aircraft actually
utilized in this sense?

REBUTTAL: The author knows of several instances where
USAF fighters/interceptors were futile in thein attempts
to fire on UFO. Wayne C. Gatlln (USAF ret.) flew mis-
sions in pursuit of UFO.

ll. PROBLEM: The use of "Roswell Army Air Base" in lieu
of the proper designation "Roswell Army Air Force Base".

REBUTTAL:
that Adm.
background,
later.

None, unless one considers the possibility
Hillenkoetter was, because of his Navy

not remembering the precise term 5 years

12.    PROBLEM: The sentence "a secret operation...to
assure recovery" seems contrived since all they had to do
was go out and pick it up with a truck.

REBUTTAL: According to eyewitnesses, the object was
discovered on 2 July. The authorities were notified on
6 or 7 July. The "secret operation" was initiated on 7
July and in addition to recovering all physical evidence,
included USAF complicity to deceive the FBI as well as
the "public media". Why else would Gen. Twining fly to
New Mexico in the summer--to recover a crashed weather
balloon?



13. PROBLEM: The nekt sentence, "During the course of
this operation...", leads one to believe the recovery
took a considerable period of time.

REBUTTAL: The operation or recovery possibly did take
weeks. The recovery alone took several days. After the
debris were received at Wright Field and a preliminary
analysis conducted, there may have been further orders to
initiate a detailed and comprehensive search, including
re-interviewlng all the witnesses to positively confirm
that no debris were remaining outside AMC possession. I
sincerely hope that if the event occurred as related that
the government officials would consider it worthy of more
than a cursory search of the immediate area over a few
days.

14. PROBLEM: There is some concern that eJectionsys-
toms for aircraft did not exist in 1947.

REBUTTAL: An ejection system w.as installed in the German
He 162A "Salamander" (a single-seat Jet fighter) in 1944,
and in the first U.S. Jet fighter, the Lockheed P-80, in
August 1945.

15. PROBLEM: "The wreckage of the craft was also re-
moved to several different locations."    Why would this
be done?

REBUTTAL: According to eyewitness accounts, the debris
recovered from "Mac" Brazel’s property (presumed to be a
weather balloon) was transferred to Wright Field, Ohio.
Possibly the remainder of the craft (found about 2 miles
east) was found later (...during the course of the inves-
tigation...) and shipped to Sandia as wasthe debris from
the 1950 crash.

16. PROBLEM: "Civilian and military eyewitnesses..."
Were there any? And how about the "debriefing"? By
whom? Who had the authority? The Presidential order is
dated Sept. 24, more than 2 months later.

REBUTTAL: Actually, there were quite a few eyewitnesses.
Jesse Marcel Jr. (son of Major .Jesse Marcel, Roswell AAFB
Intelligence Officer) was one civilian eyewitness. In
addition, research has discovered at least 31 other
civilian eyewitnesses to the recovery. As a matter of
fact, many of them are still alive! Part of the
debriefing was conducted by General Ramey and/or his
staff from Eighth Air Force Headquarters at Fort Worth,
Texas. As Commanding General over RAAFB, General Ramey
certainly had the authority. General Twining was also in
New Mexico the day after the "...secret operation was
begun...". According to White House and Pentagon
records, there was also considerable activity in
Washington starting on 8 July.
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17. PROBLEM: "...a misguided weather research bal-
loon..." How do you misguide a balloon floating in the
air?

REBUTTAL: I do not know how to misguide a balloon
floating in the air. Let us presume that the winds, when
the balloon was launched, were blowing from north to
south. If after the balloon was launched they shifted to
now blow from east to west, what terminology would aptly
fit? Isn’t "misguided" sufficient? One other point to
conslder--in 1947, unlike today, most Americans believed
their government officials. If an Army general said
something, it was believed!

18. PROBLEM: How does Dr. Bush get orders early enough
to come up with a consensus on 19 Sept,~when the EO isn’t
signed until 24 Sept.?          ~

REBUTTAL: Records clearly indicate that General Twining
(among others in the military) was actively involved in
the investiga.tlon of "flying discs" before the EO.
Because of Dr. Bush’s involvement in many highly
classified activities during the war, most notably the
Manhattan Project, he seems to be a logical choice for
this type of activity.

19. PROBLEM: "...a short range reconnaissance craft"
conflicts with Dr. Menzel’s work in the next paragraph.
General Smith would have delnanded this conflict be
resolved.

REBUTTAL: The craft was deemed a short range reconnais-
sance craft because of the "...size and the apparent lack
of-any identifiable provisioning." Dr. Menzel’s work was
in areas other than aircraft analysis. However, please
do not be misled into believing that the MJ12 knew all
the answers. It could very well be that they, too, were
puzzled by this (apparent) contradiction. But is there a
conflict? It seems logical to.have a large "spacecraft"
and a small "scout"; e.g. Saturn Apollo/LEM.

