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admittedly unusual, it is not without precedent. N

“Three. To those of you who still harbor suspicions that I created
the documents and am perpetrating a hoax, I say, tThank you for the
compliment!” To those of you who think it more likely that. I am the
innocent victim of an elaborate hoax, I concede that remains a pos-
sibility which has not yet been entirely ruled out.”

Phil Klass, sitting toward the rear of the large room, the self-proclaimed
“skunk at the garden party,”” a tape recorder balanced on his lap, heard
it all. To his sharp ears, there was nothing worth applauding. Moore’s
explanation was “‘evasive at best.”” “He’s trying to have his cake and
eat it, too,” Klass complained.

Later that summer, now back home in Washington, he would play
the tape of Moore’s speech over and over. There was an unmistakably
feisty quality to Moore’s words, yet Klass would never fail to be
charmed by the incongruously soft, woolly murmur in his enemy’s
timbre. Moore had a lovely speaking voice. Klass, an orderly man,
would always start to play back the speech at the point of Moore’s
opening words. But it wouldn’t take long before he grew impatient
and would fast-forward precisely to Moore’s discussion of the dates.
“Qpc,” he would hear Moore begin, stressing the syllable like a referee
giving the count; and, in an unconscious reaction, Klass would im-
mediately move in closer to the machine. He was fascinated—and
cnragc:’d—by what he had come to call “Moore’s half-hearted argu-
ment.” And by the time Moore’s sly, teasing voice had facetiously

thanked all those who belicved he Was capable of pulling off a hoax

like the M]J-12 documents, Klas
“You're welcome.” 5, Klass could not help but loudly reply,

While he silently th
y thought—
that UFOs are not rf:al..,.g case closed. I have proven once again
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Just as Klass was poised to vent his pri-
s ready to bring the gavel down on the
re them once and for all an indisputable

returning to the fray with an almost uncanny
sense of the moment, would time after time find one more provoc-

ative point to bolster their case. Friedman was a master; no researcher
could have been more industrious, no lawyer could have mounted a
more aggressive rebuttal. What’s this about the dates? he would rum-
ble. Klass’s quibbles prove nothing except typically thick-headed
“Klassical reasoning.” And then Friedman, playing his trump cards
with flair, would produce not only a small stack of government and
military documents with ‘“‘unnecessary commas’ and zero-prefix dates,
but also a letter written by none other than Admiral Roscoe H. Hil-
lenkoetter himself which was dated, for all the world to see, with a
resplendent “‘unnecessary comma.’’ Take that, Mr. Debunker. UFOs
were real. .

Still, it was Moore and Shandera, a team that never failed to be
blessed by Providence, who uncovered what many fc.lt. was the most
convincing piece of evidence to support the aU'thC,nthlt.y of the M]J-
12 documents. Only this time, the mailman didn’t deliver a roll of
film—just a perplexing clue that, when solved, sent them off on a

most rewarding treasure hunt.

=5

The hunt began with a postcard. It was addressed to the post Ofgcj‘, -
box Bill Moore still maintgined in Dewey, Angona(,vjand (tjht??sf:;vnacrdca
T o hi j : It was unsigned, and, 1 ,
to his new home in Los Angeles. . ‘ i
tect the identity of the sender.
it of care had been further spent to protee . :
’t;‘lh: card had been postmarked in New Zealand; however, the pho
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126th carton—Box Number 189 was its official designation—was
placed in front of them. Moore and Shandera dug in. \

Shandera was skimming the papers in folder]
bleary, when something he was reading
a rush of discovery. With great ¢
ognize what he held in his h
began to reexamine the p

'4-1846, his eyes nearly
all of a sudden filled him with
are, morc an odd reluctance to rec-
and than an act of scrupulousness, he

. age. It was an unsigned carbon copy of a
brief memo, dated July 14, 1954, from Robert Cutler, special assistant

to President Eisenhower, to General Nathan Twining. Its subject—
“NSC/M]J-12 Special Studies Project.”” His heart racing, he would later
admit, “like at opening night,” Shandera reread the words that had
so shaken him:

“The President has decided that the M]J-12/SSP briefing should
take place during the already scheduled White House meeting of July
16 rather than following it as previously intended. More precise ar-

rangements will be explained to you upon arrival. Please alter your
plans accordingly.

“Your concurrence in the above change of arrangements is as-
sumed.”

Shandera passed the page to Moore with only one soft yet succinct
comment—‘‘Bingo!”’

Later a triumphant Moore would announce that the Cutler-Twining
memo found at the National Archives “unquestionably verifies the
existence of an ‘MJ-12’ group in 1954 and definitely links both the
National Security Council and the President of the United States to
it.”” And, as he explained to his supporters, since the Majestic Group
was real, then so were UFOs!

/

But if Shandera couldn’t believe his luck, Klass wouldn’t. I.t chmcd,
even in the most munificent realm of possibilities, too con.ncndcntal.
Moore and Shan\dcra travel across the country, roll up th.c1r sleeves,
and dig into a mountain of documents never before cxar.mncd by any
civilian researchers, and after a mere three days find precisely the proof
they need to authenticate the cxistcnccv of the MJ.-IZ‘G"roup.. I; W‘;\s",, )
he would explain with arch politeness, “mos.t.unllkcly. Bc§1dcsl,Ac
quickly pointed out after consulting authOfntlcs at the Nationa 34ri
chives, all the other top-secret documents in the Record Group
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It was this conscious decision to act on their romantic ideals and
daydreams about other worlds, this leap of real courage, that distin-
guished the people—the physicists, farmers, generals, exobiologists,
UFO researchers, town fathers—]I had met in my journey across Amer-
ica. They all were gifted with different abilities, different minds,
different educations; nevertheless, it was this practical commitment
to finding proof, to making contacts with other souls across the uni-
verse, that was their common bond, and the shared calling that allowed
them to transcend bitter, perhaps even paranoid, despair. In dreams,
they all agreed, began their responsibilities. And so, each in his own
way, they went to work.

Yet, are the hopes in NASA’s Project Cyclops report, a plan for a
ten-billion-dollar dedicated SETI facility, really so different from those
expressed in the spiral-bound booklet that urged the construction of
a fifty-million-dollar UFO Landing Field?

Are the aspirations of the group of intelligence officers secretly meet-
ing in the Pentagon vault room in conflict with those of Bill Moore’s
investigative team?

Is the Dolphin scientists’ deduction that a message from another
world will arrive only over the narrow range of “water hole” frequencies
any less romantic a notion than the belief that an alien spacecraft will
decide to land in ElImwood?

If a Harvard professor can build his own device to listen to space,
are Paul Bennewitz’s motives any less inspirational?

Were not Phillip Morrison’s concert hall reverie and Tom Weber's
nightmare sparked by the same unconscious desire to reach out to
other worlds?

Are not the speculative Drake Equation and Stanton Friedman’s
exhaustive research papers both wishful attempts to make philosophy
real?

Wasn’t it the same humanistic goal, the hope that mankind might
learn how to live with its ability to destroy itself, the L of the Drake
Equation, that inspired both Congress to support SETI and Tom
Weber to plan his landing field?

And, ultimately, are not the Drakes and the Morrisons, the Moores
and the Shanderas, the-Webers and the Colonel Phillipses,-all adven- .
turers, all explorers off on the same elusive quest?

But there is more. They share a common strength. They are steeled
by more than simple courage. They have all experienced a large leap
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of the soul: a movement beyond resigned belief into an arena of
absolute faith. They all know, in their secret hearts, that what they
believe in, despite all odds, despite all obstacles of reason, will some-
day, no matter what, come to pass. We are not alone in the universe.
They know, in time, there will be proof.

And so they are prepared to continue. To believe. And to wait.

This is a tale, then, where history is being made by men and women
who dare to ask questions they know cannot yet be answered. It is a
story by necessity without an ending. All its large figures are antiheroes;
they have yet to win. They are victims of the same dilemma. They
are confident they are right, but the proof eludes them. They are stuck
at the same crossroads, waiting.

The UFO Working Group continues to serve President George
Bush as it did President Reagan. Lately it has turned its attentions to
the reports that a spacecraft landed in the Russian city of Voronezh.
Colonel Phillips has doubts that the event actually happened, but
still something in the Tass dispatch brought him up short. Genrikh
Silanov, head of the Voronezh Geophysical Laboratory, revealed that
the landing site was identified by means of bilocation.” Do the Rus-
sians have their own Project Aquarius? Phillips wondered to the Work-
ing Group. Are they also using scannate or some form of remote
viewing to locate flying saucers? He decided that the Working Group
should investigate.

Meanwhile in Elmwood, the success of UFO Days '88 convinced
a lot of people that change was coming to the Eau Galle River Valley.
Over at Thompson’s Oil and Gas, an old pump was painted a bright
red and, after a boisterous ceremony, hoisted up on the roof. “UFO
Fuel,” a sign written in slanted black letters archly explained. On the
other side of Main Street, down at the Shack, Sissy rigged up a silver
flying saucer on the roof. When she gave the word, a switch was
thrown: the “UFQ” actually spun in a lopsided circle. And Mayor
Feiler, without even consulting the council, commissioncd a local

house painter “to design and erect suitable monuments’’ to commem-

orate the most notable sightings in the township’s hlstory. The painter
was industrious and in no time at all four-foot-wide plywood models
of dome-shaped spacecraft began appearing. Out by the quarry, for
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REPRODOCED FOR THE VERY FIRST TIME THE  ASTONISITING
PROJECT AQUARTUS DOOYMENTS.

TONY DODD RESEARCH AND TNVESTIGATIONS DIRFCTOR RECENTLY
AOQUIRED VIRTUALLY THE ENTIRE BRIEFING DOCUMENT KNOWN AS
'PROJECT AQUARIUS' THROURT A NETWORK OF TINTERNATTONAL

COONTACTS.
TONY DODD SUBMITS THE PAPERS WITHOUT BIAS, ADDING:

'"THAT TF GENJINE, THESE DOCUMENTS REPRESENT A REMARKABLE
BREACTTROG IN UFO  RESFARCH. READERS ARE OFFERED
DNFORMATION AT FACE VALUE, DETERMING THE ATTVIENTICITY OF
THE 'AQUARIUS' IS PARAMOINT, A TASK WE WILL SPARE NO
EFFORT TOWARDS ACHTEVING'... TONY DODD 26th April 1991

ok ik k

Foresord by Graham William Birdsall

book, 'Alien Ultimate
Good publishes extracts from what 1is
be a "TOP SFCRET/OROON' document, entitled
Briefing. Subject: Project Aquarius', and is

In his latest Liaison — The

Secret', T

purported

'Executive

dated l4th June 1977.

researcher William 'Bill' Moore received a

American
in 1983 suggesting that some information

telephone call
was to be made available to him.

