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STAR WARS, RUSSIAN STYLE?

By Jimmy Ward

Much has been said and written about Amer-
ica’s Star War program. Little or nothing has
been said or written about Russia's efforts to
create their own version. Do they even have
one? Read the following and decide for your-
self.

n October 19, 1968, the Russians

launched Cosmos-248 into a near-

circular orbit. Roughly 24 hours

later, Cosmos-249 waslaunched into

a slightly eliptical orbit. Several
days later, U.S. radar showed that Cosmos-249
had broken up into dozens of fragments. Since
satellites do malfunction and even explode,
little attention was paid to this turn of events.
Then on November 1, 1968, Cosmos-252 lifted
off on its column of smoke and a few days later
it, too, fragmented. Two such accidents in two
weeks?

North American Air Defense Command looked
into the matter. Trajectories of the remains of
these two exploded satellites were tracked,
and, using the data discovered, they worked
backward to determine when and where each
explosionhad occurred. Cosmos-249 had blown
up over Russia at a point in its orbit where it
was only a couple of miles from Cosmos-248.
Cosmos-252 was also passing close to Cosmos-
248 when it exploded. This led to speculation
that Cosmos-249 and Cosmos-252 had been
loaded with explosives and had been deto-
nated by remote controltodetermine the dam-
age the high-velocity fragments would have on
the target Cosmos-248.

Two years later on October 20, 1970, Cosmos-
373 was launched followed three days later by
Cosmos-374. Within hours, Cosmos-374 passed
close to Cosmos-373 and it, too, exploded. A
week later, October 30, 1970, Cosmos-375 lifted
off and as it passed near Cosmos-373 a few
hours later, another apparent explosion was
recorded. These explosions continued until
such activities were mentioned at the SALT-I
talks, at which point they ceased until 1976
when they resumed once again. In March,
1981, the Associated Press reported that the
Russians were then using infra-red sensing
devices in their latest anti-satellite weapons,
thus enabling them to hunt down and destroy

their targets. But their latest weapon was still
onlya “space mine” loaded with explosives anq
merely equipped with a new “heat seeker
device!

This reporter finds such a story hard to swal-
low. The Russians were the first to put a satel-
lite into orbit, the first to put aman in space, the
first to accomplish a space-walk, the first to
link-up two unmanned satellites in 1967, the
first to link-up two manned vehicles, and the
first to place a “sky-lab” in orbit. With all these
firsts, it seems very unlikely that they would
experiment for over 15 years with such primi-
tive weapons as “space mines” and not make
any improvements except to add a heat detec-
torand an automatic guidance system. A closer
look atthis series of eventsis needed.

Accordingtothe original scenario,atarget was
sent up followed by two space mines that deto-
nated as they neared their target. Fragments
from such an explosion would indeed damage
the target if they hit solar panels, the electro-
optical horizon sensor (used to keep the craft
pointing in the proper direction), and espe-
cially if a piece penetrated the relatively thin
skin of the craft. IF is the key word here, since
there seems to be no certainty that fragments
from an exploding “mine” would hit the target
at all. When one of these mines explodes, it
naturally sends fragments off in all directions.
A blast near the target would likely send a
number of fragments in the right direction,
and the odds of one or more of these doing sig-
nificant damage would likely be quite good. As
the distance between the blast and the target
increased, however, the less would be the
chance of scoring a damaging hit. Not a very
dependable (norlikely) defense system, isit?

If we reverse the situation, it becomes much
more likely. A “killer satellite” is sent up fol-
lowed by two targets which are both destroyed
in short order. This is the sort of defense one
would expect. The repeat performances then
become tests to increase range and accuracy
and the testing of newer weapons through the
scenario remains essentially the same. Mean-
while, anyone watchingthe showis left withthe
impression that there has been little or no
advancement in technology. The Russians are
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i iven them for
t stupid and credit should be g
Zﬁ thei;:' real firsts. Likewise, we should not
ignoretheirpotential foradvancement.

What kind of weapons would these killer satel-
lites carry? Here we can only guess. Small
rocket missiles would be a “must” and were
most likely used in the first tests. Lasers?
Lasers are not the great weapons many people
believe them to be. By the early '70s, the U.S.
had developed, tested and scrapped laser pis-
tols. rifles and even cannons mounted on half-
tracks, and there is no reason to assume that
the Russians were not doing the same. Any
highly reflective or refractive surface would
severely impare laser effectiveness, making
such weaponry less than ideal for many situ-
ations. This is not to suggest that high-energy
lasers do not have significant potential as a
weapon; but ratherto point out that such weap-
onry aboard Russian satellites in the early '70s
isunlikely.

