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During my involvement with the Paul Bennewitz affair, as outlined in the text of my July 1, 1989 Las Vegas
presentation (see FOCUS, June 30, 1989), I was either involved with or aware of efforts by the Air Force
Office of Special Investigations which centered around other individuals and organizations within the UFO
comsunity. Once again, my role in these activities was strictly limited to the supplying of routine
information, In this role, I was never required to violate confidential relationships or pass any information
which I knew to be of a confidential nature. Furthermore, there was no *dirty work® involved. Indeed, I did
nothing more than any other reporter would do during the course of routine duties. In the Bennewitz case, I

became involved primsarily because I saw it as an opportunity to learn more about the inside workings and

sachinations of the intelligence comsunity with respect to UFOs. There is ample journalistic precedent for
this sort of thing. Clearly someone at a high level was actively keeping tabs on a variety of UFO cases and the
researchers involved with thea. The questions I wanted answers to were "who® and "why"?

The time frame here was essentially from late 1980 through mid 1984, By early 1982, I had learned that there
were no less than three other mesbers of the UFD comaunity who were actively doing the sase thing. 1 have
since learned of a fourth individual who was also involved. All four are prominent individuals whase
identities, if disclosed, would cause considerable controversy in the UFD comsunity and bring serious
esbarrasseent to two of its major orqanizations. To the best of ay knowledge, at least two of these people are
still actively involved. The other two sees to have dropped out at about the same time I did. As far as I
know, only one of them was aware of sy activities. [ maintained rather close contact with this individual and
continue to do so to this day, even though we were involved with different agencies. The ribs of the UFO-
intelligence usbrella spread out in a nuaber of different directions, but they all seem to converge at a coason

point. Find that point, and at least you know what door protects the keys to whatever our government knows
about UFDS.

Drawing from my own knowledge and experiences, I can summarize the individuals and orqanizations who were the
subject of intelligence comeunity interest between 1980 and 1984 as follows. It is important to remesber here
that in come cases I was not personally involved, but rather only aware of these goings-on through
conversations with others,

-LEN STRINGFIELD: I had attended the Clear Lake Texas MUFON Syaposius in June of 1980 and was one of these Len

, briefed on his then very controversial alien body photos which were later shown to be a hoax. In the late fall

of that year, after I had bequn to cooperate with the C/I people, I was told that Len *had been set up for a
fall*® by soseone named McCulloch, and that McC had done it as a "favor® for soseone who had once *helped hia
get out of @ jas." When I asked Len about this, he told me that a person by this name had indeed been

- instrusental in passing hia the photos in question,

Stringfield resained the subject of some interest through 1983, after which I heard very little more about

. his. The C/I people seemed to know a lat about Len and his sources. The impression I had was that soseone

else much closer to him than I, was kcrping tabs on his activities, but of course 1 never knew for certain.

. -PETE MAZI0LA AND THE *SCIENTIFIC BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION® (SBI)t This was one of the most bizarre situations

|
|

- of my experience. Mazzola had started 5Bl as sosething of a maverick orqanization sometime in the late '70s.

It lasted until his unfcrtunate death in (I think) 1983, During that time, the orqanization published a
journal known as “The GBI Report®, Mazzola, who had been a police officer by profession, was a sort of
rough-cut individual with a htavy Brooklyn accent and a penchant for adding *you know® to virtually everything
he said. Although Pete had qood intentions and tried his best to be thorough and objective, many in the UFO

comsunity regarded him as something of a buffoon, For my part, I could see little about him or his group which