The instructions that followed led him acrnss the United
States, until finally he -was sealed brown
envelope in a New York hotel at precisely 5.00pm. He was
just nineteen minutes to do whatever he
but it mst be handed

handed a

told he had
wished with the material inside,
back at the end of that period of time,

Bill Mwore was to photograph eleven documents contained
in the envelope, A 25-cent piece was placed in the lower

left hand enrner for scale,

According to Tinnthy Good, the dociment appears to be a
transcription of motes, either intended for use in
preparing a briefing for President Carter or taken down
and typed later,

Both Bill Moore and Timothy are naturally sceptical about
the docurent, with Bill tending to believe that although
they probably contain some important elanents of truth,
it was perhaps shown for reasons of disinformation,

lowever, in 'Above Top Secret: The Worldwide 1P Cover-tlp
(Sidgwick & Jackson, London, 1987) Timthy Good does
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Tony Dodd

and the efforts made to identify
it. The NSA confirmed the
Sigma and Snowbird. later,
id have a Project

mention the document,
the projects listed in
existense of Project Aquarius,
the NSA qualified that by saying they d
Aquarius, but it wasn't related to UF0s. Later still,
following a Freedom of Information request, the NSA
Director of Policy replied a document they had located
1is classified because its disclosure could reasonably be
to cause exceptionally grave damage to the

expected
[and] no portion of the information is

national security
reasonably segregable.’

"ORCON!' according to Bill Moore, means 'Dissemination and
Extraction of Information Controlled by Originator' a
used mainly by the CIA, DIA, NSA and USAF
intelligence. 'OPR' is an acrouym for 'Office of Primary
Responsibility'. 1 am grateful to Timothy Good for
allowing me to quote that information directly from his
latest hook, which 1 urge readers to obtain for a more
in-depth analysis of this, and many other fascinating
examples of how the intelligence commity is seen to be
working in relationship to the UFO subject.

tenn

Wwhat will come as a huge surprise to many of the key-
figures involved with the document, is that Quest
International's Research Director, Tony Dodd, came into
possessionof nine of the eleven pages only recently.

These are the very same pages photographed by Bill Moore
as each contains the same 25—cent coin in the lower left-

hand corner used for scale purposes.

e individual who showed the dociment to Bill Mpore got
into trouble, and later Bill himself was investigated by
the FBI. Tat intensified following the release of the
MJ-12 docments. Of sixty-one known pages relating to that
FBI investigation, only six have been released, the
renainder being exempt from disclosure.

The original pages featured here are too poor in quality
to reproduce in their own right, but the wording has been
reproduced [including the misspellings] to ensure that
Quest International readers become the first people in
the world to view their entire coatents publicly.

I'm sure you will join with me in congratulating Toay
Dodd for bringing this matter to everyooe's attention.

G.W. B,

Page 3



AS SEFN (N THE REPRONDUCTIONS FAOT DOCUMENT IS
CLASSIFIED ABOVE AND BELOW 'TOP SFCRET'

1]

EXECUTIVE CORRESPONDENCE
Executive Briefing
Subject
Project Aquarius C T S D
ATTENTION

This document was prepared by MJ12. MJ12 is solely
responsible for its subject matter.

Comment Control CDOONNN3

Classified by MJ12 [0/340
Declassification Fxempt
2]

Classification and Release Instructions

(TS/ORCON) The information contained in this document
is classifiad Top Secret with OROON. (Only the
originator may release the information) Only MJ12 has
access to Project Aquarius. No other govermment agency,
to include the military has access to the information
contained in this briefing. There are only two copies
of Project Aquarius and the location is known only to
MJ12. This document will be destroyed after the
briefing. No photostat/Photographs or audio recordings
may be made of this briefing.

3]

Fxecutive Briefing

(TS/ORCON) In Jun 1947, a civilian pilot flying over

the Cascade momtaing of Washington observed nine
flying discs, (later referred to as UFOs). The
Commander, Air Technical Intelligence Centre of the

then Army Air Force, became concerned and ordered an
inquiry. This was the beginning of the involvement with
UFO  investipations. In 1947 an aircraft of
extraterrestrial origin crashed in the desert of New
Mexico. The craft was recovered by the military. Four
alien (non hom-sapiens) bodies were recovered in the
wreckage. The aliens were found to be creatures not
related to human beings (Atch 1) In late 1949 another
Alien aircraft crashed in the United States and was
recover~d partially intact by the military. One alien
of extraterrestrial origin survived the crash., The
surviving alien was mave and called itself "EBE". The
alien was thoroughly  interropated by military
intelligence personnel at a base in New Mexico., The

Page 4

aliens language was translated by picturegraphs. It was
learned that the alien came from a planet in the Zeta
Riticuli star system approximately 40 light years from
the Farth. EBE lived until June 18 1952 when he died of
an unexplained illness. During the time period FEPBE was
alive, he provided valuable information regarding space
technology, origins of the Universe and ex-biological
matters. Further data contained in Atc 2.

4]

(TS/ORCON) The recovery of alien articfacts led the
United States on an extensive investigative program to
determine whether these aliens posed direct threats to
our national security. In 1947 the newly created Air
Force initiated a program to investigate incidents
involving UFOs. The program was operated under three
seperate code names: Grudge, Sign and finally Blue Book.
The original mission of the Air Force was to collect and
analyse all reported sightings or incidents involving
UF0s and determine whether the information could be
interpreted as having any bearing on the security of the
United States. Some information was evaluated with the
idea of using the gained data to advance our own space
technology and future space programs. 90 percent of the
12,000 reports analysed by the Air Force were considered
hoaxes, explained  aerial phenomena  or  natural
astronomical objects. The other 10 percent were
considered legitimate alien sightings and/or incidents.
However not all UFO sightings or incidents were reported
under the Air Force program. In 1953 Project Gleam was
initiated by order of President Eisenhower who believed
that UFOs presented a threat to the national security of
the United States. Project Gleam which became Project
Amiarius in 1966, was a parallel reporting system for UFO
sightings and incidents. Reports collected under Project
Aquarius were considered actual sightings of alien
aircraft or contact with alien life forms. Most reports
were made by reliable military and defense department
civilian personnel.

51

SUB PROJFCTS UNDER PROJECT AQUARTUS

1. (TS/OROON) Project Pando (Proword Risk) Originally
nstablished in 1949. Its mission was to collect and
evaluate medical information from the surviving Alien
creature and recovered Alien bodies. This project
medically examined EBE and provided United States medical
researchers with certain answers to the evolution theory.
(OPR:CIA) (Terminated 1974).

2.  (TS/OROON)  Project Sigma: (Proword Midnight).
Originally established as part of proword Gleam in 1954,
Became a seperate project in 1976, Tts mission was to
establigsh commmication with Aliens. This program met
with positive success when in 1959, the United States
esteblished primitive commmications with the Aliens. On
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QUEST INTERNATIORAL COMMENT

Bill Moore, Jaime Shandera and Timothy Good are
sceptical abut the documents authenticity. The pagrs
have a sloppy appearance, misspellings, and seem hardly
likely to have been used for a Presidential briefing.

We agree with that assessment 100%. To us, the wording

Any individual scouring through library books and Fol
documentation can come up with a hundred project names in
24 hours.

Place a few names within a UFO illustrated history; throw
in some well-known agency names; make a telephone call;
have your UFO researcher travel across America; give him
a few mimites to photograph eleven pages, (he can't keep

on each page could have been designed by a 10-yrar—old  the originals for testing purposes); sit back and watch Perha
W has read a couple of recent books on the UFO the tale mnfold. offic
subject. Quite frankly, if anyone believes a 1947 alien to a
would call itself 'EBE' as one page of this doctment Nine years later, we finally view nine of the pages. Is 1952.
claims, then the person or persons responsible for its it disinformation? Is it perhaps "a stepping stone" to desig
'release’ must be laughing all the way to the bank. other avenues of research as Timothy Good suggested to me offic
only recently? What do YOU think? Please write in with obser
To be fair, the pages do have some interesting project—  your views and any comment - A LOT OF PROPLE WILL EE Yorks
namwes  which  are  important to the intelligence  INTERESTED TO KNOW WIAT YOU THINK! to e
cammity. There are several projects named Aquarius, now.
one of which is very 'black' and 'Above Top Secret'; we  Copyright: Quest International 1991
know there is a Project Sigma and Snowbird, but they
are definately not UFO-related; Project Pounce is UFO
related and dates back to 1953. . e ¢
folle
as it
John
'The
~r g g - —~ notic
STEBBING BOOK SERVICE silve
five
UFO — GEORGE ADAMSKI|: 'THEIR MAN ON EARTH' by Lou Zinsstag [Ilbrary style book) £14.95 trave
UFO CONTACT FROM ANGELS IN STARSHIPS by Dibitanto-Sharwood [!lbrary style book]) £14.95 the s
1991 UFO CALENDAR - Each calendar - 13 of the flnest UFO photographs [Request Price)
TESLA — MAN OF MYSTERY by Tim Beckley [booklet stylel £5.00 '1 s
UFO CRASH AT AZTEC - Steinman & Stevens [hardback] _“”m'-m.‘.* £18.95 to wh
THE NEW WORLD ORDER: plus LEGIONS OF LIGHT MEDALLION by Ashtar £14.95 be th
UNDERGROUND AL IEN BASES by Commander X - mllitary Intelllgence offers proof : ?"'I'(/ﬂllnma‘.‘ £15.00 sky.
MJ-12 THE RIDDLE OF HANGER 18 by TIm Beckley o o, \ £15.00 watch
THE ULTIMATE DECEPTION by Commander X £15.00 secon
THE PHILADELPHIA EXPERIMENT & OTHER UFO CONSPIRACIES by Brad Stelger £15.00 was s
UFOs & THE COMPLETE EVIDENCE FROM SPACE by Danlel Ross (colour photographs) £11.95
OUT THERE by Howard Blum [hardback]) £16.95 'As |
CONFRONTATIONS: A sclentist's search for allen contact by Jacques Vallee £16.95 objec
UFOs & THE GULF BREEZE SIGMTINGS by Ed and Francls Walters £16.95 secon
MOONGATE by William Brian: Supressed data of U.S. Space Programmes [(trade paper] £14.95 rotat
ANTI—GRAVITY HANDBOOK: Sclence, Space Travel, Lost Technology £12.95 an in
UFO Magazine (USA): Various back Issues - wrlte for detalls £4.25 then
LIGHTED FLYING OBJECTS (LFO). Battery powered plastic dis with two rim Ilghts - red and green. When L (1
faunched LFO looks |lke genulne UFO.. large 125 inches dlameter - £20.00. Small - 11 Inches £15.00 incid
Durin
Full bookllsts are avallable - 36p In stamps, or Internatlonal reply coupons. Glro No. 36 822 2004, flash
Personal U.S,A. dollar cheques accepted plus $1.00 bank charge. Amounts less than $10.00 not accepted. a Vam
ALl titles are not In stock at one time, Please S.A.E. for book and other enquirles. Write to:
'We a
UFO SPACE AGE PUBLICATIONS, 41 Terminus Drive, Beltinge, llerne Bay, Kent, CT6 6PR England reali
cowli:
ADVERTISEMENT not t
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Dear Grant,

I acknowledge with thanks the receipt of your kind
1990, together with the enclosed list of the nmaes.