Particle weapons? The U.S. has been investi-
gating charged particle beam (CPB) technol-
ogy since 1959 and has found such systemstobe
so effective that most work done on them is still
highly classified. The irony of this is that the
devices are basically so simple and inexpen-
sive that the average “tinkerer” can purchase
nearly everything he needs to build one from
his local Radio Shack and then can build it in
his garage or basement workshop and still
have a weapon capable of electrocuting some-
one 500 yards away and small enough to con-
ceal in his coat or jacket pocket. Imagine what
a more powerful and sophisticated version
could do. They can easily penetrate 30 cm. of
solid aluminum and destroy anything beyond,
especiallyelectrical orelectroniccomponents.
So CPBs are very likely to have been included
inthekillersatellitetesting programs.

Another probable weapon is the electromag-
netic pulse or EMP. This is an intense, short
burst of EM waves that can penetrate a satel-
lite's shell and fuse the circuits within. While it
probably would not cause a satellite to explode
per se, it would play havoc with the controls
and renderthem inoperative. Even asmall jolt
can cause the controls to malfunctionin unpre-
dictable ways. The Russians were again first in
discovering this side effect of nuclear detona-
tions and later were able to create an EMP
without using an explosion to produce it. It is
especially effective on micro-circuits and chips.
Although there is no hard evidence to connect
the two, considerthe following:

Early in 1979, NASA launched a series of “ex-
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perimentsin commercial com
ellites called Satcom. As usu
truth. Almost immediately after

into orbit, areas of the world pre\iztxcs?;n ulnv;%?t
toreceive TV signalsbegan enjoyingsuch broa,de
casts. Satcom Il roared into space on Decem:
ber6, 1979 and wasbilled as “one thousand per-
cent more efficient” than Satcom I and more
immune to malfunctions. It functioned “like a
dream” until the dream became a nightmare
A routine order was given, but Satcom I] noi
only ignored it but did the exact opposite. It
wobbled, shot upward another 10,000 miles and
proceeded to shut off its solar panels, all in
direct contradiction to the orders given. Or-
ders were then given to transfer “special du-
ties” from Satcom II to a smaller spy satellite.
These orders were acknowledged and then
ignored. A few hours later, all hell broke loose
as Satcom Il began sending “Red Alert”signals
to the defense department saying that a nu-
clearbombhad explodedin South Africa. Later
it said that Russia had launched a half-dozen
ICBMs at the U.S. Then suddenly, a few hours
later, it returned to normal operation and be-
gan obeying orders. This continued until De-
cember 10th, when without warning Satcom II
mysteriously vanished without atrace!

Mmunication” gat-
al, this was a ha|f-

John Lacy of the Maryland NASA tracking sta-
tion was quoted as stating, “What we do know is
that it’s not the first time the behavior of a full-
functioning satellite suddenly became incom-
prehensible.” He could have added, “and then
vanished.” Two and a half months earlier, on
September 22, 1979, a Vela spy satellite began
reporting nuclear explosions over South Af-
ricauntiltheywere “everywhere present”. Sev-
eral hours later, it cancelled this report and
began reporting the explosions were over por-
tions of the South Atlantic Ocean, the Indian
Ocean and the Antarctic. Then it vanished!
Did Russia have anything to do with this? Both
CIA and DoD believe they did, but have been
unable to explain how, as recently released
documents show. Unconfirmed reports state
that Russian satellites were also affected a
couple of times. Would Russia use its own
weaponry against itself? It might if it were
testing its satellites for “hardening”. It would
be necessary to discover how effective their
“hardening” really was. And to try new tech-
niques ofdefense.

What else might be up there? Is this just a case
of crying “Wolfl”, or could it be more truth than
fiction?

s Yoo




SOUTH AFRICAN CRASH
CONTROVERSARY

?e of_thﬁ mastwidegr
ersinthe UFOfield 1ate]
rumors and a certain ;r%%r:]crﬁr%sf
dqcumentary evidence to the effect
that a UFO crash/retrieval event
took place in South Africa in May of
1989, and that two live aliens were found inside
the craft. Asthe story goes, the UFO was delib.
erately “shot down” by an experimental laser
cannon (referred to as “Thor 2") which had
been installed in one of the South African Air
Force's french-built Mirage jet fighters. Both
the UFO and the two live aliens were then
turned over to US authorities upon recovery
in exchange for “nuclear technology”, which is
defined by some of those involved with this
story as meaning “two live hydrogen bombs.”
Prominent inthe spreading o¥this information
throughout the UFO community has been one
Henry Azadehdel, a wealthy, flamboyant and
highly controversial Russian-born ex-convict
(internationalsmuggling) who holds British citi-
zenship and who has gone to great lengths in
recent years to try to sell himself as an expert
on UFO abductions under a variety of aliases
and ak.a’s (including “Dr. Henry” and “Dr
Victorian”). '

discussed mat-

Based upon an analysis of available informa-
tion, and the results of an extensive investiga-
tion which has included discussions with sev-
eral confidential sources, the apparent facts of
the event canbe summarized as follows:

(1) A crash/retrieval event appears to have indeed
occured in South Africa around May of 1989; but all
indications are that the object retrievedwas nota UFO,
but rather a piece of Soviet space debris— most likely
the remains of a highly classified spy satellite. The
U.S. may in fact have offered up some technology in
exchange for the debris, but given present American
policy regarding South Africa, nucleartechnology would
have beenoutof the question.

