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The MJ-12 for those of you
and missed all the excite-
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1 would like 10 tell you I was successful, but the truth s
that, at I write these words in carly August, I am moce confused
than [ was when [ started. 1 cavy those who have managed
already 1o arrive 3t flrm conclusions and hold to them. So far
my firmest have the ‘habit of
ing within 24 hours.

Most informed ufologists are in the camp of the disheliev-

:lm’"“"“" LAY directly nlwmummmmam»mm
and entircly defensible. After all, a ot of phoay documents
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persoanc, all participaied in aspects of the recovery i A A P, o o o ;

H. Menzel, the Harvard University astronomes who wrote thice.
LWN

The Document astived ooc day in Docember 1984, inan
ceavelope with 80 return address, 3t the home of Jaime Shandera,
2n assocaste of William Modre, best known for his exhaustive
jprobing into the Roswell event. (See his article oa the subject
in e July/August 1986 issue of JUR) Two and a half years
later, umxamw.mmuswmm

satisfied of the ‘s L they

released it 10 the media and the UFO community - 0 an
explogive

espoase.

During the summer the MJ+12 story was all over the place:
the New York Timer, the London Observer, e [Xess sevices,
ABC-TV's Nighsline and 2020, Ma Bell's siock shot up as
wiohogiss called exch other, government agencies, retired
odficials and aaybody else who might conceivably know
something, 10 a1tk (hem the 1ame Question 2 promince reposter
for one of America’s major newspapers atked me: *'Do you
ik this could possibly be true?""

‘Well, could it?

fn duly 1 i in the Ma Bell

program by

e phoay documents have ia tum bocome ever more Cwer,
Brad Sparis declares the MJ-12 document *a complete
hoax...one of the best I've ever seen’ -~ and ““completely
peodictable.”” Several ufologists have even named 3 suspect, an
active-duty intelligence officer who has been linked to a number
of fake aling dramatic go
UFO secrets.
Yamwmmummm
ments are false, they are not certain the Document
isbogus. Even they admi, albeit oaly when pressed, to being
intrigoed and they grant the possibility, however slight in their
estimation, that it may be just what it says it is.

memlfmwuwmmmm
Nat-out convinced (oe, moxe precisely, **90-percent convinced, '
a3 cach 1old me independently): Moore and Stantoa Friedman,
(Shandera, who is also convinced, does not consider himself a
wlologist.) Moore and Friedman, of course, are most intimasely
involved in the alfaiz, but in some fundamentally different ways.
fwmpie.nrsunmmuhrmmm

rooniag all over the country 10 talk with ‘whose
jedgments [ rrust and who ate more knowlodgeable than { in the
s acs of oflicial involvement ia UFO stedy, | also recxam-
e documents and sought cut information about the history of
imellipence agencies ia i yeass immediately following World
Woas 1 {or, a3 that persod is known 10 ufologists, the Amold
&a). Fot & few naive moments | actually thought 1 could get, if
810 the boOwom, 3 least clase enough 10 have a preity good
w32 of what might lie there,

Individaals in the e
have told him essentially the samae story the MJ. 12 document
tells (plus a great deal more). Shandera has also met these
people, we are 10ld, but Fricdman has not, presumably because
he lives on the other $id¢ of the North Amencan coatinent from
his associaies.

Moore has boen much less than fonhcoming about his
sources and his information, leading critics to charge that,
whatever his intentions, he has become for all practical purposes

coninmed o page [ S

w7y

thesis of an observer-created reality co  hypothe~
size that UFOs may be created by humans., If the speed of light
hm%h#hpﬂhbuﬁm
acrios 1he universe invantancously, Thut the UFO phenomencn
gl 1 pecsent i botni ol nboimalion el
Oberg's New Sciemtist essay coocludes, if any of the
dﬁnddnhumwﬂhmamduunam

el ot WK ik b o that vediganhn.
While 20 [a# he has not proven anything one way of another, bis
mw“mnuuﬂhmkt&&i

beeakihrough, pechaps 0oe of the most i

True. Whea the Condon Committce says of one of the cases it
estigated that *all factors. and
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extraordinary

of two witnesses,” it is clear that funther scieatific stody of the.
UFOQ phenomenon is warmanted.
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sure that littde if anything in public of private recoads contra-

Letter
To the edisor:

1 am researching matesial on the subject of foo fighters for a
m»ummwmmwrm-um
in any i jon whatever 0a the subject
of foo fighters: book and magazine references (partcularly the
more obscure ones), fissthand reports, theories, photographs.
anything in fact. The subject of foo fighters, while ofien noted
in the UFO lierature, has never been studied in depth and | aim
10 peoduce the definitive surce work of matenial on the subject.

1 will refund all postage and Othes COSLS.

Andy Roberss

84 Elland Road

Brighouse, West Yorkshire HDG 20R
England

Coming in IUR...
The MJ-12 story = latest developments,
by SuntoaT. Friedman

Abduction I Califorats,

by D. Scost Rogo
Wln!lnlook-tﬂhufm
by Willard D.

The Belleville sightings,
by Don Schanist

iz ahoax (ag, if [ had w0 bet money, |

would bet it is: fortunately | don't have to0), that raises a whole

senct of questions dearly as inlcresting a3 those that woald

anise if it were authentic: Who? Why? For what motive? And

why £0 10 30 much effort? 13 the Document a ploy inan
disinformation

officially-sanctioned scheme? To draw atten-
10n from what -- real UFO socrets, or something else? If it'sa
hoax by ufologists upoa ulologists, what's the point? (If it's
that kind of hoax, it"s failed, since ufologisis mosty remain
enpersusded.

)

Until we know 3 lot more, we can reserve judgment even
as we maintain a bealthy skepticism. So far the evidence for
the Document’s ity is not exactly hel At
the moment it is & mere Cunosity and nothing more lhb:nﬁ
admitiedly the most interesting *"mere cunotity”’ we have xea
i years.

Two final points

(1) Tt is uafortunate that media accounts focused on the
Document rather than oa the Roswell incident. Suppoet foe the
first s citcumstantial at best. Soppoet for the secood — in the
Iomo{mmlymnﬁmmmy’mmd
credibie - i3
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ful treatment of the MJ-12 controversy a5 a senious Dows iy,
did not pursoe the matter further. On a national iclevition thow
mbfomu:mmuumwkrnwmwm
invesugative ksts on the case. Sadly, the network
declined. 1 would have been satisfied if ¢ven 0ne OF TwO Jous-
nalists with a broad range of well-placed Washington infor-
‘mants had coasented 10 pursue the swey. If any expenenced ia-
westigative reportens are seading this, I urge you to foliow the
Document as far as it goes, If it"s the real thing, you'll have the
isn't the real thing, you'll stll
-~ of 1he MOs audacioas Con J0b
since the Hitler Dianies. - Jerome Clark
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