There are a few items that I should clear before I =6 £ﬁ4Us

[ Lee Graham in is latest
showed the text o is MUFON speech to. the  SBOYSNE
parits out of its e ) L d that he st Sk
On the issue o Tim Good, he said that Tim has  deniecsnyh
the s 1ltancous release of  the papers,! but admitedSNtha
I 3 dinner. Secondly, bhe has A\
ques O be a "controlled informant' when addresSeds
by l.ee . Gr : Lee also sa il hat on ‘the . ./questilonitolast
sard, Moore ater admited at he fudged the issue in orde"
with Tt LI L Lee stil] swears that he saw a proper
;\T«‘,-'t,‘fz‘u., C o y zQopera »d with (\.r_"\. Thl:’i I thlnk I m'ade' C
of letters to : . o A that he ' got into the "DISHETIENG
CiA eontacts: A conversation with Bob Emenigger, wherp )
to the . con t [l Tinvo ent and then  OSI, "indarec
close ¢ 5C n these genci have together, In my
Moore ., rece v have qu ed the code word ‘he uUsed
replyw am also 1 jer, Su i ous to Bill ‘Colemant
innocent comments somehow confirms my suspitions = Belcan

2. Thru a separate mail I have sent you somematen
will find relativels e il

3% I am enclosing herewith the reply
Assisstant Secretary of Defense on my: FOL
There seems to be some problem. I £15] exdi it
confirmation on the declassification of “th
have come out with blank. Where to go f1
give to Graham on some of his_comments?.
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WILLIAM T MOOREE AND OAT

b e

a2z LY 1991

S e - -

Mo Tommger the desne of William 1. Maoare’as asancialbionn with 061 1-

A mylhh. My, Monre readily haes admitbted his exbensive asamcial fon

and  subesequenl  conperabion wikh  the AFOS1., 1t {5 8 case wslld
documented on every (ormatbt nof the media, ArLiEINe " UV Radico

Bl BLE,

What boathered ovr grovp of researchers, was Lo establish Lhe man

e or the method by vhich pasychelogical damage was inflicted

e My Fautl Pennewits, due to Mr. Maore’s greed in his  awr i
wordes “Ta find out hov do they operate” |
Havinag heen a  reesarcher  in the Mind and Behaviotiral Contreal
igewes for as long as UFD’e, Aall the sians were clearly 1indica

 {we f & eme clandest ine, gradual mé?.hr_vd of torture, Al i
miniztrated on Mr ., Pennewitz, in order Lo a) Divert his allLen |
' 1N avay from what he was (indinag oul, h) Tr present him as an
ercentric,  in the fringe of lunacy ta Lthe UF0O researchers ) And ‘
14 Ao i g0, mal e ctire Lhat he would never recover his =encscos ‘
rompletely, nor he veould re-gain his caunraage Lo pursne whal Trer

vas doing, This, they achieved with the help of Mr. Moore.

Sevne o f the mel hoda arplied (R) create paranoia, vhere ald
fachyomed ; hrealking 1 enlbries, :\roparmﬂ. search for material,
W A 1y ol frarmnibare around, ostr. This fenmdded the hase 1n the
taraet ' s mind, (Mr.  PRemmewiltz) that he was a desianaled and
delibwrale taraert Some obller methods applied, wvere more sophis
ticated and requicte Lhe usage of eleclronics, in various forms

hased e coveornal (1 qu and records in onur pnssessinon abant

ather similar canes, prove without any shadou of deoublbs, lhp..
gradual  dislocation of Lhe memory, and substitulbion of fear in-
stead, Tack of self confidence, mnutter confusion, shorl mindes
ness,  forgetfulness, are Lthe preliminary stages which  fina
lead toancute depressions and psychological fatiagune and illno!l
not easily recoverahle. It would have heen possible ta 1
find nut these electronic methnds of torture, st ]df
| wowledgeahle had arcess to Mr. Bennewitz at Lhat [EY
measures of  safequard could have heen taken ve tal!x ;

wethods . nfertunately, as yet it is naol known ¢
operations. Mr, Moore tan, either d!lihl Lel
sgneg anecs has net cast more Light on lhl
passive comment s,




In Lthe course af mv conversabinne and earreapandence  vith Toryy
Miller, af IKivtlinnd AFR, any Lime 1 have bronghl up some detay) s,
enqua T aing the type of presible aperations conducted on Mr., Do -
newvitz, he never denies,  nor does he reply either in weibing oy
nrally.,

Mt vanbd AFOST admit that Mr. Manre was at Lheir employ, el her
nflficinlly, Aar as a valimlerr free lance?

N Lo p comenlbat jan with nther arientist s of Lhe hoard ol o
researchers, decision was made ba make some discrete inquirics?

We alieady had ab bhat 1ime tLhe names of at least more than  halfl
A dazen of his "hivdg", In fart as far hack as 1989, T eshah

Vished thalt Condor was hack at Wright Patberson, an  issue bthat,
recent ly has bheen conflirmed hy obthers bLoo,

The  ne:t “hard” ta he inveshbigabed was an AFOST Colenel, =ta -
Piomed i DO The fallouving is the Lext of our taped conver-albinn

vith him, on 23 MAR 199n,

"Secyrebary @ Helln, Office af Special Projects,
CallaFr, "X leace

fen.: May I ask who is calling?

Caller: Yes, this i=s .., calling, from UK.
Sec. @ Ok, sbland hy eijr

(A lona gap before b was put through)

Ser. o+ 8ib, did ven say that your name wvas ... .7
Taller: That is corrvecnt .

ec. : Stand hy.

Col. X : Colonel X.

Caller: Colonel X, Good morning tn ynu, or rather aond afternnaon.
It is5 2FM there [T gather, is it nnt?

“nl. X: Yes it is.

Caller: Riaght. This is....speaking. Colonel. U have a couple of
arestions Lo ask you if you don’t mind me askinag you.

Col. Y: Al.l r..i..gh..t (Thinking wvhilst answvering).

Caller: First of all, dno you know a gentlewan called William I..
Merivrm?



Tl X CThinkdinagYy Wil linm whn?
Caller: Willinm 1. Manre ., Darhand Califoarnia,

Tl Y Conld oy el that pleaar?
(Caller spellied the name)

[ | Xt May 1 ar)l. ulhyn yory are s3ir?

Taller: Yern, my name 928 . andd 1 dn some reaearcly work .
e X: For vhn rir?

Caller: A pravate aqronp.

Tl ¥: 1 eee, and vhere nre yan r_:\lli',,:' from nir?
Caller: 1 K

Cal. Y- 1 eee ahy

Caller: 1 wonnld ao fMaarther colanel b say that yorr are givern e
tatle oof A "Rird” . Yerr are called ... .. is it anrrerct?

(e I Y. (Paniee) W, that is that is an air foarce arconvm,
o T, @y A slana ovprescsinn, for ah . . for ah.. vhnt ever |
fer..ah. .2 calimel . (Ile wa=s clearly q'_ammprinq)_

Taller: Yeur alean callect a gentleman’s lebtera. Yerr hhave at lea-t

tva thaneand of hie loetbters, and there ia an FOTA redgqrue~t AL moee
af thraee lotteyrs pendineg for twvn veare, vhicrh hhave neat bieaon
releaced T am sure Lhat yoo know him too (Giving the name) . Am 1
ravrrect ? ’ )

Col. X: May T ask yon why are you asking all Lhese questian=?

Caller: We are bLrving tn aet to the hattom nf this MI117 stbrrn-
tien, tlatt T am =mure that same elements have eame mainr rale b
play in materialisation af these and the dissemination af them 2=
well | fTilence na veord=) Hella?

el . X: Yesa, 1 hear you sir,
Caller: 1 thought that the line is cut off, that maybe you ant

angry at me.
|
f

ol . X: HNo. ‘
Caller: AlL right, this is why I am c3lling.
|

Cal. X: T....0....1 imderstand vhat y@ are saying.
Caller: Any comnment s? (

o). X Ma., . |

Caller: You DO VHOW Rill Manare, |

Col, X: T DO KNOW RITI, MOORE, [
Caller: In what capacity,if | way a=lk
Cal . ¥ I do not Lhink vhebther |1
LA W

Caller: Wall thatl ia very, .,

red Lo ansver -Lhal equestijon



Cov) o X ( In'c-rrnp! inr]) flv_'\' 1 ”nrlnrq[nnr“ i I ”nrlnrﬁ’nnr' 3 yr‘\l' il -

viously have my name and tetlephone numher and same idea. ..

R A er g Netb  only  yours, huut also same of yonur rcolleagies’ vl
have heen working vith Mr. Moore . (Caller paused. Cal. D¢ was
stlent)y wvhich gare Yo higher areas.

Caol. X: (I.onn panse) Well, s there acaome specific infarmabtinn yon
decire from U8 Air Faree?

Caller: No, T am T\lli"(""‘q"|r:' Vol A5 a person colanel, ot Lhe 07
AMr Force.

Calt. X: Well, i an. . that particular capacity Lo
srv.cthen. cthen. o1 am not specifically obliged to  in  (art
ANNSweor |

Caller: 1 apprecial e, T '\lw‘n(r_]h!_ that we might he ahle ta zart of

"ee to vhether ta vuhiat we have heen tald, 95 there any eolement af

Fruath, or 1t has heroeny (;]l“':f:]'r\_ This 1is ‘\]hy I am c,—;]]i“(:' vy,

(R | vo. 1 o
Caller: To clear The Aar more Lhan anything else.
Cols X: T oundereland o0 Whal, elaes - 1t you desire to bnow?

Caller s Tow vl l yvarr Laow Me . Moore?

(There wvas a very lond silonce)

Caller: Hella?

Caol. X: Ye=s, yos.

Caller: You are sbtill thinbineg. -

Cnl. X: Yes, T am. "rom...from...the..sh..(silence). Tu wy doh |
meetl many penple.

Caller: Put of coursel vou dn.

Col . X: Ao.n.o.d ah. ah. . and. iso. you askerd me ah...a st raiaht
cquest ian, Aand I an o searching my hrain ah...trying tn identify
William Moore. . ah..(lrry Jong silence) . I do not ¥nou whether if

I met the man.
Caller: ARE YOU ARCOMTELY CERTAIN AROUT IT COLONEL?

Cal. YX: No, T did not say that, nno,

Taller: The reason that I asked you this question is that van
Vnow, we have some eiidence Lo prove the contrary. If 1T was naol
certain, I would not wpve ohvinusly hother to call yau,

al. X: Well, 1T mmdefstand that completely sir, a..n...d. . alh..is«
it pnssible [ could lnve mel someone given any name that your.

Caller: Js it possihly thal yau met the gentleman in A way that

cnmehody gave you soiml inforwation Lo pass on to him, just in the
Jine of duty?

(Very Jlong silence)

el



faller: .':rwmr.\hnr]y Ahave von?

Cnl W W, w@p s o s sl

Callev: Th de passihle, isn’t it?

Col. X: T didn’t =ay Lhat

Caller: Yes, 1 didn’t say that you did say that cnlenel.

Cal . X : s bt h..e..r.e, what else is that you desire Lo Voo
STE ?

The rest aof the conmverealbinn was on AannlLher topine nnt drvrectly
relevant ta Mr. Moare’'s iasue.

Tmmaediately Aafter fhe termination of this enanversalt inn, tvn of
e enlleagues | ciwul'?\ncﬂmn"\ly tbried Mr. Monre aned (Onl . X n nmitm

Wers , Roth  were accupied, T do not intend bto deav any coneln

siems . T leave that ta the readers.

After having estabhlished Mr . Manre’s cooperational role wilh the
O5T, vipan enllective decision, decided to make direct approach ‘i
izt o On 1A FFER 1991, the fallaoving FOIA requesht wuas filodl too
AFOST (Capy enclased, Fxh. 1). Requesting the follouving informa -
biang

. A copy of the AFOST s contract with Mr., William L. Maonre.

2 AN ropy af all the records and infarmation passed hy the ahnve
fo AFOST so far on Mr. Panl Bemmewitz, and ather persons (Ollere

vere involverd tam) .