¥ ' |

would attract wore than passing attention fros anyone in the intelligence coaaunity,
hpparently there was something there [ couldn’t see, however, because for about a year, beginning in early
"81, Pete and GBI were the subject of serious scrutiny by the C/1 people. Much of it had something to do



with some fila footage from a Florida
worst sort of way, As far as 1 know,

UFO case which Pete was supposed to have and which C/1 wanted in the
to try to qet Pete to send the

e tot:oltzuo‘?ov;r qot any publicity and I never saw the fila, My role was
Al Kortf who, at the tjaee was
competent compyter enhancesent ang analysis, Once K;l qot the ll;o, | ::|.|3:::|::':zl::yt:o‘;::ng.c;:; nade
and pags it to Rick Doty. Kal, of course, knew nothing about the ulterior motives here, He did speak to
na¥lola a couple of times about this #iln, and Pete did acknowledge ity existence, but Pete maintained that
while he had beop promised the file, pe didn’t yet have it in hand, He seemed very secretive about providing
any further ﬂ!(llllf but he did agree to involve Kal in the analysis process once he got the fils, In the end,
it all caeme to nothing, Pete eaintained that he never did receive the fila and that his source had broken off
(ontagt. The C/1 people lost Interest, and that was that. 1 was left with the impression that the file had
b?’“ |nterteptod and the witnesses somehow persuaded to cease communications with Mazzola before they ever sent
him the file, but of course | ne

ver did know for sure,
There was also sosething

: about an alleged abduction case that SBI was looking into in New Jersey, but as |
recall it, Doty only brought this ma

_ tter up once and then seesed to lose interest, 1 did discuss the case
with Nazzola and he sent ge some saterial on it, byt Doty only looked it over and then returned it without
saking copies,

~PETER GERSTEN: Peter was, and
intense interest to (/]
1983, 1 know that they
ite 1 am not certain
believe that Peter’

still is, the legal consultant to the
y Particularly during the CAUS v/g

had collected a lot of information
who that someone was, but I have ay
s effectiveness had been seriously comp
have been said with the intention that 1 would repeat thes
If that was the intention, it didn't work because [ didn’t
Curiously, there was very little interest ip Peter’s iny
Texas in "83-"B4, When I inquired about this, 1 was

diemissed” and that | shouldn’t be concerned with ijt,
thll o

CAUS orqanization, He was the subject of
NSA legal proceedings which lasted through early

on Peter, and that someone near his was supplying
suspicions, Certain things that were said led se to
rosised, although I must admit that these things may

and thus help discredit Peter to the UFQ cossunity,
repeat thea,
olvement with the Cash-Landruas legal proceedings in
told that “the governsent knows the case will be

As it turned out, the case was disaissed, and that was

-BARRY GREENKOOD AND LARRY FAMCETT: Only two things
their book was published, | was told that the
through an operative, The second is that C/1°
the organization behind Gersten in the CAUS/NS
in Fawcett, and it seemed clear that soseone
Came through. Greenwood was hardly ever
with some off-handed comsent like,
to Fawcett again,

come to mind here. The first is that several sonths before
C/1 people had obtained a copy of the Clear Intent sanuscript

s interest in CAUS steamed larqely from the fact that they were

A lawsuit. Of the two, the C/I peaple were much more interested
who knew him well was the source of much of the inforsation that
sentioned, and if I brought hia up the matter was quickly disaissed
“Ob, you mean the writer?*-- at which point the discussion quickly returned

~WANAGUE RESERVOIR, NEW JERSE&: This was the site of a UFO flap in the
investigated. Beginning in late 1981 and continuing into 1982 there wa
which had the C/1 people in an absolute frenzy. Somewhere in my notes I have the nases of a nusber of people
who were involved. In any case, the prise concern as far as | knew it was trying to collect data and photos
without the news media or the UF0 cosaunity becoming aware of what was going on. I was asked to survey various
contacts in the UFQ cossunity fn an effort to see if any were aware of these qoings-on, and I did s0. The
results -ercfahtlrely negative. I was then asked to report the moment 1 had any indication that details of
this affair had leaked: As far as I know, they never did. Although I was told that C/I had collected
considerable dyta (including photos), 1 never saw any of it, I I can locate ay original notes on this matter
- we say be able to locate sose of the people whose nases | have and reopen the case. Unfortunately, | I§VQ not
" been successful in'finding this material to date. One possibility is that it was thrown out by ay ex-wife who
disposed of several boses of material rccl in '83 after we broke up.
% T : [
APKD (The herial Phenosens Research Organization)s This was one of the sajor UFO organizations in the U.5. wp
until the death of its founders, Jis and Coral Lorenzen, a couple of years 390. Since that tiee it has been
Oormant, Headquarters were in Tucson, Arizona, | had been a mesber of the APRO Board of Directors for a tise