(2) U.S. laser weapontechnology is still some distance
away from perfecting anything small enough to be in-
stalled in any aircraft. Furthermore, the likelihood of
America's defense establishment providing suchtech-
nology to the South Africans, even if we did have it, is
virtually nil. America, however, has been actively
pursuing such technology for some time, and does
possess at least one prototype device. The thing is

round-based, and enormous— far too huge and

eavy in its present state to be lofted by any aircraft.
The only “laser cannon” technology presently avail-
able to the South Africans is a laser-assisted sighting
device which “paints” (or tracks) its target in somewhat
the same fashion as the older radar lock-on.

(3) The alleged South African military documents
which have been circulated with respect to this case
are written in English. Most South African military and
government reports use Afrikaans. The use of English
In Top Secret agcuments is described as unusual.

(4) The above three points notwithstanding, the story
killer in this affair is the man who was responsible for it
in the first place- one Mr. James van Greunen of
Johannesburg. If Azadehdel can be described as
shady, van Greunen seems downrightunsavory:

His claims of being a Captain in the South
African Air Force and a member of RSA Air
Force Intelligence are allegedly phoney.

Heisalleged to have claimed past employment
in the American aerospace industry with both
Jet Propulsion Lab and Wright-Patterson AFB,
and to have manufactured and passed on false
credentials attestingto same.

Heis alleged to have used the names of promi-
nant people without their knowledge or au-
thorization, both in the U.S. and in South Af-
rica, as part of a confidence scams set up to
collect money. He isalsoalleged to have ba, ged
several sizable chunks of cash %eaned rom
individuals and organizations (Walt Andrus,
Director of the Texas-based Mutual UFO Net-
work <MUFON>, is reportedly one of them and
con-man Henry Azadehdel another) to whom
he made “confidential” apgroaches in connec-
tion with the apparently phoney South African
AirForce documents mentioned above.

Those who have followed his past UFO-related
activities in South Africa since he surfaced
there in the middle '70s allege a sordid trail of
contradictory claims and stories. Some have
gone so far as to suggest that the man is men-
tallyunbalanced.

Unlike the matter of the still controversial MJ-
12 documents (which has gone on now for more
than five years with no visible payoff), the South
African case has all the earmarks of a grandi-
ose hoax: Phoney government documents (one
of which even portrays an alleged alien alpha-
bet with English translation of same); impos-
sible circumstances (the South African mili-
tary does not have laser cannon technology,
nor do they possess a weapons system known
as “Thor-2" asindicated inthe documents); and
shady characters with dubious backgrounds,
the principal one of whom (van Greunen) was
obviously out to turn the story into money as
fast ashe could before it allcame apart.

We welcome any further input readers may
have onthisstory.
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STILL MORE ON
"AZTEC"

he difference between misinforma-
tion and disinformationisoftenavery
fine line. Essentially, however, misin-
formation is data which is false or
erroneous on its face, while disﬁnfpr-
mation is a combination of both fact and fiction
cleverlyblended and spread by someone whose
prime motive is to divert attention away from a

largertruth.

One piece of misinformation that has seen con-
siderably more play than it deserves in both
UFO-oriented publicationsand the public press
has been the so-called Hottel Memo, a one
page, four paragraph FBI memorandum dated
March 22, 1950, which was released under the
FOIA more than adozen years ago. The memo
itself is a bona fide FBI document. It is not
official disinformation. Unfortunately, the way
that many writers and researchers have cho-
sentowave it about as “proof positive” ofa UFO
crash-retrieval amounts to nothing lessthan a
blatant act of misinforming an unsuspecting
public. Misinformation—pure and simple.

For those unfamiliar with it, the text reads in
part:

“An investigator for the Air Force stated that
three so-called flying saucers had been recov-
ered in New Mexico. They were described as
beingcircularin shape with raised centers, ap-
proximately 50 feet in diameter. Each one was
occupied by three bodies of human shape but
only 3 feet tall, dressed in metallic cloth of a
very fine texture. Each body wasbandagedina
manner similar to the blackout suits used by
speed flyers and test pilots.