20. PROBLEM: When did the term "extraterrestrial" enter
into the vernacular?

REBUTTAL: Unknown. What is known is that the term was
in use (Lockyer "Heavens" ed. B) in 1868.

21.    PROBLEM:    "...certain that these craft..."
briefing is about one craft. Now it is plural.

This

REBUTTAL: One possibility for this and many more of the
puzzling statements in this document is that between the
July 1947 crash and the November 1952 briefing, the MJ12
learned something as a result of their analysis/study.
For example, on the very next page, reference is made to



another vehicle’s crash/recovery. Also, you’are reminded
that "On 07 July, 1947 (sic)~a secret operation was
begun..." I wouldhope that in the intervening 5 years
the MJ12 had learned somethingl.

22. PROBLEM: All of this writing is terrible. "...Mars
was and remains a possibility..." At the Truman.and
Eisenhower White House? Never!,

REBUTTAL: None.

23. PROBLEM: How about the terms "...method of propul-
slon.~." and "...method of transmission of the power
source..." These are not 1947 terms.

REBUTTAL:
briefing?

What terms were used in 1952, the year of the

24. PROBLEM: "...the propulsion system was completely
destroyed by the explosion which caused the crash..."
Hardly. As a result of numerous investigations of air-
craft accidents, one thing that survives, even in pieces,
is the engine or engines and their parts. They do not
Just disappear in smoke.

REBUTTAL: None that we have that are operational
disappear. However, there are test "aircraft" under
development that use mirrors to deflect ground-based
laser energy as a power source. Also consider that in
1947/1952, we had no solld-state electronics or fiber
optlcs--both common on today’s state-of-the-art aircraft.

25. PROBLEM:
above ground.

What explosion? Nobody said it exploded

REBUTTAL: The Roswell AAFB Intelligence Officer, Major
Jesse A. Marcel, claimed that the object exploded in the
air.

26. PROBLEM: Project SIGN might have come from a poor
printing of Project SIGMA or that it might have been
Project SINE.

REBUTTAL: The Code Name "SIGN" was assigned by orders of
Major General L.G. Craigik to Lt. General N. F. Twining
on 30 December 1947. Project GRUDGE, the follow-on to
Project SIGN, was initiated in early 1949, possibly with
the proviso that USAF personnel evaluate UFO reports from
the premise that they (UFO) could not exist. Project
BLUE BOOK was initiated in early 1952.

27. PROBLEM: "...AMC whose role was to pass along
certain types of information, through channels..." is the
last thing you do with an ’~Eyes Only" proJect...not
through channels.



REBUTTAL: True--as far as it goes. However, how does
the MJ12 get any more data and retain their cover? On 30
December 1947, by command of the Chief of Staff and
signed by Major General L.C. Cralglk, Twining and his AMC
were established as the "official" investigatory group
with a security classification of "restricted" and a code
¯ name of" SIGN". The loop is closed.

28. PROBLEM:
something.

Project GRUDGE is not typical and means

REBUTTAL: True. There is some indication that the code
name "GRUDGE" was chosen because of the USAF desire to
disprove the existence os UFO, whereas "SIGN" seemed to
be a legitimate research/analysis project.

29. PROBLEM:    "...following a long trajectory..." Where
did this come from? Who. saw a long trajectory and how
was it determined? This is before ADC and FAA radars.

REBUTTAL: (Gee, Fletch, for somebody who professes Ike
didn’t llke details, howzcum you wanted ’em to put in so
many?) Dr. La Paz was the US reknowned expert in meteor
trajectory analysis in 1947. Colncidentally, Dr. La Paz
was working at

30. PROBLEM: "...almost totally incinerated..." Great
imagination. How did the local rancher discover it if it
had been "almost totally incinerated"?

REBUTTAL: Nobody said a local rancher did discover this
crash.’ This one occurred in 1950, almost 525 miles
southeast of the Roswell crash.. A completely different
crash.

31. PROBLEM: "...motives and intentions of these visi-
tors..." Contrived, as is "...surveillance activity of
these Craft...".

REBUTTAL: None.

32. PROBLEM: Executive Order #092447 is just the date
Sept. 24, 1947. This is not a ’~Speclal Classified Execu-
tive Order number.

REBUTTAL: None.