'60s which NICAP had actively
s another series of events in the area

, 2



~ picture as possible about these very controversial (tess, #hs an adjunct to Gtan’s work, Bill Posrs and Jasee
Bhandera have been shepherding the docusents past a series of professionals who have ergertise 10 tiese areas.

The results, now virtually complete, will be the subject of 8 report which is erpected ts be relcises is
' conjunction with Stan's findings by year’s end,

© This report will cover apsects of all three docusents: The Eisenhomer briefing of Novesber, 1952; The
Cutler-Twining memorandus of 1954 which was found in the Natioral prehivesy and the Troman sescr andus fited
Septeaber, 1947, Although the Trusan sesorandus was attached to the £iseshomsr focasest, 1t ks Sesn treated
separately for analytical purposes since the two were allegedly writtes sore thas five years agart,

A preliminary peek at the results? According to Moore, *One strong, ooe weak asd cme leasing positire But
still open to question.®

" EOCUS subscribers will be advised when the report is ready for distribution,

FLASH! FLASH! FLASH!

The following late-breaking developaent occurred just at press tise. Simce it’s certain ts be controversial,
we take pleasure in including it here for the information of our readers.

KLASS ON THE ATTACK
October 12, 1989

"He who does not bellow the truth when he knows the truth makes hisszlf the accosplices of liars and
forgers®.....Charles Pequy

Dear Mr, Moores

This is in reply to your Oct. & letter which harshly ridicules sy clais that the sigaature ca the "BJ-12 Trumam

seso’ is a photocopy forgery of (an) authentic Trusan signature oa his letter of Oct. 1, 1947 to Ir. Vammevar
Bush.

By the tise you receive this letter you should have heard froa your long-tise “crashed samcer® collaberator and
associate, Stanton Friedsan, informing you that sy clais has been confirsed by a respected docwsest examimer.
Because he does not wish to becose publicly involved, 1 shall refer to his as "PT°. But you know his mase and
| telephone nuaber because he is the docusent examiner with whom you, Shandera and Friedeam earlier warked ia
| connection with the MJ-12 docusents.
i ‘ i
| You will recall that he earlier inforaed you that the NJ-12 Trusan seso was a coenterfeit becamse it was typed
. using a Seith-Corona machine that was introduced around 1963-- more than 1S years after the Tresam mess, dated
v Set. 24, 1947, aklegedly was typed. - i
i [ :
i
; You and your associated optod'to withhold this vital finding from the public (and your fellow UFBlogists).
] ' '
| ! { 1
| I learned of PI’s activities in investigating the M-12 docusents froa amother respected docuseat specialist ia
- | Washington and called hia. He expressed considerable interest in obtaining a copy of the astheatic Trusaa-Besh
“ | Dct. 1, 1947 signature, which I prosptly seat via overnight mail.
! C - :
- Today PT called me to report that his analysis indicated that the M-12 Trusan signature was a photocopy
| forgery of the Oct. 1, 1947 signature.' Further, that whea he showed enlarged copies of the twe signatures at a
- Mest Coast meeting of other docusent cfuinen, none challenged his conclusions.
8 ;
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| I AN INTERVIEW WITH BILL MOORE

. @ There have been a nuaber of complaints voiced in print concern- ing probless surrounding W.L. Moore

Publications’ subscription offering of the "Missing Segment from 'UFO Cover-up?...Live!’* videotape (also known
as the "Doty tape®). WMhat's Poing on here?