“According to Mr. (officially censored), infor-
mant, the saucers were found in New Mexico
due to the fact that the Government has a very
high-powered radar set-upinthat areaanditis
believed the radar interferes with the contro-
lingmechanism ofthe saucers.”

Since its release, numerous lecturers and re-
searchers have waved thisdocument in front of
cameras or audiences and called it “hard evi-
dence” of a saucer crash. One respected indi-
vidual, Larry W. Bryant of the D.C. branch of
CAUS, even went so far as to make a case in
federaJ court in an effort to force the Bureau to
divulge the name of its original informant on
the matter-- a name which was censored out of
the document at the time of its originalrelease.
He lost— the court agreeing with the FBI's
argument that the name had been justifiably
withheld under the sources-and-methods and
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the privacy provisions ofthe FOIA_

While seemingly sensational at fir '
the final analysis the document tur?]ts t())lliltstho' t;n
nothing more than an eighth-hand repetitioe
of the Silas Newton - Frank Scully story, and an
suph, should not be cited as evidence 'of an S
thing at all— except perhaps of the fact that
New@on s story had a far wider circulation at
the time than even most UFO researchers are
aware. For those readers who require proof
the following four paragraphs are excerpted
from “Crashed Saucers: Evidenceinthe Search
for Proof”, apaper which Idelivered at the 1985
MUFON Symposium in St Louis. (The entire 52
page text is available from us as Publication
#1258 for $12.00, and is essential reading for
those who want more information concerning
Mr. Newton’s general unreliability as a source
ofinformation.)

“‘SometimeduringSeptemberorOctober, 1949,
Newton began telling his crashed saucer sto-
ries to his close friend in Denver, George
Koehler. The central theme in his story to
Koehler was that a saucer had crashed in the
vicinity of a high-powered radar site on the
New Mexico-Arizonaborder, that the dead ali-
ens were all about three feet in height, were
dressed in garments made of metallic cloth,
andthattheyworenoundergarmentsbutrather
had theirbodieswrapped ortaped. (These four
points are important to remember: (1) High-
powered radarsite in Ariz.-N.M.;(2) 3' in height;
(3) metallic cloth; and (4) taped bodies.) The die
hadbeen cast.

“Koehler, who evidently believed Newton with-
out question, repeated the tale during early
October, 1949, to a number of his friends in-
cluding Morley P. Davies, a field representa-
tive for the Walter J. Thompson Co. in Denver.
Davies, in turn, repeated the story to at least
two of his associates, Jack M. Murphy and L.J.
van Horn, who were manager and assistant
manager of alocal Ford Motor agency there. In
mid-December, Murphy and van Horn in their
turn told the tale, now fourth-hand, to Kansas
City, Kansas, auto dealer Rudy Fick who was
passing through Denver on his way home from
Ogden, Utah. Back home in Kansas City, Fick
passed along the now fifth-hand tale to the
editor of the Wyandotte Echo, a weekly news-
paper published in Kansas City. In the tellin%.
the name “Koehler” had now become Cou:
ter”, and the number of flying saucers infpofn
session ofthe U.S. government had grown t';?ch
three or four to “around fifty", forty of w Re-
were under study “in the United States



gearch Bureau in Los Angeles.” The bit a

the high-powered radar site on the N.M.-}\J?ilit
porder remained in the story, as did the al-
leged three foot height of the aliens and the
manneroftheirdress. Fick implied that “Coul-
ter” had actually seen the disc himself.

“The story, attributed to Fick, his fri i
penver, and ultimately “Coulter”, appee;rcésd :2
the January 6, 1950 edition of the Wyandotte
Echo, and from there was picked up by a num-
per of other papers around the country. This
attracted the interest of both the FBI and
(AF)OSI, the latter of which had begun investi-
gating it as an _ad)unct to their case already in
progress on Mikel Conrad (for more details on
which, see the above referenced paper; Ed.)
By early March, a whole series of communica-
tions pertaining to the matter had passed be-
tween OSI headquarters in Washington, D.C.
and various field units, one of which dated 14
March, 1950 (just 8 days before the “Hottel
Memo”; Ed.), stated that Newton’s November
24,1949, conversation with (Bruce) Cabot at the
Lakeside Country Club (once again, see the
above referenced paper; Ed.) had been wit-
nessed by a “local KFIradionews commentator
(name officially deleted) who, on a morning
program, announced in effect that a party at a
Hollywood country club had stated that he had
information on flying discs and that the discus-
sion took place over a round of drinks at the
‘nineteenth hole’ (bar)... and that the ‘story got
better with each drink’.” (OSI had attempted
to interview Newton at the time, but without
successinthat Newton had apparently gone off
to Wyomingshortlythereafter.)