R A copy  of the hriefing as well as the material aqiven Lo Mr .

Monre hy the AFOST Lo he passed on bo persons in (2) abioveen
Eionmed

A AN capy of Lhe arder, direcbive or document by which Lthe AFOAT
personme] wvere authoriced wvibth, Lo ewnploy Mr., William (.. Monre.

5. A list af such persons who are working on temporary emplavment
hasis, non-contractual-trust hases with the AFOSI currently. (ream
the UOFO commmity and among Lhe community.

A . If (5) wvould not hy remote pnssibhility he possible, [ there-
fore request the number of such person/s as described in (8)

M 5 MAR 1991, 1 received a reply from O51’s HAQ, sigued hy Frank
H. Patten, Jr ., SA, Chief, FOIA/PA Branch, DCS, Informat ion
Management . asking far maore information about Mr. Moore, such as
date nf hirth, place of hirth, social securilty numbher, and serv-

ice numher (if availabhle). (Copy enclosed, Exh. 2).

The required informatinn was given to OSI.



a0 | replied oy nOARER 129 Thin time Lhe letter vas sicgnml b

Fecil Wo Fry, SA0 Diveclor,  recards managemnent and Tuformwalion
Peleane NOCS, Infrormwal von Manncgrmmenl . Tn hie lelbter Mr. Fry ~ail
that A vevieu of Yheor fileag disclosed nn recorred of nmplr-ymﬂ-n’ o
N Mo Willyam T.. Maore hy AFOST . He furthervred hy aslaneg, 11
comstatubte  thives yeply as an adverae action, T eounld Cile o Ape-

el bta bhe Secrelary of the Ajr Farce. (Copy enclaosed. Tieth., )

53

What wvas interecting abicat this P:,,—'_]',-_”];,r responese vas Lhat 11 N

similarv ecase filed alwast al the same time an some aother rer e
hirooagh e, OST hinel requested s tn follow Lhe matter of reocopede
o the dndividual with the DIA. nart, HAD  ment inned in Elve i
recponae that DTS s the facully helding recovds aimilar b Thae
cnse (ecivilian emplaoyeeg) Far come rmlnown reasnns, Llvey  Biwdl
refrained of pPassing Yhina redquest bo DIS. 1s b pnv-.r:ihln fhat due
b the riztoncejve Iinvestiyicgabions concuected by DIS o Mre. .o
(Sralin, My, Moy e’ clase assacinte, Lhey were brying Lo avard

the Acronn?

My 11 MAY [IRA RS I I filed an Appeal Lo the Sercrebary of Lhe Aig
Festren, Yhio OS] °'s THOY, men ! Tenineg

"We hinve heothy vritten Acceptbance as well as aurdin btape frem thee
Ahave ment ioned individonal (Mr. Monre) whn was approached by e
NnNaT, and subasequent ly recruited Aas a "free Janee Agent ta vieny )
oo ST . We are also avare that Mr. Fry ha= in fact ceveral el

for= froam Mr. Moare’s close assacinbe, Mr. Leo Graham, moavibor ineg
Ihhim as bt whiethierr My . [.ee Grahham in order te ser vhether M .
Manre ts o upholding hia agreenent with the QST in not disclacing

infarmation. Nat o Toneg ago Mr. l.ee Graham, himself was the snuh
iect af MIS inveastigations, partly and indirectly due tno his as
csaociation waith Mr . Monore . I find this rejection by Mr. Fry nt
berly ridiculouns,  with due respect to Mr. Fry. Tt sounds  verw
mire |y )iké.tho nsbtriches old game in his part.

[ redquest the Appeal aunthority to review my recquest and releaceo
the information in my FOTA vequest . Otherwvise, it wvonled he a per
tinent question to aslkk Mr. Fry, that why does he maintain a file

nn Mr. T.ee Graham, a clnose assanciate of Mr. Moare?"

It = important te note that; Lhe entire scenario was very uel)
planned from the beginning.  DIS mounted the  invesbLigation with
Mr. Tee Graham, on  the well planned scenarin designed hy OART
How? Somne information given Lo Mr. Moore hy his "hirds", some of
wvivam anre OS1 acent s, vere in deliherate confidence, not specify -
ing or hriefing Mr. Monre in not disclosing themn. These papersa

vere  decays by which they were teryina to check Mr. Manre’«
loyalty, despite Mr. Monre’s claims of overzealousness, and ap -
rarent devotinn in full coaopecation with OS1. T.ee Graham was unsned

as a test element in  cue process. Upan O0531°s request, NDIA,
vithont Tetting  Moore  Inou Lhe reasnns, and hy rreating a
deliheralte sbtate Af confusion, arilled Mr. Graham, in arder bt

learn whellher Mr. Manre has in fact given Lee (Graham any!hine

A



0

mare than he was asled, Roth, the gentlemen were utterly duped,
hyv suallaving the pill, they hoth thought in their part thal thev
Are npta something hig,  whilst O8] was quietly proceeding  wvith
'heiv programs.  The implicabions were mulbti faceted. By the bime
M. Maore had some suspicions, it was already too late.

On 25 J0M 1991, William A. Davidson, Deputy Adninistrative Aszsic
bant aof Office of the AR Secretary, responded ta my appenl.

"This 15 in respanae ba o your 20 MAY 1991 letter appealing mdder
the  FOTA. the deciaiton of the Director, Recarda manacaement. and
Infarmation Release, Headquarlers Air Force Office of Specinl In-
vestigations, ta deny yvour request for information concernind M
Wailliam [.. Manre.

The Offi1ce aof the Secrebary of the Air Foarce has considerer hALLARS
Appeal, o and T o have determined it shonld he denied.

Carrent  law  requires appeal rights to FOIA requesters in those
imstances vhere a determination has heen made that no  responsive
recovrds exyviagt . Upen receipt of a letter of appeal in such cases,
Lhe agency is required to make a second search for any responsive
recards.  The secend search conducted by HQ AFOSI in yonur cane
comfirms no recards eiist oat HO AFOSI.  Your appeal is therefare
Adenied " (Copy encloead. Feh. 4) .

Tt is interesting Lo naote that the Jetter sungests that there are

no records responsive  ta wmy  FOTA  request al  HO  ATOST . |3
delilherately  trieas Lo quash the disste of the records abt whaole.
This 1esponse fully corroharates with a directive issued hy the
"o AFOST to Aall their branches, requesting almnst every incqmiry
televant o the soabgect of UFOs ta e directed t o their Headd

quarters, and not to disclase any recaords that they might hald n
theitr lacal hiranches That way the HO of 051 could, in a roted

Abontl wvay responed Lo bhe requesters thal they mainbain no recard-
in the Headoguarter=s, and Keep Lhe records in the area hranches

wvhere the dinquiries in  reality relate to.(Far a ropy of that
directive, see "Final Report on Operation Majestic 12", by Stan-
ton IFriedman)

Today, epven Mr. Moore Justifies his arts for what he did. and Lhe
pain  and agony he caused to Mr. Bennewiltz and his family. Rut,
vas 1t wvarth after all? END

ARMFEN VICTORTAN
01 JUuL 1991



Department of The Air Force, Dr. Armen Victorian,

HQ AFOSI1/IMDF P.0.Box:99,

Bolling AFB DC 20332-6001 West PDO,

USA Nottingham, NG8 3NT
England

Date: 18 FEB 1991
Ref: BR-391

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: F O I A REQUEST

I request through the provisions of the Freedom of Information
Act/Privacy Act, records, documents, memoranda,memos about the
following subject;

1. A copy of the AFOSI’s contract with Mr. William L. Moore.
2. A copy of all the records and information passed by the above
to AFOSI so far on Mr. Paul Bennewitz, and other persons.

3. A copy of the briefinags as well as the material given to Mr.
Moore by the AFOSI to be passed on to persons in (2) abovemen-
tioned.

1. A copy of the order, directive or the document by which the
AFOS1 personnel were authorised with, to employ Mr. William L.
Moore.

5. A list of such persons who are working on temporary employment
basis, non-contractual-trust bases with the AFOSI currently, from
the UFO community and among that community.

6:. If 5 would not by remote possibility be possible, I therefore
request the number of such person/s as described in (5).

(fferel
/AV1cforian

CC; Senator Robert Kennedy,
Senator Clayborn Pell,
Just Cause
Quest International
File,



ExH. 9

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE }

HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS
BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE DC 20332-6001

§ Kn 991

Dr. Armen Victorian
F.0. Box Y9

Weat FDO
Nottingham, NG8 3NT
England

Dear Dr. Victorian

This ia in reply to your 18 February 1991 requeat for intormation under the
Freedom of Information Act. We received your requeat on 26 February 1991.

Acceas to filea within the Air Force Oftice of Special Inveatigationa (AFOSL)
ia through a computerized index maintained by the Defenae Inveatigative
Service, This index, known aa the Defenae Central Index of Inveatigationa
(DCT1), ddentifies dinveatigative records held by any Department of Defense
componet and is not reatricted to thia agency's filea.

For the NDCII %o identify recorda responaive to a gpecific request, the Maater
Name Index identifiea records on individuals by using the aubject’'s name,

date and place of birth, social gecurity number, and service number (if
available),

In order for ua to condnet a aearch of the DCIL for files pertaining to your
requeat, we require additional information. Upon receipt of the additional
information, we will aearch our recorda for intormation reaponaive to your
request,

Sincerely

ok 11 Gaiz2o )

FRANK H. BATTEN, JR., SA
Chief, FOIA/Privacy Act Branch
DC5, Information Management

“HELPING TO PROTECT A GREAT WAY OF LIFE"



ExH.3

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS
BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE DC 20332-6001

Dr Armen Victorian 8APR 1991
P.0. Box 99

West PDO

Nottingham NG8 3NT

England

Dear Dr Victorian

This is” in reply to your undated request for information. We received the
request on 3 April 1991,

A review of our files disclosed no record of any employment of a Mr William L
Moore by the Air Force Office of Special Investigations.

If you interpret this "no records” response as an adverse action, you may
appeal it to the Secretary of the Air Force within 60 calender days from the
date of this letter. 1Include in the appeal your reasons for reconsideration,
and attach a copy of this letter. Address you letter as follows:

Secretary of the Air Force
THRU: HQ AFOSI/IMDF
Bolling AFB DC 20332-6001

Sincerely
CECIL W. FRY, SA
Director, Records Management

and Information Release
DCS, Information Management

“HELPING TO PROTECT A GREAT WAY OF LIFE"

\



ExH.L

[Recretarv of The Air Force, Dr. Armen Victorian.
THRU: HOQ AFOST/ IMNDF P.O.Box: 99,
Rollina AFR DC 20332-6001 West FPDO.

USA Nottinaham. NGA& 3NT

Enaland

Date: 14 MAY 1991
Ref: EN-491

Dear Sir/Madam.

RE: FOIA APPEAL

I herehv appeal versus Mr. Cecil W. Fry, SA. Director. Records

Manaadement and Information Release DSC, Information Manaaement s
decision on statina neot havina anv records pertaining to a Mr.
William T.. Moore. the suhject of mv FOIA request. dated 3 AFR
1991 .