‘ ;
A: The Doty tape mess has indeed been troublesome, for us as well as for others. We have had nothing but

- probleas with this item ever since we qot involved with it. To date, we have managed to fill slightly more

than half the orders we have received, and we have every intention of honoring the rest. These have been
handled in the order they were received. Believe me, we have had our share of cosplaints about this, and every
one of them has been fully justified. Had I known the nightmare this thing was going to become, I would never

have undertaken the project to begin with. Now we are stuck with it and I expect will lose more money and
friends before it’'s all over,

Qi John Lear and M. William (Bill) Cooper have made a nuaber of highly controversial statesents about the

alleged relationship between the U.S. qovernment and extraterrestrial visitors. Can you provide any insight as
to what's qoing on with these two individuals?

At | presume by now that most of the UFOQ comsunity has had a chance to read and assess my Las Vegas paper., |
think the tise had come to blow the whistle on governaent disinformation about UFOs and provide soae such
needed counterpoint to the Lear-Cooper material. One of the key points in that mess, at least to me, was that
I wis able to establish a direct connection between one of Lear’s "confidential® sources and the very same
office in Washington that was responsible for directing much of the effort against Bennewitz. That, coupled
with the fact that such of Lear’s saterial was essentially an esbellished requrqitation of the same fluff they
fed Paul, told me what | needed to know about Lear. As for Cooper-- he’s a highly intelligent individual who
15 very good at taking in material fros a variety of sources and twisting it around to suit his purposes.
Either he's a clever opportunist who’'s taking advantage of the Lear situation and the general paranoia of the
UFD cossunity to try to make himself look important, or he’s a C/I man whose specialty is deception. My
present thinking is that the former is more likely the case because his methodology doesn’t fit the latter type
at all. ALl anyone needs to do to call his credibility into serious question is to compare his earlier
pronouncesents with those he is making currently and take note of the host of inconsistancies. The probles is
that many of his followers simply don’t care about verifying what he says-- it’s the paranoia factor that grabs
thee. If Cooper’s life has been threatened (as he says it has) and it Cooper lost his job because he knew too
such (which i one of his latest claies), then to these people it’s proof positive that he aust be telling the
truth. Anyone who says otherwise must be part of the cover-up. It's all a nice, neat little package,

. Unfortunately, (in my opinion) less than 10% of.what he says has any truth to it, The rest is pure,

unadulterated hogwash!

@ A seall but vociferous seqment of the UFO comsunity has expressed a sense of outrage over the revelations
you have sade recently. How do you feel about this?

. A1 Bovernsent disinformation about UFOs has been going on for a long time. My goal is to try to stop it by

exposing it to the public, and at the sase time, uncover what is behind it. If the UFD comsunity is upset by
what 1" doing, it certainly hasn’t shown in the dozens of calls and more than 100 letters I have received. So
far, supporters have outnusbered critics by a ratio of eight to one' To those who have expressed outrage over

. the fact that I allowed myself to become involved in the disinformation game, I point out two things: First, if

~ I hadn’t done it, the governsent would sisply have found someone else who would have; and Second, if I hadn’t

‘blown the whistle and exposed the process, the UFO comsunity would still be in the dark about it and fawning
" after Lear and Cooper. In shprt, if you want the world to know that the lady’s wearing poka-dotted blooaers,

the best way is to run the evidence up| the flag pole in front of a crowd of people. Naturally a few people are
qoing to be horrified by the ?rocess, rut that’s the way it goes,

‘. @1 Some people have suqqestcdlthlt tbl!qovornnent counterintelligence people were onto you all along, and that

|
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| why haven't you said anything!about it:since?