In any case, one of the agents at OSI headquar-
ters in Washington, passed the Fick story, now
seventh-hand, alongto Special Agent Guy Hot-
tel, one of his contacts in the Washington office
of the FBI (with whom OSI often worked quite
closely), who in turn, on March 22, 1950, gener-
ated a memo on it to J. Edgar Hoover him-
self....”

Proof that con-man Silas Newton, via his late
1949 conversation with George Koehler, was
the source of the information in agent Hottel's
now eighth-hand account to Hoover rests on
the fact that both Newton'’s tale to Koehler and
Hottel’sreport to Hoover contain the same four
key points (i.e. High-powered radarsite in New
Mexico <but now without mention of Arizona>,
three foot tall aliens, metallic cloth, and
wrapped bodies)!

Before leaving the matter of Frank Scully, it
seems appropriate to mention here that the
most recent development in FWP’s continuing
investigation into this case was the FBI's re-
lease to us, on September 8, 1989, of 63 pages of
file material pertaining mostly to Scully’s al-
leged connections to the Communist Party and
various communist front organizationsin Cali-

fornia between the late '30s and about 1960.
This file presents a side of Scully that seems to
have gone unnoticed in UFO research up to this
point, and is quite illuminating. One of the
most interesting items in this file is a fascinat-
ingmemorandum, dated October 20, 1950, from
agent C.E. Hennrich to A.H. Belmont at Bureau
headquarters, which, after citing no less than
25 separate instances of “Scully’s participation
in Communist Party Front and other Pro-Com-
munist Groups” between 1937 and 1'949"(!), con-
cludeswith the following “Observation

“It appears from an analysis of the book “Be-
hindptll)le Flying Saucers” written by Scully that
Scully's purpose in writing the book could eas-
ily have been to undermine public morale by
attempting to convince them of the possibility
of attack from another planet and to under-
mine their confidence in the Department of
Defense.”

The memo went on to recommend “that this
memorandum be brought to the attention of
the Internal Security Section, in order that con-
siderationbe given to conducting additional in-
vestigation of Scully as a possible Security In-
dexsubject.”

On November 4, 1950, Hoover ordered the Los
Angeles office to conduct “a thorough sc’ac'unty
investigation of the activities of this individual
to determine... whether he canbe consid”ered_a
threat to the security of the country....” This
investigation was completed on December 9th,
and resulted in an 18 page report, five pages of
which were withheld from release by the Bu-
r%au under three different exemptions of the
FOIA.

Interested researchers may obtain a complete
copy of this 63 page file from FWP for the sum of
$9.00 (about .15/pg), plus an additional one dol-
lar for postage. Please refer to “Frank Scully
FBIFile” inyourrequest.

Another crash-retrieval story which has circu-
lated around UFOlogy for decades without ex-
planation is that of Ray L. Dimmick, who on
March 9, 1950 (note the date) told International
News Service and reporters from two Los An-
geles newspapers of a UFO crash near Mexico
City which killed the 23" tall pilot. Dimmick,
then 66 year-old sales manager for the Apache
Powder Co. in Glendale, California, went on to
claimthat the saucer was under heavy guard at
a secret military facility, and that “top brass”
from Washington had viewed it. Early accounts
quoted him as saying he had seen the device,
but he later denied this claiming he was only
repeating a story he had gotten from “a friend
inMexico”.

Continued on page 9
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“THE CHURCH AND THE EXISTENCE
OF BEINGS ON OTHER WORLDS”

By Jesus Pavlo Tenorio

(Editor's Note: The following article appeared in the May 21,
1970 issue of Jueyes del £ ;m[ﬂQL 30-31, the weekly
magazine of the Mexico City daily, El 2"&QQ/§/Q[ We are in-
debted to Michael Stacy (brother of MUFON UFQ Journal
editor Dennis Stacy) for his translation of the original span-
ish. and to subscnber Richard Heiden, who brought the

article itself to our aftention.)

his issue would seem to be serious.
And it has now taken on a here-and-
now aspect since Allen Hynek, head
of Northwestern University's (Illinois)
Astronomy Department, is now in
Mexico to hold round-robin discussions on the
possible existence ofintelligentbeings on other
planets. It did not take long for this issue to be
connected to such questions as : What would
the Church think about the existence of such
creatures? Would there be changes in the
underpinnings of the faith? Would explana-
tions have to be improvised if facts show there
arebeingsonother planets?

These and many other questions have been
asked onsimilaroccasions. But what few people
know is that the Church has already answered
these questions in the latter part of the last
century, and the answers are apparently still
valid. Not from a learned point of view, since it
is not the Church’s task to teach the faithful
about space, but from a theological point of
view, which is the most important, since it is
possiblethattheselikely extraterrestrialbeings
willsome day come into contact withthe Earth.