We have hoth written arceptance as well audino tape from the abave
mentioned individual who was approached by the O0ST1, and suhse-
auently recruited as a "free lance"” aagent to wark for 0OS1. We are

Alsn aware that Mr. FFrv has in fact several letters from Mr.
Mnore’s rcloge associate. Mr. [.Lee Graham, monitorinag him as tao
vhether Mr. [Lee Graham in onrder to see wvhether Mr. Moore 1is up-
hnldina his aareement with the 0OSI in not disclosing information.
Naot so lona aao Mr. [.Lee Graham, himself was the subiect of DIS
investigations, partly and {ndirectly due bo hiz association with
Mr . Moore . I find this reidection by Mr. Frv utterlv ridiculous.
with due respect to Mr. Frv. It sounds vervy much like the

nstriches old game in his part.

I request, the Appeal authority to review my request and release
the information in mv FOIA request. Otherwise, it would he a per-
tinent question to ask Mr. Frv, that whv does he maintain a file
nn Mr. Lee Graham, a close associate of Mr. Moore?



OV o g

e s N\

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000

SECRETARY

JUN 25 19

Dr. Armen Victorian
P.0O. Box 99

West PDO

Nottingham NG8 3NT
Fngland

NDear Dr. Victorian:

This is in response to your 20 May 1991 letter appealing,
under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), the decision of the
Director, Records Management and Information Release, Headquartecs
Air Force Office of Special Investigations, to deny your request
for information concerning Mr. William L. Moore.

The Office of the Secretary of the Air Force has considered
your appeal, and I have determined it should be denied.

Current law requires offering appeal rights to FOIA
requesters in those instances where a determination has been made
that no responsive records exist. Upon receipt of a letter of
appeal in such cases, the agency is required to make a second
search for any responsive records. The second search conducted by
HQ AFOSI in your case confirms no records exiqt at HQ AFOSI. Your
appeal iq therefore denied.

ThlS constitutes the final Air Force action on your appeal.
The Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 552, provides for
judicial review of this determination,
Sincerely,

WILLIAM A. DAVIDSON
Depuly Adminictrative Assistant

29 JUN 1991



SEPDYIL RN |

2l

.(‘ Is it a UFO Project?

i  The Strange Case of Aquarius ‘D’
AL By Vicki Cooper

The notion that a logical \ APPENDIX - C
UFO paper trail can be :

pursued without encounter- ' e |
; ooy . . =
ing classified material is ; éEL

. » % S :5?\'-’- pencany

naive. Whether disinforma- ’ SRR AN
. . N . (008 S S 1 2WFLO AL 36

tion or true information SRR

leaked to advance B s

someone’s hidden agenda, I W At ST 15 Kt ar . et

governmenit documents af- B e pe R e

fix official concerns and ac- TR R D e AN 0 RO S 0,
e . } o SUBCF T HEGATIVES, FILM WEAE ANALYZED BY HO IVT AND 7602 AINTELG/IT AND THE
uvities, and are therefore at O WINS 1 TULTS WRE FOURD

b #1° DEPLICTING C-SA ATRCIAFT O APPROACH AND STREAKING UNIDENTIFIED
TN LOWER RIGIT PORTICN OF FilM. FILM FOUND TO BE UNALTERED. SI2E

lh(’ IIC’(I/'[ ()/ [ll(’ ])I(I'.S'Hl(. \ o WAS MOT CONSISTENT WITH SIZE OF AIRCRAFT. CONCLUSION: INCONCLUSIVE
< 2 DEPLICTING CYLINDER SHAPED NIDENTIFIED AERIAL OBJECT IN UPPER

)'(,’ [h(’ ”.(”./ (2/7()’1 I()”S LEFT mRTIO0 o PAOTO.  FILM FOUMD TO BE UNALTFRED. FILM SHOWED OBJECT TO BE
us more about hovw the ‘ SuviuAr | LTINS e S T e SATH OF BT DR,
flow of documentation E 03" DRLICTING 1131 A% SHN'ED IDENTIFLED ARIAL CBRCT TN
works rather than the UFO

phenomenon itself. Take

=1
5

»OF 8rM FILM.  BECAUSE OF THE SIZE AND APPARENT SPEED OF ORJECT
LASUIFICATION OR CONCLISLON COULD BE DRAAN. FIUM SHOWN TO BE

|
| W OF VM FILM OFPLICTING APPARFNT COLORED (BJECT MOVING IN FRONT
| ST C M A FHEM POUND TO He CRIALTERED

SPECTHOGIAMY 1LV ALLD COLONES 10
) S R Y By RIS SEANKES DEFIH ANALYSIS REVEALED (OBJECT TO HE WITHIN 152 OF
! roject A(]ll(l’ s . CREAA  ORIECT WAS NOT CONSISTENT WITH AELATIVE SIZE OF FIZED OBJECTS OBSERVED
. FOR SE'TRAL SECONDS IN FIIM,  CONCLUSION: INCONCILUSTVE .

‘ £ ORIGIIAL MEGATIVE DEPLICTING UNIOENTIFIED OBJECT. FILM FOUND TO BE UNALTERED.
BECAISE OF A LACK OF FIED OBJECTS [N THE FILM, NO DEPTH ANALYSIS COULD BE PERFORMED.
. \ BOLITH BEIITELD VETHOD REVEALED OB EECT TO RE SAUCER SHAPED, APPROXIMATE: DIAMETER
or lack of other evidence, 37 FEET.  OHJFCT CONTAINED A TRILATERAL INSIGNIA ON THE LOWER PORTION OF OBUECT.
ufology tries to penetrate the “UFO COXLUSICN  LEGITIMATE NEGATIVE OF UNIDENTIFLED AERIAL OBJECT,

o

+ REF YOUR REQEST FOR FURTHER INFORMATION REGARDING HQ CR <4, THE FOLLOWING
cover-up’’ by obtaining and scrutiniz- IS PROVIDED:  CAPT GRACE 7602 AINTELG, INS CONTACTED AND RELATED FOLLOWING: (S/WINTEL)
{ p y = USAF 1O LONGER PUBLICLY ACTIVE IN UFO RESEARCH, HOWNEVER USAF STILL HAS
ing government documents. The con- i ALL PO SIGHTINGS OVER USAF INSTALLATION, TEST RANGES. SEVERAL OTHER GOVERNMENT

: A ) d ents have ACEIUIES, LEAD BY NASA, ACTIVELY INVESTIGATES LEGITIMATE SIGHTINGS THROUGH COVERT
troversial MJ-12 docum ‘(j COVER. (5, WINTEL FSA) ONE SUCH COVER IS UFO REPORTING CENTER, US COAST AND GEODETIC
: n SUBVEY, ROKVILLE, MD 20852. NASA FILTERS RESULTS OF SIGHTINGS TO APPROPRIATE
~een endlessly discussed a MILITAH DEPARTVENTS WITH INTEREST IN THAT PARTICULAR SIGHTING. THE OFFICIAL
ticcected amongst UFO researchers US GOVERMVEST FOLICY AND RESULTS OF PROJECT AGUARIUS IS STILL CLASSIFIED TOP SECRET
: e . ‘ vern- WITH O DISSEMINATION OUTSIDE OFFICIAL INTELLIGENCE CHANNELS AND WITH RESTRICTED
 trying to determine the god el AITESS TO M TWELVE!. CASFE ON BEINEWITZ 1S BEING MONITORER BY NASA/INS, WHO
- ) ¢ " ora REQUEST ALL FUTURE EVIDENCE BE FORWARDED TO THEM THRU AFOSI, IVOE.,
=ent's UFO ““program, " an 4. REF YOUR REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. BECAUSE OF A CHANCE OF PUBLIC
vt one team of UFO sleuths cur- DISCLOSURE, 10 KNOWIEDGEABLE PERSGNNEL WITH SPA WILL BE PROVIDED. CONTINUE TO RECEIVE
. the Roswe” ASSISTANCE FROM IMDIVIDUALS MENTIONED [N YOUR M:ESSAGE, MILLER, FUGATE. BECAUSE OF
++ntly concentrating on TE SENSITIVITY OF CASE, REQUEST NEY BE THOROUGHLY DEBRIEFED AT RECULAR [NTERVALS.
“2<h of 1947, one of the papers ap- Brs
+arently leaked to researcher Jaime DM IIE 1HOV220 Bippern
: ; % :
“»andera in 1984 is absolutely key to S

= |
---wing that the Roswell UFO was a @EC R E v

+»<hed alien saucer. (The

v -enhower briefing docum;r}ﬂ c(())r-S
~»arates this hypothesis.) The U.S. ‘
sepavers’ indictment of the govern- Appendix C - 1 -
--~t 1 an extensive UFO cover-up

« \d surely follow this determina-
.~ exposing the full, sordid picture

«~+-nd the “ultimate UFO secret’’ as | not stand alone in the Iong. and Dozurgenlr?v;:\r:’ Apna:‘b5 n)cal Report,
~~ ¢ after confounding piece of at frustrating task of completing the p. T.h teechain i;‘ u'lrn .presents .
ot one aspect of the complex and UFO puzzle, ‘‘but rathe.r represent hat ¢ b,t d'sturt;in = limpsc in-
v ih UFO puzzle falls neatly | the final link (so far as is known) in fascinating bu ;b h gU -
: N ::::5 g a chain of apparently relaged to \fvhat'mayl;ve!lede to :nte}i ﬁtel-
» .’;hnm' Moore and his fellow documents and events da:t,mg at least n.uhtary s w‘eﬁ;:: wchich s
«-+e1 Shandera stress that all of the as far back as late 1977.”" (Moore hggnc;e mac:i <;n azl\’d e
wmein ersial MJ-12 documents do and Shandera: The MJ-12 disinforma

UFO 31



documents in its apparent attempt to
dutifully cordon off the UFO secret
like so much messy saucer debris—at
the same time keeping the curious
UFO community at bay, safely
preoccupied with peripheral and
ultimately trivial matters.

When Howard Blum's book Qut
There hit the shelves, a red flag went
up on the whole situation—one
already dotted with such flags—but a
new and potentially important ele-
ment came into focus. In his ram-
bling, dramatized account of an
alleged UFO Working Group under
the direction of the Defense In-
telligence Agency, Blum happened to
turn up yet another “‘Project
Aquarius,” a name already familiar
in UFO circles.

Identities

Like a chameleon, Project
Aquarius has scuttled in and out of
ufological attention in any of (thus
far) four possible identifications, all
but one of which initially fell under
the UFO research jurisdiction of
Moore alone, an exclusivity which
many other researchers deem unfair
and unprofessional. Apparently in
deference to their string of
anonyvmous agents which Moore has
code-named after bird
species—Falcon, Condor, Seagull, et.
al.—Moore and Shandera (M/S)
have offered little in the way of new
leads to other researchers.

Be that as it may, Blum’s apparent
discovery of a fourth Project
Aquarius has added a new and in-
teresting trajectory to the course of
events. Aquarius “A,”" ‘“‘B,” and
“C," as labeled by M/S, are rooted
in a spurious telex which first men-
tioned Project Aquarius in a UFO
context, shown to Moore in March
of 1981 by his alleged source, the
““Falcon.”” The other eponymously-
linked projects, identified after the
telex surfaced, appear to have no
connection to the UFO nhenomenon.
The original telex, which even M/S
concede is probable disinformation,
suggests that several governmental
agencies are involved in a highly-
restricted UFO operation aimed
primarily at investigations of
“legitimate sightings,”’ the results of
which are “‘still classified top secret
with no dissemination outside of of-
ficial intelligence channels and with
restricted access Lo [guess what?] M-J
12."
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The advent of Aquarius ““D,” as
we shall call Blum’s interpretation, il-
luminates what appears at first to be
a fourth identity for Project
Aquarius. The other projects, as pro-
ffered by M/S in their analysis: “A"’
is a Department of Defense project,
a few details of which were passed
on to Moore by one of his aviary,
“‘Seagull.”