) | | -
A: 1 was told that the original briefing to which it alle

. both you and L{nda Howe have, {p essence, poured your coffee from the same pot.. Is this possible?
A1 Of course it’s possible, b
black while Linda prefers her

that I knew disinformation
. against thea than others who had no idea what was qoi

;:F°V?d f;onlt:! tountefintelliqence side of things to enable me to do a certain amount of doule checking,
15 1s why ave continually helqd Ay cards close to the vest and played to the table only when I was

reasonably certain I was op a solid footin i i i i
; Q. The principal point, howeyer continues to be not who was (is)
being duped, but rather, why. Until the last card has been playea, the qa;e isn’t over, o

ut T think it’s highly unlikely-- especially since I br

8 weak and with lots of sugar. In a more serjous light
Qames were being played,

ew ay coffee strong and

‘ » the difference here is
This put me in a much better position to safequard

Ng on. Remeaber, I also had contacts who were far enough

0 Is it true, as alleged in the §

. uly-Auqust 1989 issue of
adaitted to once working as an age

nt for the Defense [nyest

International UFD Reporter (IUR), that you have
igative Agency (D15)?

At 1 do not now, nor have‘l ever beeq connected in any way with the DIS, although it is admittedly possible
that‘sone of the information | supplied to AFOSI ended up in their files, 1f this occurred, responsibility
for it would lie with 051 and not with me,

81 NWith respect to the so-called "Aquarjus Document® which
aessage dated 17 NOV 1980, several questions still resain;

(R) Are you the one who retyped the docusent?

(B) If not, do you know who did?

(C) The fact that you have identified changes, additions and deletions allegedly made in the
retyped version suggests that you either had access to or were fasiliar with the text of the
original version, How dop you explain thisg?

(D) Did the text of the original really refer to *NSA® rather than "NASA*?

A1 First of all, it is important to take note of what I said in Las Vegas, which was that the document is a
retyped version of a real AFOSI #essage with a few spurious additions, I also stated that it was apparently
created by AFOSI, or at least I had always assumed it was, and that it was handed to me in February, 1981 with
the intention that 1 would pass it to Bennewitz, (See EOCUS, June 30, ’89, p.13.) I thought the "created
by AFOSI® statement would have laid this matter to rest, but apparently not. Therefore:

Firsti I did not retype the docusent, nor do I know who did. Certainly it was someone involved with the
Bennewitz C/1] effort, maybe Doty, saybe not,

And Second: 1 know that the version I was handed was a retype because I had seen the original earlier on,
or at least, what 1 believe to this day to have been an original since it was a teletype copy and not a xerox.

The reconstructed version which appears in FOCUS is the combined product of both #ay and Rick Doty’s memory,
. Ta the best of ay (our) recollection, the origipal did indeed refer to NSA.

purports to be a facsimile of an AFOS] teletype

8 What about the *other® Aquérius document-- the one with *Executive Correspondence®
you released severa) highly censored pages in FOCUS back in 1987,

on the cover and of which
1

Isn’t this a retyped document as well, and

gedly pertains was an oral briefing and that the
i briefing officer used handuri;ten notes as an aide-memoire. The version I have is allegedly a typed (not

| retyped) transcript of those notes which the briefing officer later composed as a memo to file. Naturally 1
“have no way of proving this as I only have the source’s word for it. Just for the record, the "source® was NOT

"I Rick Doty. ' '

H

There are several reasons for continuing to withhold the larger portion of this materials
; First: We are continuing to study’it with our goal being to release a complete report at a later date.