But as we said, this issue was raised during
Lent in 1889 by the Dominican theologian, Ab-
bot Monsabre, who gave a lecture on the sub-
jecttoan uncomfortable audience.

A Strange Conference

On that day in April of 1889, when the faithful
gathered at the famous Notre Dame Cathedral
in the City of Lights (Paris), no one dreamed
that the speaker would address them on such
an unusual topic. A newspaper of the day
carried verbatimexcerptsofthe speaker’s main
points, which were essentiallythese:

“It is true that God has done great things for
mankind, butitis alsotrue that God has shared
His good things with and has dominion over
othersinadditionto us.

‘It is a point of faith (understand this well) that

there are other intelligent beings upon whom
the Creator has also lavished His generosity.
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‘God," says St. Thomas, ‘has created as many of
them as they are perfect. Every number that
canbeimaginedisinsufficientifitistodescribe
their number (i.e. angels). These pure spirits
are happy both in the grace of God and in the
free exercise of their own will. A huge host of
their glorious army fell tragically from the heav-
ensinto the pit ofignomy and suffering, but the
majority remained faithful...

‘And if you come down into emptiness from
heaven, where the angels enjoy nothing but
eternal bliss, you will see in the emptiness
thousands of spheres larger and more beauti-
fulthan our mean world, and of course, you will
wonder if these spheres are trackless wilder-
nesses, uninhabited and without sound, cre-
ated only for us to wonder at and provide sur-
prises for astronomers, and perhaps you will
saytothesageswhostudytheelementsandthe
frameworks of heavenlybodies, ‘There must be
living beings up there! Why shouldn’t the stars
be peopled with beings less perfect than the
angels but more perfect than we? There is
space for other lives between the intuitive life
of pure spiritsand ourcomplex rational life.’

Earth, the Hundreth Sheep?

“It is true,” the Abbot Monsabre went on, “that
we have experienced the Incarnation of the
Word, but was this perhaps not because the
Word, desiring to humble Itself and lift up the
entire universe on Its humble shoulders to
bring it into God’s presence, chose the lowest
of intelligent, rational life to achieve Its goal?
Wasn't it perhapsbecause the Good Shepherd,
being desirous of leading His entire flock to
pastures of eternal joy, left the ninety-nine
sheep in space that were following the right
path and came to seek out the Earth, the hun-
dreth sheep that was lost? And ifthese beings,
who are superior to us, were in need of univer-
sal redemption, does the Church not tell us
that the work done on the Cross is sufficient for
all and that the river of divine blood that cov-
ered Calvaryreaches eventothese mysterious
worlds? It has purified the Earth, the seas, the
stars and the entire universe (terra, pontus,
astra, mundus, quo levantur flumina, as the
great liturgical hymn says).

“Why should not the inhabitants of all the
spheres scattered in space, who were created
by God as surely as we were and who are
covered by Jesus Christ, not be instructed in
the Truth and Virtue of redemption by the
angels that rule those worlds or by the resur-



rected Jesus? Finally, why should God be pre-
vented from reaching out to countless legions
oftheblissfulinthe deeps ofspace?

«Add tothis the fact that creation as we know it
cannot be the only creation that God has imag-
ined, since He is surrounded by eternity on all
sides and possesses unlimited power to ex-
pand space mde‘fm'lt.ely and multiply those
peings. He is an infinite goodness that wants
nothing more than to grow, be made known
and make others happy. You cannot deny, ifall
this is true, that it is impossible to count the
numberofbeingsthat havebeen created. "

We are not Alone

Thus ended the arguments put forth by Abbot
Monsabre. After his presentation, a murmur
arose, and people exchanged glances as if say-
ing, “So we are not alone.” On the subject of
extraterrestrial beings, the Mexican theolo-
gianJoaquin Cardoso, S.J., tells us:

“In this regard, the Church leaves men of sci-
ence totally free to exercise their intellectual
faculties to find new truths in their natural
order, since God Himself, as the Holy Scrip-
tures say, has given this natural order over to
the dominion ofthe human mind.”

Cardoso emphasized the words “new truths”
instead of mere suppositions that incite the
ignorant or the elite who might claim that the
Church finds itself in a “painful need” to “re-
considerits position.”

e Y 2o

TRIVIA TIDBITS

Question: By its own estimate, how many “secrets”did
the U.S. government officially create during fiscal

19897

ANSWER: 6,796,501; of which about 500,000
were classed as “original secrets” and the re-
mainder as “derivitive secrets.” One thing
that's not a secret is who paid for the study.

Youdid!