EXTERNAL I~TA

External data supporting the validity of the document are
somewhat limited. However there is a preponderance of
data that corroborate the information contained therein.
This is not an attempt to recapitulate the information



presented in "THE ROSWELL INCIDENT" (recommended reading
for a reasonably complete story of this event) except as

.is necessary for continuity.

i. "MEMORANDUM FOR GENERAL TWINING" dated July 14, 1954.
This memorandum was prepared by Robert Cutler, Special
Assistant to President Eisenhower, and is to notify
Twining that the MJ-12 Special Studies Project briefing
will take place during, rather than following, an already
scheduled White House meeting on July 16.

PROBLEM: The memorandum is unsigned, and the last
sentence is out of character for Cutler.

REBUTTAL: The memorandum, obtained from the National
Archives, is a carbon copy, thus no signature; neither
are there initials to support it. Research has
discovered, however, that General Cutler was actually out
of the country when the memorandum was prepared, with
written instructions to his staff to "Keep things moving
out of my in basket." As to the "assumption" that
Twining will concur, this may not be too unrealistic in
view of the short notice (less than 2 days). One
interesting point is that the memorandum is classified
"TOP SECRET RESTRICTED SECURITY INFORMATION". The only
logical reason for this classification would be the tie-
in between the NSC and MJ12.

2. "THE PRESIDENT’S APPOINTMENTS F, RIDAY, JULY 16, 1954",
shows 2 hours reserved for a cabinet meeting (from 9.00
to ll.00) and lunch starting at 1.00 and continuing for
the remainder of the day.

PROBLEM: No mention of meeting with the NCS/MJ12 Special
Studies Project.

REBUTTAL:    Again, according to Prouty, "A two-hour
meeting was not common. It had to be something special.
Ike may not have kept the full cabinet there. The system
then in practice was to have topics discussed in reverse
order of classification with the lowest first and the
highest last. Then as the first subjects were finished
those people would be invited to leave until the final
group was a very tight, top security unit. This makes
the meetings longer but holds the best for last." As to
the long lunch, Ike probably played golf.

3. This is a teletype from the Dallas FBI office (the
closest one to Fort Worth/General Ramey) to the Cincin-
nati FBI office (the closest one to Wright Field), in
which it is reported that "telephonic conversation
between their office (i.e., Eighth Air Force) and Wright
Field had not borne out this belief (i.e.,. that the
’object found resembles a high altitude weather balloon
with a radar reflector’)"



PROBLEM: None. This confirms that the FBI was being
held "in the wings" in anticipation of their being needed
to effect further cover-up of the story.

4. This is a page-one article from the July .8, 1947
edition of "The Albuquerque Tribune" headlined "AAF
Trying to Find Out What Discs Are, General Says Here", in
which Twining is reported to have said, "The mysterious
objects definitely are not the result of experiments of
the air forces .... The AAF does not have any plane, guided
missile or other aerial device under development which
could possibly be mistaken for a saucer or formation of
flying discs .... Some of the witnesses evidently saw some-
thing, but we don’t know what we are investigating."

PROBLEM: None. Two items of curiosity though. First,
according to his appointment calendar, Twining was in
Washington, DC. Second, why did Twining make any
reference to a "formation of flying discs"? Is this a
slip of the tongue, is Twining alluding to Kenneth
Arnold’s "formation" sighting of 24 June
~a~, or is Twining intentionally corroborating that
there were other discs in the area, possibly looking for
their downed companion(s) or to a multiple-disc
collision?
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September 24, 19~7.

MF~4ORANDUM OF CONFERENCE WITH THE PRESIDENT ON SEPTE~~ER 24:

Secretary Forrestal and I visited the President at
11:30 a.m. I .opened the conversation after the usual greet-
.ings by stating that Mr. Forrestal wished me to take the
post of Chairman of the Research and Development Board, and
the President immediately said "so do I.," I then told the
President that while I would like to be relieved after some
seven years of voli~tary government effort, I would never-
theless be .willing to (~o on and do the job, but that one thing
seemed to stand in the~way.¯ I told him that I could not do
the job appropriately .and call in the needed aid from eh~side
government unless the scientists in~i~particular in the~country
felt that I had the confidence of the President. The Presi-
dent said he did not see how they could-think otherwise, that
! certainly .had his confidence and that this .was indicated by
the-fact tha-t he wished me to take on the post, and he in-
~quired how =any other idea could have arisen. I told him that
inasmuch ~a-~s~-he~ had not called ~e~ in for anything for a year,.
and that ~e~ the last report~as made on the future of sci-
ence. in t~is~.~country was made oy someone else, scientists natu-~.