And Third: It is a control mechanisa in case anyone else comes forward with a similar clai,. LE., if
. anyone can supply any portion'of the *missing text®, we would be in a posltion'to refute or verify. (!n this
- light, Bill Cooper claimed to have seen the same document as part of his expernegce. Cooper then supplied a
' typed version of what he said was the complete text of the document. His only mistake was that he assuaed the

' |
i

!

| ,
1, Gecond: We do not know if it is authentic.
[



" IUnfortunately for Cooper, we were able

{

. trom our document., Nhen Cooper was confronted with this, he
- reason the text of our docusent differed froa

; |

P o |

\
|
|
[
L
i

version we had was pre-censored and that we would have no way of knowing what the allegedly missing text said.
to expose his version as being exactly identical to ours with respect to
uncensored lines, and Completely different from ours where Cooper had filled in what he assumed was missing
changed his story and tried to claim that the

his was that it was we who had been provided with an altered

document. Now think about it-- does it make sense that even if we were supplied with an altered docusent, the

only alterations were exactly those lines

‘ which NE arbitrarily chose to black out before releasing it in
FOCUS? ‘ '

* A: How do I know these documents

8 How do you know that the MJ-12 documents,

or indeed any of the other docusents you have or claim to have are
authentic? Isn’t it possible that

you too have been led down the 9arden path just like so many others?

are authentic? 1 don’t. The point is that the documents exist and that they
The correct question in either case is "why", and that’s what a larqe part of
all about. Certainly there are strong indications that at least some of the
docusents are phonies; and there are equally stronq indications that some of them aren’t. That fact alone
provides more than enough reason to be very careful in the approach we take. To siaply reject everything out
of hand (as Barry Greenwood of CAUS has suggested) just because some things are phoney would be tantamount to
throwing the baby out with the bath water,
Ae 1 being led down the garden path? Perhaps. Once again the correct questions here are who is doing the
leading, where will the path 90, what can be learned in the process, and (again) why is this happening? If
it's to dissuade me from doing further research on Roswell, it isn’t working very well, is it? My research is
every bit as active as it ever was, Just because, until recently, I have been allowing Stanton Friedsan to act

as writer for the team, does not mean that I have not been busy in my own right, or that I have abdicated my
role in any sense of the word.,

case through gqovernaent sources.
ay investiqative effort has been

8: Didn’t you and Bob Pratt collaborate sose years ago to write a fiction novel entitled The Aquarius
Project, and wasn’t Richard Doty a part of this effort? Why wasn’t the book ever published, and why wasn’t
Pratt aware that you were also working with Jaime Shandera at the time?

Ri Pratt and 1 did indeed write an unpublished novel which was completed in '82, It was essentially fiction
based on fact, and Doty did indeed play a role in the project. The book was never published because the
so-called Reagan Recession was going on at that tise and UFO books were a drug on the market. Although the

. plot took some very fascinating twists, there is nothing therein that the UFD comsunity doesn’t already know

- With respect to either Aquarius or MJ-12, Recently there has been a renewed interest in the manuscript and
perhaps 1t will be published after all,

It is important to note here also that I brought Shandera into our project in June of "B2; consequently
the reason I never mentioned him to Pratt was that he wasn’t involved at the time. Pratt certainly knew of
Btanton’s and sy associationj however even Stanton didn’t know a whole lot about what 1 was trying to do with
Aquarius/MJ-12 by January of ’82 because at the time I was playing very close to the vest and Stan, who had

. moved to Canada in 81 (I think) was very far away.

@t e all know what you have clajaed to be getting from "Falcon". How about addrcnslng the question of what

"'you are giving him in return,

.

At What as I giving Falcon? Up to late "84, I knew where I stood on that one. Since then, it’s been something
of a mystery to me as well. I think 1’11 pass on that question just now because anything I might say would be
'speculation on.my part; and everybody knows the penchant some members of the UF0 comsunity have for
transforming speculation into truth,

~@1 Word has it that Robert Hastings is presently working on yet another indictaent of you and your alleged
involvesent with disinforsation, deception and deceit. Care to cossent?

. At Robert who? ...0h yes, that’s Mr."Hasty Pudding®, isn’t it. I wonder why he just doesn’t call me and ask

9



same techniques aginst me. When the debunkers make ad-hosinum attacks, the pro“UF0 people invariably arque
that such attacks are made only because the debunkers can’t find any other way to support their position.