AccordingtoPhillip Callahan, retired biophysi-
cist from the University of Florida, “A lot of
night sightings of UFOs are just lit-up insects
riding storm fronts.” If it’'s any comfort to you,
however, even the skeptics are skeptical of this
one. “Insects,” opined one dour old curmudg;
eon, might explain “only one out ofathousand

sightings.

Edgar Whisenant, retired NASA engineer and

born-again Christian, is still alive, the World

Bible Society is $200,000 richer, and 4.5 mllllo’n
“faithful” ha)\,/e been left holding the pag'(or is
that “book"?)— all because the world didn’t end
on September 1, 1988 as Whisenaﬁnt had pre-
dicted in his Christian bestselle'r 88 Reason;
Why the Rapture Will Be in 1988". Undaunte
and still breathing on September 2nd, 1988, it
was back to the drawing board where, 10 and
behold, he discovered the error of his human
ways. No wonder the world hadn’t come to an
end! His calculations were off by one w“hole
year! And so, it was write another book ( The
Final Shout-Rapture '89 Report”), and back to
the World Bible Society for another try. The
new book was released in May of 1989, and gld
so well that by September 2nd there wasn't a
copytobe had anywhere in Christendom..

~N

"AZTEC CRASH"
Continued from page 7

Since author/researcher Len Stringfield re-
vived interest in UFO crash-retrieval storiesin
the mid-'70s, Dimmick’s tale has been retold in
a number of articles and books, most notably
the Stevens-Steinman tome _ F
tec. All ofthese, however, seem to ha\{e mlssed
two very key points which provide solid insight

intothe origin of this yarn:

(1) In 1950, Ray Dimmick was 66 years old and
Silas Newton was around 60 (he constantly lied
about hisage). Both were known and respected
players on the amateur golf circuit at the time,
and both were members of the exclusive Lake-
side Country Club in North Hollywood—a place
where Newton was well known for spreading
wild saucertales amongstthe members.

(2) Dimmick spilled his tale to the press in Los
Angeles on March 9, 1950, only one day after
Silas Newton (posing as “Mr. X") created a
small sensation in Denver by going public with
a similar tale about a crash having occurred at
Aztec. Dimmick, in one of his statementsto the
press, admitted to having heard reports “that
similar objects had landed in various parts of
Mexico and Americainthe last year.” Newton,
for his part, is known to have begun spreading
his tales of crashed saucers around Hollywood
in mid-August of 1949. On November 24, 1949,
according to an official AFOSI report, he told a
group of friends at the Lakeside Country Club
bar that there had been three such crashes.
One of those present was a well-known KFI
radio personality who repeated Newton's story
onthe air the next morning. All things consid-
ered, it seemsreasonableto concludethat Dim-
mick, like Scully, was just another of Newton's
unfortunate pawns.

-~
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UFOsAND THE “GRAND DECEPTION”:
WHAT'S GOING ON?

By William L. Moore

(Editor's Note: The following article is a much expanded version of the “Editorial” which appeared in FOCUS for
December 31, 1989. Reqular subscribers may recognize a few verbatim portions of that earlier piece which have
beenincorporated herein for the sake of continuity.)

hen UFOs began appearing over America in large numbers during the late 1940s,
most people looked tothe government, the military establishment and the scientific
community for answers. Organized civilian UFO research in the U.S. began in the
early 1950s, only after it became clear that the government’s response to the prob-
lem was going to be official secrecy, obfuscation, and persistent high-level debunk-
ing. Since that time, private-sector UFO research has grown into an incredible circus of loosely-
organized individuals and small groups, each of which, by means of their own newsletters, maga-
zines orexposure at one ormore of the variety of symposia, conventions or conferences which are
held each year, espouses a “political line” consistent with their own particular goals and philoso-
phies, and rigorously defends that position against all others. The battle lines were drawn early,
and today have come to form an entire political spectrum of positions and activity from UFO-

bashingextremistsonthe onesidetothe paranoid fringeontheother:

DEBUNKERS

Debunkers and
ufo-bashers:

All reports of
UFOs can be
easily explained
in prosaic terms.
Planet earthis not
being visited by
extraterrestrials
and conse-
quently the so-
called UFO phe-
nomenon is not
worthy of legiti-
mate scientific
consideration.
people who study
UFOs are mosty
gullible or unsci-
entific crackpots
(often referred to
as "UFO Buffs")
whose work s not
worthy of serious

SKEPTICS

Friendly Skep-
tics:

If more datawere
available, most
UFO reports
could be ex-
plained away as
misidentifications
of ordinary
events. Some
UFOs, however,
may be a hereto-
fore unrecog-
nized form of
naturalphenome-
non or the prod-
uct of an elabo-
rate psycho-so-
ciological proc-
ess atwork. Inei-
ther case, addi-
tional study by
competent indi-
viduals is called

MIDDLE UFOLOGY

Logical, scientific, evidence-oriented
researchers whose work centers
around the extraterrestrial hypothe-
sis (ETH) in one form or another, or
avariety of inter-dimensionnal theo-
ries. Common ground amongst
"middle ufologists” is their accep-
tance of UFOs as a real phenome-
non which appears to be subject
tosome form of intelligent control.
Most agree that consideraly more
research needs to be done befor
any firm conclusions can be drawn.