Shielded by the national security
exemption listed by the Freedom of
Information Act, Aquarius ‘B’ ap-
pears to be a project of the National
Security Agency, while “‘C’’ func-
tions under a branch of the Defense
Department, the Defense Advanced
Research Projects Agency (DARPA),

Blum's version of Aquarius may be

the same as Seagull’s! Hardly a sober
non-fiction work, Qut There never-
theless credibly attempts to disclose
much more on Project Aquarius than
has been available from the M/S
flock. The book depicts Aquarius
‘D’ as a long-standing para-
psychological research project of the
Defense Intelligence Agency. This
version of Aquarius is specifically
aimed at testing the abilities of in-
dividuals skilled in remote viewing, a
method of psychically determining
information about a person or event.
In Blum'’s scenario, the UFO factor
came into play only when an experi-
ment with a new version of remote
reviewing, which the DIA scientists
termed scannate, was interrupted




when the viewer began to pick up
“‘something clse’ besides the Soviet
submarine he was asked to locate.
For all intents and purposes, that

A something elsc was a ““flying

r saucer.”” Although Aquarius “D"’

; portrays UFQOs as only incidental to
N the main thrust of the project,
Blum’'s information coincides with
what “‘Seagull™* allegedly found out
about Aquarius ““A,"" details found
in a memo filed by Moore: ‘‘Project
comes at least partly under NISC
(Naval Intelligence Support Center) .
.. [It] has to do with digital analysis
and interpretation oi photographs. .
. [and] involved ‘a type of informa-
tion channel which is not in existence
but might be established in the near

future.' '’ (Unless M/S are again
holding it back, this data has no sup-
portive documentation.)

‘Positive 1.1."

Should we seriously consider infor-
mation from someone we cannot
identify? If we dare, could that
“type of information channel’’ noted
in Moore’s memo be the novel ap-
plication of remote viewing called
scannate? Not forgetting the risks of
such flimsy source material, the up-
shot is at least one tentative positive
identification for Project Aquarius.

Aquarius ““D’’ may be the most
believeable thus far—the govern-
ment’s involvement in para-
psychological research is well known.

“The Aquarius miasma is murky, at best, and perhaps has on-
/v the barest relationship to the UFO situation.’
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As far back as 1981, columnist Jack
Anderson had written of the Pen-
tagon’s top-secret ‘‘psychic task
force’ at work on developing ESP
weapons. But again, most of Blum’s
current sources on these matters are
kept anonymous, too.

Familiarity with the strange pro-
tocols of military/intelligence
classification helps; computers are
used to generate some code names,
at other times a code name results
from an ad hoc decision by the of-
ficials involved. There could easily be
more than one Project Aquarius,
Blum says. ‘‘One (project) doesn’t

_preclude the other. They could be

totally different things. One could be
a spurious code name—the Moore
and Shandera project—that was part
of a disinformation campaign. I
don’t know. I have been told the
parapsychological aspects of the pro-
ject are still going on.”

Other researchers who have
followed the Aquarius trail remain

'skeptical. Robert Todd, who calls

Out There ‘‘a piece of trash’’ and
claims that the government wouldn’t
use the same name for multiple pro-
jects, provided UFO with documents
that chronicle his FOIA pursuit of
Aquarius information found in the
original disinformative telex.
“Everything I found out didn’t seem
to check out,” he said. ‘““As far as I
know, the (UFO) project doesn’t ex-
ist.”

The slices of the Aquarius pie still
multiply. Attorney and researcher
Peter Gersten, Todd’s colleague with
the Citizens Against UFO Secrecy
(CAUS), mentions that he has heard
the name in connection with an Air
Force project utilizing underwater
photography. (Aquarius ‘“‘E’’? Or yet
another description of Aquarius A
and D?)

Beyond this foray into the first
few letters of the alphabet and the
legitimate parapsychological informa-
tion, the Aquarius miasma is murky,
at best, and perhaps has only the
barest relationship to the UFO situa-
‘tion. *“The problem with all of this is
that it's all very tantalizing, this
whole field,”’ says Blum, ‘‘And you
get bits of information, but it’s hard
to take it further.”

Thus it remains in the
“blackened’’ halls of government:
secretive and confusing—the an-
tithesis of what the word
“Aquarius” usually implies, «ile
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The NMJ-12 Documents
An Analytical Report

By William 1. NMoore and Jaime 1.
Shandera. Burbank: The Fair
Witness Project, 1990. 111 pp. $25.

From the moment they first sur-
faced in the public domain in May of
1987, the MJ-12 documents have
consisted of equal portions of confu-
sion, mystery and controversy. The
mystery, at least, is obvious, given
that the cight-page document matter-
of-factly references the recovery of
unusual debris, and in one case,
bodies, from the crash sites of two
(presumably extraterrestrial) flying
saucers or spacecraft.

The first such crash, according to

the document, occurred near Roswell !

Army Air Field, New Mexico, on or
around July 7, 1947, followed by a
second incident along the Texas-
Mexico border in December of 1950.
Equally interesting is the fact that the
document also refers to the establish-
ment of a supersecret agency, Opera-
tion Majestic (or Majic) 12, establish-
ed and empowecred by president
Harry S. Truman, to investigate
these incidents. In fact, the names of
the twelve operant members of Ma-
jestic are spelled out in order on page
2. The most surprising of these
names (all were deceased by the time
the document appeared) was that of
one Dr. Donald (H.) Menzel, Har-
vard astronomer and the foremost
UFO debunker of his day.

The manner in which MJ-12
originally manifested would only add
to the subsequent controversy. In this
country, at least, they first surfaced
in the form of a roll of exposed b&w
35mm film mailed to Jaime
Shandera, a Hollywood TV producer
and at the time a relatively unknown
associate of longtime ufologists
William Moore and Stanton T.
Friedman, major contributors to The
Roswell Incident (1980), co-authored
by Moore and Charles Berlitz, For
the next two years, the trio con-
ducted their own covert investiga-
tions into the legitimacy of the docu-
ment, including an accompanying at-
tachment (only one of eight refer-
enced) which purported to be a copy
of the original executive order, sign-
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ed by Truman, authorizing the
establishment of MJ-12. A memo
from presidential aide Robert Cutler
to MJ-12 member General Nathan
Twining, apparently substantiating
the existence of the Majic operation,
subsequently surfaced in government
archives, adding considerable fuel to
already oily waters. The fact that
Moore himsell took a black Marks-
A-Lot to the first copies of the docu-
ment released to the general public in

i this country only fanned the flames.

(English researcher Timothy Good
had already made *‘clean’ copies
available to the British media, avow-
ing that his source was neither
Shand®ra nor Moore, but some
shadowy ““American intelligence"’
source,)

Confused yet? Maybe I'm not try-
ing hard enough. Perhaps it would
help if we stirred into this Majestic
stew not only the original Roswell
Incident and its own accompanying
controversies, but the fact that
Moore later became embroiled with
an ambiguous aviary of government
and military intelligence agents
(Falcon, Condor, Hawk, etc.), most
notable for their involvement in the
now infamous destabilization of one
Paul Bennewitz. Toss in a little
ongoing enmity between Friedman
and former colleagues Moore and
Shandera. Spice with a new in-
vestigation of Roswell and related
matters conducted under CUFOS
auspices by Donald Schmitt and
Kevin Randle, bitterly contested and
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criticize by Moore and Shandera. (A
print war over the latter, presently
being waged in the pages of the In-
ternational UI'0) Keporter and the
MUFON UFO Jowrnal threatens to
spill over into the courts.) Now pep-
per in suspicions by <ame that Moore
himself may be the perpetrator of
MJ-12, and the broth becomes truly
turgid, indeed, it not actually un-
palatable. And 1 start feeling more
and more like the iz Smith, or
worse, Betty Crocker, of ufology for
trving to separate the meat from the
sauce! Who that wasn't there will
cver know?

Moore and Shandera have at least
attempted to set the record straight
on MI-12_if that is even conceivably
possible at this belated stage, by issu-
ing massive bundle of papers, appen-
dices and commentary under the
name of the NL/-12 Documents: An
PRy

‘Moore and Shandera have at least attempred to set the record
sraight on M1-12, if that is even conceivably possible at this

Stage .

Analytical Reporr ($25 from The
[Fair Witness Project, 4219 West
Olive Ave., #217, Burbank, CA,
9150S5). I'm working with a pre-
publication draft which consists
mainly of Xerox pages; the final for-
mat may be somewhat different,
although the contents are probably
substantially the same. The review
version consists of over 100 pages of
typed text, along with another 30-40
of exhibits.

The average reader may find much
of the material herein hard plodding,
which is not to say that it isn’t all
fascinating reading, or that the
potential rewards aren’t in direct pro-
portion to the effort one is willing to
make to sort wheat from chaff.
Often enough, however, the “‘proof”’
of any particular aspect swirls
around such esoteric topics as what
government agency used which sort
of typewriter, carbon paper or dating
protocols, and when. In contrast to
the somewhat wider focus supplied
by Friedman's final report on MJ-12
for the Fund for UFO Research, the
authors here warn carly on that their
own analysis will focus on the foren-
sics, or physical characteristics, of
the MJ and related documents,

Much of this material will still
have to be taken on face value and
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the I-nquirer actually does conduct

then assigned factual probabilities in
accordance with the faith one puts in
the original authors. For my own
part (and I'm sure there will be ex-
treme differences of opinion), 1 feel
like Moore and Shandera have laid
out the available data and disinfor-
mation (the majority of documents
discussed are reproduced) to the best
of their knowledge and ability, leav-
ing the reader to draw his or her own
conclusions. Others will be forgiven
for believing that the situation is now
almost beyond repair. For the
record, however, the convoluted tale
Moore and Shandera tell begins over
a decade ago, in January of 1978,
when a now known fabrication of an
official Incident/Complaint Report
arrives in the Florida offices of the
National Fnquirer. (Some may
suspect this a less than auspicious or
confidence-inspiring beginning, and

who's to gainsay same? Well, | can,
for one. Despite its florid headlines,

its own, sometimes rigorous, in-
vestigations on occasion.) The
Report, referred to here as the
Ellsworth Document and reproduced
as Appendix A, alleged that (wo
alien entities were intercepted and
fired upon in the vicinity of a
Minuteman missile silo near
Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota. The
two entities retreated into a landed
UFO, but not before aiming a beam
of light at one of the sentries which
reportedly ‘‘disintegrated’’ his M-16
rifle, inflicting second and third
degree burns. The authors describe
the Ellsworth document as ‘‘officially
fabricated as part of a government
counterintelligence/disinformation
operation.”’

And so, as Kurt Vonnegut might
say in a lighter moment, it gocs,
through several similar and dissimilar
documents, some more, or less,
suspicious than others. Dry as the
documentation is in some stretches,
cumulatively, Mcore and Shandera
begin to read like le Carre, relating a
Cold War conspiracy taking place in
our own country, against our own
citizens. Along the way we are in-

troduced to shadowy figures like

Richard Doty of the Air Force Office
of Special Investigations, Projects
Aquarius and Sigma, and the more
conventional cliches of covert in-
telligence activities, including coffee
shop contacts and airport drop-offs.
We're even treated te a few similar
shenanigans between and among
ufologists.