. "Nhen you can’t attack the evidence, attack the witness," Need I say more,...? VYes.

The criticise of *what (1) did to Bennewitz® is just another example of this. Truth is, all 1 “did" to

" Bennewitz was report on his thinking, movements and activities. Trading information is perfectly qood

journalise and it’s not unethical. The "ethical question® raised here is just another way to conveniently avoid
the real issuej the inferente being that if I am unethical, those who cast the aspersion must somehow be
better. Rubbish! - ; :

If we're going to question motives here, then let no one be above reproach, Certainly I have my motives;
just like everyone who takes issue with me has his or her motives. One wonders, for example, just what Barry
breenwood’s motives were when he debunked the MJ-12 documents to the press before he had ever seen copies of
thea. Curiously, he has remained one of ay most vociferous critics ever since. Could it be fear... fear that

I might just come up with soapthing before he does? Or could it be a feeling of inadequacy for the situation

in hand. After all, debunking the documents takes nothing but rhetoric. Researching thea takes visits to
archives, libraries and document repositories all over the country. Greenwood must certainly feel inadequate
for such a task since, by his own admission, he’s been to the National Archives all of once (for an hour or
so), and to other key facilities... never. And does he have an open mind? Does he seek information? Not from
se he doesn’t. [I’ve never corresponded with him, never spoken with him on the telephone, and have met him

. face-to-face all of one time-~ in Washington D.C. in a lobby for about ten minutes. We exchanged pleasantries.
' No motives were discussed.

@: Jim Moseley, writing in the Fall "89 edition of Caveat Emptor, implies that it was you who went to the
qovernsent and blew the whistle on Paul Bennewitz, Is this true?

Pi Moseley's exact statesent was, "Whatever Bennewitz was up to, Moore told the government all about it.® This
15 very misleading, First of all, it was the "governsent® who came to me, not vice-versa; and secondly, ay role
was essentially lisited to supplying thee with inforeation concerning Paul’s thinking, activities and
inter-relationships with others. In addition, It would be more correct to say that T worked with rather than
“for® & qovernaent agency. That agency, as is made perfectly clear in my Las Vegas paper, was AFOSI, and my
contact san was Richard Doty.

€: What about Tisothy breen Beckley's recent book "MJ-12 and the Riddle of Hangar 18"?

A It’s strictly an opportunistic publication. Beckley’s idea of research is to take everything he can get
from others and twist it into cash as quickly as possible. The book is just another of his shoddy atteapts at

. "me first® journalisa, About the best thing it has qoing for it is its glitzy cover.

I 81 On page 41 of the Septeaber/October 1989 issue of UF0 magazine there is a review of Whitley Strieber’s new

novel Majestic. In it, Georqe Earley, the author of the review, makes two coements about you: First, that
you "served the U.S. qovernsent as ...a purveyor of UFOlogical disinformation®; and Second, that you are
*reputedly on Striber’s payro;l these days.® What is your reaction to this?

At | don’t know what Mr. Earley’s dictionnary says, but mine defines "purveyor® as one who provides. There is
2 big difference between one who is anare of a disinforeation operation and one who actually provides (i.e.
*purveys®) the disinformation itself. "In Las Vegas, I stated very clearly that my role in the government’s
disinforsation game was limited to providing information on the thinking, activities and inter-relationships of
certain people in the UFO field. I had nothing whatsoever to do with the counterintelligence and the
disinforeation, although I either knew or was aware of a nuaber of people directly involved with that end of
things. Where Mr. Earley gets “purveyor of ufological disinforsation® out of that, I cannot imagine. Seems
i1ke New England is full of people these days who are so busy believing what they want to believe that they
‘haven't got time to look at the facts.