~ral~y ga~t~er~d that ± was not in his confidence. .There en-¯
~;~s~e~.~.~a~ dis~c~sion of the man~er in which the Steelman report

~as~.~h~ndl~e~,~a~d .I believe that the President had not realized
~pre~ious1~.yutha-t the board he set up really had nothing to do
~wi~.t-he~pze~p~-aration of the~ Steelman report. However, he
~s~a~edtha-t:~cer~ainly in the new post, if~ it ~had not been true.
~zec.ently_~in~the past, I would be rather frequently in contact
~and that -ik~l~there was an impression that I did not have his
~confidence-~=~e~.felt that that impression would soon be corrected
by future ~e~lations. I then told the President that I felt
that this ~tlm~ I ought to take. the post ~dth the definite un-
derstanding~’.that I would relinquish it in about a year or per-
haps less.-~ ~’~e had some discussion of this and he finally agreed
that it ~ould be a good thing, after~ ~he Boazd was well on its
way, to revolve the chairmanship at~ reasonable intervals. We
talked about possible, successors,. ~. For~estal led this part
of the discussion and stated that he felt ~hat before the end
of my term of office he and I ought to seek a successor agree-
able to the President and see that he was indoctrinated.

We also discussed the science .legislation. At first the.
President was very positive on this subject, and i~dicated that
he felt that Congress had tri~d to .take out of his control things
that reasonably belong under his control. ~e b~med the fiasco
on Senator Smith, but I explained to him that Smith~had, in fact,



been the means of putting through, the Senate an ~amendment that
moved in the President’s direction. I. also told him that Mr.
W̄ebb and I had been attempting to bring Congress and the Presi-
dent together, and I stated that I felt sure that I could write
¯ a bill that would be agreeable to the President and that. I felt
would be a good sound bill and that would probably be agreeable
to Congress. He asked me how it would be phrased and I outlined
a board appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate,
a director appointed by the President .and confirmed by the Sen-
ate.after hearing the..views .of the board, a provision that the
director would operate the business :affairs of the Foundation
under the ¯usual checks and balances, but he would be subject .on
general policies to the board, .~th a provision., that- no grants
could Be .made unless both the board and the director agreed. At
this point the President stated that in order that. control should
be had by the 2re.sident in appropriate fashion over matters in
the Executive Branch it was essential that the board .beadvisory
only. I .thereupon said that I felt ~¢nen we came to the givi ng
a,,~ay of p~b-l~c: .money we had a~u exception to the general rule that
he indica~-.e-d~, s_ud that in particular I felt that both he .and. the
~director n.e~de.d the protection of a board having authority, for
ot-he.rwis.e_ t-h.ere ;~uld not be adequate defense against~olitical
:pre~su~.e..._f:or.~..:inappropriate grants to variousuu~iversit~es.
~,g.e..ha~. seme~._.__~arther discussion on this matter in which the Secre-.-
¯ tla~y ~oine~@,.~.and"I believe that I convinced the. President on
~-tl-fis. ~point~...~. ",<~ had also some discussion about the danger that

--~as:-in .the~-Rr_e,si dent ’ s mihd that the board would .be simply, a
iog~rolliug~-~:affair to mal~e grs~ts to t~,ings that its members
.were intere-s’.t-ed in. ¯ I told him I had no. fear of this, having
be.on through....the question during the war, and that I felt there

.. ~as complet~@rotection against any such affair if he appointed
on the board not only scientists from uni~erslties but also a
strong group of representative citizens interested onl~ in fur-
thering the-public welfare, andthat moreover my own experience
had been that scientists of repute¯ such as he would appropriately
appoint leaned over backward when grm~ts to their own organiza-.
tions were concerned. I think he-felt satisfied on. this matter..
We left this whole affair¯of th,~ science legislation in this
form:-I am to consult with ~.~r. Webb to tell him of this conversation.
~’~e will attempt to outline a possible bill thatmight be acc~ptedo
Then Secretary Forrestal and Mr. ~.,.’ebb and I will confer on the
ma.tter and if it looks favorable we ~.~ill place it before the
President. Thereafter we will see whether it appears., feasible
to urge action on it in Congress° On this latter point we felt
¯ that v~e should go ahead with the matter if there was a reasonable
chance of a bill being enacted that .would be acceptable to the
President, but, on the other hand, we felt that if it was likely
to become a political football we should.not open the matter.



¯     On returning tothe Defense¯ Building in ~-~. Forrestal’s
car we agreed that the~best next step would be for the Presi-
dent to announce the appointment; at a press conference~ I    ..
stated that I would talk to ~zm. Gifford and then¯ let ~r. For-
restal know whether .I am cleared to accept from that. standpoint.
Mr. Forrestal will draft a statement for the President for use
at his press conference,, bringing into it explicitly some state-.
ment to inform the ~ublic that I am in the confidence of .the
President, and will suggest it to the President. ~n coming out
of the ~Vhite House ~" ¯ ~. Forrestal ~henmet by the press, simply
told them we had discussed the appointment with the President

.but the matter.remained in the President’s hands.

V. Bush.