The authors draw their own deduc-
tions near the end of the text, where
they assign a probability value to
cach of the numerous documents
they discuss, including the original
MJ-12 papers. ““This report,”’ they
advise, “‘represents the results of an
in-depth investigation into an area
which, up to this point in time, has
been little touched by UFO research-
ers. The problem of assessing and at-
tempting to authenticate or repudiate
questioned documents is one which
encompasses arcas of expertise vir-
tually unknown in this field. UFO
researchers, for the most part, are
chasers of lights in the sky,
purvevors of fantastic and often un-
substantiated tales, examiners of
question(able) photographs, inter-
viewers of witnesses, or collectors
and compilers of data.”” Again, my
own feeling is that Moore and
Shandera acquit themselves quite well
here, within their own self-imposed
constraints. The newcomer to the
field will find An Analysis a basic, if
far from complete, primer in the
authentication of dubious
documents, government, military or
otherwise. At the same time, one has
to ask whether the Roswell incident
as we know it, and the MJ-12
documents, as we know them, can
comfortably co-exist in the same
room. My own impression, alas, is
No. There are simply too many inter-
nal discrepancies remaining between
the two at present to convince me
that either one is a real reflection of
the other.

| do agree with Bruce Maccabee
and others that if the Roswell crash
and recovery actually took place as
bruited, then MJ-12, or something
seriously similar, would indeed have
been cstablished in its wake. I remain
uncertain, however, that the MJ-12
documents we have on hand are in-
disputable proof of that assumption.

A resident of San Antonio, Texas,
Dennis Stacy writes regularly on
UFO matters. He is editor of the
MUFON UIFO Journal.



UFO ‘image’ Must improve

A Government Inquiry ., ncea

In recent years, varions groups and

individuals have advocaicd mounting
a campaign to call for Congressional
hearings on UFOs. Not all these are
credible organizations: among the
groups are ones rife with what are,
to most, crackpot notions about alien
hierarchies and constant ‘‘messages’’
from moralistic ‘“‘aliens’” who babble
on endlessly. Crackpots or religious
fanatics are just one of the problems.

When asked, “What would you
request Congress to investigate?’’ —
even the more reputable advocates
respond with blank stares and dead
silence. Presumably it is “‘obvious”’
(to them) what the investigation
would be about. To expect Congress
to investigate the UFO subject in any
general or comprehensive way is
naive, but there may be some specific
areas that would be of interest to one
of the Congressional committees
under certain circumstances, mainly
when they could investigate 2 specific
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incident or event without having to
take a position on the larger UFO
subject.

Former hearings

In the 40-odd years of UFO
history in the United States, there
have been exactly two open congres-
sional hearings on UFOs, and I had
a part (indirectly) in both of them,
(According to rumors, there were
other classified hearings on UFOs,
and I don’t doubt it.) The first, on
April 5, 1966, was by the House
Armed Services Comimittee in
response to pressure from NICAP,
impressive new UFO sightings, and
other influences. The second, on Ju-
ly 19, 1968, before the House Science
and Astronautics Committee, was
termed a ‘‘symposium’’ and primari-
ly consisted of an exchange of views
by scientists about UFQOs, The latter
hearing was strongly influenced by
Dr. James E. McDonald, University

of Arizona atmospheric physicist,
whose whirlwind investigation of the
subject had stirred a fresh breeze in
the scientific community.

Why did the hearings come about
at all? For several years, NICAP had
been bombarding Members of Con-
gress with serious UFO reports from
qualified observers, letters from con-
stituents, and facts to counter Air
Force debunking statements. (The
Air Force then had the Government
responsibility for UFO investigations
and was NICAP’s main target.)
Helped considerably by having a
number of prominent scientists and
military men on the Board, we had
access to the Washington Press
Corps, including national media and
representatives of nearly every major
daily newspaper in the country. Our
efforts had attracted some high-level
interest, and resulted in a lot of in-
dividual support from Government
scientists and others in Executive
Department agencies who leaked in-



formation to us. But this alone was
not sufficient 1o bring about hear
ings

What {inally brought about hear
nes was the ok ?) coincidence of
having the NIC AP information
followed By a new and exiraordinari
v prolonged

wave of VO sightings

starting in 1961, and an ontpouring

of public sentiment . also reflected in
newspaner editorials from all over
the country, just as NICAP':
200,000 . page documentary report
The UFO Iyidence was released

Congress responds to strong and

¢lear, broadly based public opinion
We al! support our troops in the Per
sian Gulf, We should not expect
“courageous’’ actions based on prin
ciple, facts, logic, or anything else
when it comes to UFOs. By the very
size and nature of the Congress,
ropresenting the diverse views and
comeerns of hundreds of selfish and
Hickle constituencies, it should be
Aent that more fundamental matters
o survival, health care and other
basic and broad-based human con-
cins tihe precedence over such
coteric questions as the credibility of
L0 yeports (much less the notion
ot Vabens' are intervening directly
oo hives).
I he popular conception of UFOs

public, and indirectly to the Con-
gress: Alien kidnapping of humans.,
Secret alien underground bases in
the Southwest jointly manned by
aliens and humans. Alien cannibals.

| World conspiracies in which our

|

leaders have sold out to alien forces
and are plotting to enslave us

Some members of Congress may
be able to distinguish setious facts
from lurid fiction, but to publicly
take UFOs seriously is a great risk
because of the way the subject is
perceived by important opinion

makers, 1t would take large numbers

| of concerned citizens actively contac-

ting their Congressmen, endorsement
by prominent scientists or other in-

| fluential people, perhaps some cur-

rent spectacular UFO events in the
news, and a clear-cut, focused issue
which lends itself to Congressional
style, General investigation of

| phenomena is not something suitable

for a Congressional investigation,
‘Focused issue’

The 19605" hearings also came
about in part because there was a
specific target, and a focused issue.
NICAP and other critics claimed that
the U.S. Air Force Project .'t;

public, and effectively “‘rigged”’ the
hearing to be an Air Force showcase.
Next day the Air Force announced
that it would seek an outside scien-
tific review of the project, and this
led ultimately to the University of
Colorado UFO project, It also took
the Air Force off the hook,

Although the 1968 hearing was
presented as a ‘‘scientific
symposium,”” it, too, centered
around the adequacy of the Air
Force study. Several of the scientists
attempted to make the case that
UFOs were something new, and a
potentially important phenomenon of
interest to science, but this was large-
ly to offset the strongly ingrained no-
tion purveyed by the Air Force that
UFOs were a nonsense problem. In a
sense, the two hearings provide some
balance for the record, because the
first was dominated by the Air
Force and the second by Dr. James
E. McDonald, who had been
outspokenly critical of Project Blue
Book.

After the Colorado Project issued
its largely negative report (actually
more equivocal except for Dr. Ed-
ward Condon’s summary section, but
given ‘‘negative spin’’ by the powers
that be), the Air Force quickly opted
out of the UFO business, disbanded
Project Blue Book, and turned over
the files to the National Ar-
chives—probably with a sigh of relief
that echoed down Pentagon cor-
ridors. Since then there has been no
Government focal point on UFOs,
no single agency responsible that pro- !
vided a convenient ‘‘target”" for |
public criticism. Now our “‘enemy™ 3
is the entire Government octopus!

We do know, however, that the
Government is not out of the UFO
business. Thanks to some
ing research and the Freedom d‘b-
formation Act,




face-to-face meetines have been held
with Congressional staff members.
Thus far, there has been some
positive response [orthcoming in
regards to the Roswell, N.N.L, crash
case. This conld lead to an investiga-
tion and/or closed hearings —not all
hearings ~re open o the public—but
this congressionial liaison project is
stll in prehiminary stages.

Roswell fits the profile of
something Congress conceivably
might look into. It the crash really
happened, then the xecutive Branch
dececived Congrese and the public.
Judging from past situations, pro-
spects of that nature can get the
Congressional juices flowing. The
Roswell case is a specific incident
that stands or falls on its own
evidence and can be investigated in-
dependently of the broader UFO
subject. Tt involves a large number of
credible witnesses, including some
surviving members of the military
who allegedly participated in the
retrieval of crash materials and alien
bodics.

Thanks to reseaich breakthroughs
in the past few vears, there is ample
evidence for a Congressional inquiry.
Realisticallv, thongh, the inquiry is
not likely to go public, at least in the |
early stages, unless the investigators
<atisfy themselve. that they are onto
concrete information that can with-
stand critical assult by skeptics, in-
cluding skeptical Congressional col-
leagues.

The 1965 Kecksburg, Penn-
sylvania, crash is another case that is
beginning to turn up large numbers
of witnesses. It is a focused case that
can be looked into in its own right
without commitment to a broader in-
quiry. Again, it involves alleged
government cover-up of potentially
significant events and, like Roswell,
some high-handed treatment of local
citizens. The only weakness of
Roswell and Kecksburg is that
neither case immediately affected a
large number of Congressional con-
stituents— except insofar as Govern-
ment cover-up affects us all, But the
human testimony and physical
evidence is potentially strong in both
cases.

Hypothetically, cases even more
likely to attract broad-based interest
in Congress might be;

@ If crop circles/pictographs began
showing up widely in several farm

| confusion and doubt into the picture,

states in the U.S., and included con-
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siderable crop damage, in conjunc-
tion with UFFO sightings.

e If UFOs began showing up over
the Persian Gulf, causing elec-
tromagnetic effects and showing up
on military radar.

o I widespread UTLO sightings over
a few months’ period also were
recorded on videotape from indepen-
dent locations and showed some
detail (mot merely pinpoints of light
apainst a darlk skv). In short, if the
reports were sufficiently widespread,
detailed, and convincing, and left
physical traces or instrumental data
for analysis, Congress would pay at-
tention. So would scientists.

‘Bizarre front’

Instead, the ufological “front”
displaved to Congress and scientists
is bizarre, clownish, confusing and
unconvincing, thanks to the
crackpots and opportunists who seize
every opportunity to grind their par-
ticular axes.

Also —at the risk of sounding
paranoid —I am convinced that it is
in the interests of those in the
government who favor a complete
cover-up to deliberately introduce
disinformation, false information,

<o that no one knows what to believe
and the whole truth is almost im-
possible to figure out. So there is a
natural alliance between the informa-
tion manipulators and the manure
spreaders, both of whose stock in
trade is public snowjobs. They use
each other for their own ulterior
motives.

In summary, Congressional hear-
ings on UFOs are extremely rare,
and then only brought about by very
unusual combinations of cir-
cumstances. Before advocating Con-
gressional hearings on UFOs, one
should know something about the
structure and workings of Congress,
what problems members face when
they are asked to investigate UFOs,
and the types of information or
evidence that are likely to stimulate
Congressional interest. Solid, credible
UFO facts and evidence is the most
persuasive matcrial to be furnished (o
them. Congress is daily faced with
fundamental questions on military
affairs, housing, anti-drug traffick-
ing, agriculture, health care,
transportation, environmental pollu-

grams, science and technology—you

name it. When members are asked to
look into UFOs (read: crackpot stuff
mainly in the tabloids), don’t be sur-
prised by their lack of enthusiasm. It
is our job to separate out the
crackpot stuff and present convincing
evidence to persuade them that UFOs
are not a nonsense problem. <l

Richard Hall was at the forefront of ef-
forts to obtain Congressional hearings on
UI'Os cduring the 1960s, as assistant direc-
tor of the National Investigations Com-
mittee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP),
an organization he served for 10 years.
Hall has also been employed for a decade
by the Congressional Information Service,
a private publishing firm that markets
abstracts and indexes of Congressional
publications. He is the author of Unin-
vited Guests.