" The *reputedly on Strieber's payroll these days* bit is just another exasple of this. As near as I can
trace it down, this one originates in @ rumor started by Barry breenwood, who, like Earley, could have easily
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checked the matter with a simple phone call to either me or Strieber. Yet neither one of thea could be
- bothered. 1 wonder why? '

O: That’s all well and good, but even though you denounce Greenwood and Earley for not checking, you still did
not address the real issue here. ARE YOU on Mhitley's payroll these days? [Is there any agreesent between the
- two of you? Did you take a payoff on Majestic?

A: Whitley called and asked me 1f I would be willing to meet him in New Mexico, show him the crash site, and
introduce him to some of the oriqginal witnesses., 1 said I would do it if he would pay the air fare and
expenses, but that I did not want a fee, He said he would be uncoafortable if I didn’t accept paysent, so in
the end I took $300 for three days, plus another $160 in air fare. That was the sum total of sy "payoff® on
Majestic. I am not on Nhitley's payroll, nor have I ever been.

0t How did Lee brahas come to qet involved with the MJ-12 and other documents?

A. As | said in Las Veqas, Lee is an aircraft buff who spends a lot of time chasing details of our newest
experimental aircraft through the Freedom of Information Act. His interest in UF0s, which steas from his
interest in aircraft, qoes back at least ten years,

Lee’s motives are best susmed up as a “quest for truth,® It’s become alaost a religious matter for his. He
writes hundreds of letters to virtually everyone froa the president on down in an effort to find soseone who
will help him find that truth, Give him a lead, and he’ll chase it to the ends of the earth, so long as the
chase can be done through the mails. He’s very loyal in this process, and very open about it-- the loyalty
being to both his friends and his esployer (he never talks about his work, which is classified); and the
openness coming from the fact that there’s absolutely no paranoia in his life. For him, chasing the truth
#bout UFOs is like trying to fill every blank space in a stasp albus-- he’s not going to feel complete until
it’s done.

In any case, shortly atter Jaiee Shandera received the MJ-12 documents anonymously, I had a conversation
with Rick Doty about them. Rich was curious, interested and concerned. ‘Nhat are you going to do with thea?",
he wanted to know. “What do you suggest?, I replied. “Nell, if I were you,"* he said, *1’d find some way to
protect sy ass.®

Khen I asked what he seant, he suggested that I find soseone to show thes to who would do a lot of talking
about thes to a lot of people. “"Show thes to this person,® he said, "but be sure not to give hia any copies.
Let whoever it Is talk all they want. That way you can verify how long you’ve had the stuff if you ever need
to, and at the same time, if the person you select does enough talking, you might learn sosething froa the
feedback. If those things are real, talking about thes is going to attract somebody’s attention. Pick your
aan, and then just monitor what happens.®

It sounded like a qood idea and I decided to.act on it. After carefully considering several likely

- “candidates® and discussing them with Rick and others, we settled upon Lee Graham. Our reasoning was that Lee
. could be depended upon to carry the banner on this thing without making a cloak and dagger affair out of it.
- Lee, for his part and without really being told what was expected of him, grasped the nature of his role almost
- at once and seemed to feel very content with it. All he needed to do was to write letters and ask questions--
" all 1 needed to do was keep in contact with hiam and monitor the feedback. From a legal point of view, neither
. of us was doing anything wrong even if the docusents were real and had not been declassified. Under the law,
the liability lay with the anonymous source who had leaked thea.

Anyway, Lee and I became good friends in this process, and we are still good friends.
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CRITICAL COMMENTS FROM UFO:

“The information that (Willias Moore) has shaselessly revealed, about the extent of disinformation in ufology
and when he participated in it, represents the blackest mark on this field yet to surface. No single eleaent
within the flow of UFO information does more damage to the UFO field and deflects popular interest in it than
the actions of those acencies and individuals who, without reprisal, blithely override the Constitution of the

United Gtates. ..,UFQ asks readers to think long and hard about the implications of these current
disclosures,*
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