Richard Hall
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OQUITE 4 DAY IN D.C.—This photo ostensibly shows a formation

%

of UFOs

overflying the nation’s capitol. In the

b

A Some Capitol UFO Ideas, Past and Present

suninier of 19520 a Washington wave of UFOs shook up the Pentagon and added more fuel to their fire of concern

about U0 inir

nd

l/xml v recently, any hopes

for rcal action by the U.S. govern-
ment i addreessing the UFO
phenomenon has been largely an ex-
ercise in frustration, Names of peo-
ple and projects read like a laundry
list of dead cnds, dashed hopes and
deteated plans. Teclings of futility
are natgral . Since the days of Project
Blue Book  the A Force ““front”’
that ended up nearly a mockery of
the genuine serionsness and scientific
figor demaaded by the phenomenon,
most LIFCy cescearchers have met up
with a stone cold wall of silence and
denial by the military and other

agencies that tend to be most fre-
quently approached by civilians on a |
quest for UI'O answers. What some
have termed the ‘“‘national security
state” finds an apex of rationaliza-
tion in UFOs, resulting in some of

the more extreme strategies of

secrecy.,

No one disputes the fact rhat disin-
formation has become just about the
most plentiful medium of exchange
in the field. But it is preciscly this
negative which signals genuine in-
terest on the part of officialdom, an

interest which, contrary to their pat

(51015 (From the ICUFO Archives. Some years later Major Ret. Colman S. Von Keviczky geometrically analyzed this photo
med 1 1o be reflecting a row of lamps on the building’s balcony.)

protestations, has increased since the
late '40s.

Signposts

In the very first decade of the
“flying saucer era’ in this country,
SIgNPosts sprang up:

® A formerly top-secret “‘Estimate
of the Situation’ by the Air Materiel
Command at Wright-Patterson Air
FForce Base, that reported sightings
were of extraterrestrial spacecraft.
(1948)

® An outpouring of UFO reports

UFO 19
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then-Sec. General of the U.N., Kurt Waldheim (Julv 14, 1978)

which forced response in high places,
particularly when unknowns virtually
blitzed the U.S. capitol in ‘
Washington, D.C. An Air Force in-

telligence analysis also concluded that
UFOs were interplanctary spaceships.
(1952)

® The CIA convenes the Robertson
Panel, which takes the first serious
step, not in addressing UFOs but in
commencing a program of official
debunking and demysiificaiion to |
combat the presumed negative
sociological and pevchological impact
of public UFO concerns. (1953)

® An astonishing <tatement by Gen.
Douglas MacArthur that ““...the next
war will be an interplanetary war.
The nations of the earth must some-
day make a common front against
attack by people from other
planets.”’ (1955)

@ NICAP rounds up Conpressional
statements that pomtedly relayed opi-
nions on the secrecy surrounding the
UFO subject. (1959)

From the "60s onward, official
mobilization drew in some political
VIPs, who at least gave UFO beliefs
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a patina of celebrity:
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May 13, 1968

Mr. Robert E. Barrow

Syracuse, New York
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Dear Mr. Barro .
incerely for your recent letter and f y

ts

i e mosified flying objects.

interest in unident

horough
ommended that t )
:Ziic Le informed concerning
. of this matter in

1 have repeatedly
be taken and the

As you may be aware,
led for an investigation

investigative action )

this subject. 1£62ad ca
nrine of Q .

R n and am disturbed by the

concer
g to the fnvestigation of

share
-t ative

ou th
1 ke O Kk magnzine rel

UFOs at the U“1V3r51cy of Colorado 1 since ly L t the
reccnt att—iclc jl‘ ‘.()(} ) Sl e ‘I('|I “‘XI ‘
v w v ‘thwhile.

Kindest regards.

Sincerely)

Gerald jl. For M.C.



® Senator Barry Goldwater tries to
gain access to a secret building at
Wright-Patterson AFB rumored to
house top UFFO material, but is
refused. (1965)

@ ['ormer President Gerald Ford
recommends an official committee
investigation ol the UFO
phenomenon. (1966)

® On the campaign trail, soon-to-be
President Jimmy Carter promises
that upon clection, he would make
public all the government’s informa-
tion on UFO sightings. (1976)

@ [he United Nations steps in and
organizes a well-publicized meeting
where reputable professionals and
U.N. officials discussed the august
body’s projected support of UFO
study. (1978)

In what appears to be a sorry
trend, nothing came of Carter’s pro-
mise.

Around all these signposts over the
years, remarkable UFO incidents and
reports made sure that at least
military interests didn’t lag; known
intrusions over military bases and
nuclear installations were a par-
ticularly sensitive issue that appears
to have tightened the counter-
intelligence ring around the situation.

Air Force ‘failures’

The abject failure of the Air
Force’s Project Blue Book and Col-
orado Study (the anti-fact bias of its
chairman Edward O. Condon has
been well-established) has served only
to lower expectations and heighten
cynicism regarding the utilization of
official channels in plumbing the
UFO mystery. Of late, some of that
cyncism has shifted into a renewed
hope, primarily because of
documented testimony of witnesses
1o the Roswell UFFO events, obtained
by members of the Washington,
.C.-based I'und for UFO Research.
Members of the F'und’s executive
committee met with ten witnesses,
who were promised that everything
would be off the record and their
rights under the law maintained,
Later, these individuals told their
stories on videotape,

According 1o Fred Whiting, the
Fund’s secretary-treasurer,
“Although 1 may have had a shred
of doubt before this conference
began, alter we interrogated them

ON THE BILUE BEAT—Project Blue Book staff, circa 1967. Clock wise from

7

bottom: Maj. Hector Quintanilla, Jr., Ist Lt. William F. Marley, Jr., Staff Sgt.
Harold T. Jones, typist Hilma Lewis and secretary Marilyn Stancombe.

“The abject failure of Project Blue Book and the Colorado
Study has served only to lower expectations and heighten
cynicism regarding the utilization of official channels in

plumbing the UFO mystery.’
M

under the unblinking eye of the video
camera, | haven’t a doubt in the
world that at least one alien
spacecraft landed in the New Mexico
desert in 1947."” Whiting’s sentiment
is echoed by many others, adding
punch to the case as it may be put
before influential people in an effort
to galvanize a Congressional inquiry.
Just how likely is such an even-
tuality? For all its apparent stamp of
official concern, the Congressional
Symposium of 1968 may have come
about for very different reasons than
political support of UFO investiga-
tion. According to Robert L. Hall,
Ph.D., sociologist and one of the
men who testified at that sym-
posium, ““The story I pieced together
is that the chairman [of the House
Committee on Science and
Astronautics] was coming up for re-
election and was risking defeat, The
hearings were in good part a
desperate attempt to gain publicity.”
Unfortunately, the kind of publici-
ty usually engendered by UFOs isn't
the kind any right-thinking Congres-
sional representative would seek. (An
analogy might be drawn from the

media flak the Reagans endured
when it was disclosed that Nancy
sought the services of an astrologer.
To many, UFOs fall into the same
pseudo-scientific bag.) According to
one Washington official, ““The ‘fear
factor’ among Congressional officials
has to be even higher than among
scientists. UFOs are a tremendously
delicate subject.”

Without a constituency to elicit a
politician’s sympathy, an issue will
likely die on the vine. A UFO consti-
tuency, given the government’s own
rigorous programs to suppress UFO
info and to assure a fragmented
UFO community, looks like the im-
possible dream. But everyone can
help change that, by furnishing Con-
gress with hard facts and credible
evidence. From Capitol Hill comes
this canny recommendation: Ask not
what appeals to you in the UFO
quest! Ask what your Congressman
would need to really do something.
And send it to him or her—ASAP.
Enough Americans do that, and
viola—a UFO constituency. And a
real reason for Congress to get mov-
ing.
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Sea Space Systems, and universities. For suspected satellite sightings,
the investigators had consulted the printed Echo satellite schedules,
National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) satellite re-
ports, the Smithsonian North and South Equatorial Crossings, and the
Space Detection and Tracking System. For suspected missile obser-
vations, the Blue Book analysts had conferred with authorities at Cape
Kennedy, Florida; Vandenberg AFB, Lompoc, California; Point Mugu
Naval Air Station, California; Wallops Island, Virginia; Eglin AFB,
Florida; Holloman AFB; and Green River. Photographs had been sent
to the CIA’s National Photographic Interpretation Center and to the
Eastman Kodak Company. Physical specimens had been shipped to
the Air Force Materials Laboratory, Battele Memorial Hospital, the
Food and Drug Administration, Libby-Owens, Corning Glass, the

Institute of Paper Chemistry, and the Geology Department of North-

western University.

More than 13,000 cases had been examined, and in 1969 the study
found:

“(1) No UFO reported, investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force
has ever given any indication of threat to our national security; (2)
there has been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air
Force that sightings categorized as ‘unidentified’ represent technolog-
ical developments or principles beyond the range of present day sci-
entific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence indicating that
sightings categorized as ‘unidentified’ are extraterrestrial vehicles.”

On December 17, 1969, the Secretary of the Air Force announced
the termination of Project Blue Book.

“There is no likelihood of renewed Air Force involvement in this
area,” he stated.

It was a statement, I soon realized, that was never intended to be
honored. :

itacke, ALz

SEVEN.

Despite all its exhaustive claims, I began to have doubts as I started
grappling with the legacy of Project Blue Book. Reading through its
many cartons of files, I encountered a jumble of vague, unorganized
and often flippant pronouncements. “Unfortunately, I do not have
interplanctary Blue Cross coverage!” complained a report submitted
by an investigator after he was pricked by a thorny bush near one
alleged New Mexico sighting. Too many other reports, I found, shared
a similar, irritably judgmental, unscientific tone. And after a trip to its
former offices at Wright Patterson Air Force Base in Dayton, Ohio,
my suspicions were reinforced.

The headquarters of Project Blue Book had been lovingly preserved.
It was a small, gray room cluttered with the empty desks of the project’s
permanent staff: a major, a sergeant, and a secretary to answer the
three phones. There were no computers, no high-speed cameras, no
laboratories for scientific analysis. It was more reminiscent of a college
newspaper office than a sophisticated research facility. I stood there
and imagined an excited call coming in, and a bored secretary fielding
it: “Sure, just leave your name and address and maybe next month
we'll get around to looking into it.” Yet against one battleship-gray
wall there was an impressive line of filing cabinets. Hundreds of draw-
ers. Room for thousands and thousands of files. Millions of pages. And
that, I decided glun}_l)/, was what Project Blue Book was really all
about. Its purpose was to provide a rationale, a stream of
reports that would justify the Air Force’s decision to abandon its|
probe of unidentified flying objects. Rt

But, L also learned, that probe continued behind

to official Air Force policy, contrary to its pledge sim
from the mystery. For, when I retumed East and res
through once restricted government ar

of a more complicated history. In the