All of the major organizations and
most of the prominent researchers
in the U.S. fall into this middle field.
Generally speaking, while there is a
common willingness to weigh and
sift virtually every elment of the UFO
phenomenon on the basis of evi-
dence, there is an equally common
tendency to dismiss dissident ele-
ments on either the extreme left or
the ultra-right as "negativists" on

NEW AGE  [POARANOID
BELIEVERS FRINGE
Aliens are un- |[Aliens are un-
questionably |questionably

here, but they
are basically
good. They
want to help us
savethe planet
and usher
mankindintoa
new age ofcon-
sciousnessand
self-aware-
ness. Certain
humans, (con-
tactees,
trance-chan-
nelers, ab-
ductees, and
similar types)
have been spe-
cially selected
and pro-
grammed by
the Aliens to
assist with this

here, but they
are eviland want
to enslave us.
Sinister ele-
ments within the
U.S.government
know this but
have been keep-
ing it secret
while trying to
enhance their
own position by
making deals
with the Aliens.
Their goal is the
total enslave-
ment of man-

kindunderaone
world govern-
ment. ey will

stop at nothing
to achieve their
plan.

i ion. _lfor. the ET hy-| the one hand,or"the lunatic fringe” | process inone |conspirac
et pothesis, whire onthe other. way or an- theo,ieg’md ex’f
- unlikely, should other. treme parax;oia
Use of closed-|notbecompletel are manifest

‘ - | rul t until all , , amongst indi-
%"dﬁggcﬂfé’“{,‘:- {}:eega?: isli’n. So-called "middle ufology” in the viduals who es-
nial, name calling U.S. is often the scene of intense | Most  "New- [Ropse El}ese be-
and similar personal and political in-fighting | A ge" and mod- o? o ltr:frx}f’ghi
propaganda amongst the various groups and in- | erate religious |wing politics an-
techniques is dividuals involved. elements fall[dextreme
common. into this cate- |Christianfunda-

gory. mentalism are
also present.
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UFOs by anyone's standards are a contr -
sial subject which, during times of high p?J\E)e]irc
interest such as we have seen in the past few
years, are the center of considerable attention
by the mass media. During these times, often
referred to as “flaps”, UFO Organizations and
individual researchers have traditionally
viewed media interest in the subject as an
excellent opportunity to promote either them-
selves or their groups as the foremost “ex-
perts” in the field. Under such circumstances,
of course, individual positions, beliefs, philoso-
phies and conclusions all become part of the
package. Sl'nc'e anyone can be a “UFQO expert”
or “UFOlogist” simply by conferring the title
upon themselves (there are no professional
standards or ethics in this field), it was inevi-
table that the ability of “UFQs" to generate
media attention and large crowds would be
recognized and ultimately utilized by groups
and individuals whose agenda included far
more than just an efforttolearn the truth about
an elusive phenomenon. It was equally inevi-
table that government agents would come to
recognize the inherent gullibility of certain
UFO promoters coupled with their ability to
gain media attention as a made-to-order op-
portunity for the planting and dissemenation
of carefully contrived UFO disinformation de-
signed both to perpetuate the convenient
‘laughter curtain” surrounding UFOs (useful if
you don’t want people to take the subject seri-
ously), and to divert the attention of serious
researchers away from the government’s own
classified effortsto examine the phenomenon.

One can study UFOs in an effort to learn more
about the them, or one can use the subject as a
convenient subterfuge forthe accomplishment
of rather different goals which may or may not
berelated directlytothe phenomenonitself. In
the latter instance, it is important to note that
in spite of carefully contrived appearances to
the contrary, the dissemenation of credible
research (or “truth”) about UFOs may have
little or even nothing to do with what'’s really
goingon. Perhaps a good point of comparison
here would be the mannerin which the tobacco
industry promotes the sale of cigarettes. What
everyone sees at first glance are the large, full-
color spreads depicting cigarettes as a sooth-
ing, refreshing, relaxing status symbol. The
image falls apart only under careful scrutiny
whenone discovers and reads the almost invis-
ible fine print of the Surgeon General’s warn-
ing. A close look at some of America’s current
crop of UFO promoters reveals a very similar
Situation.

The difference between “middle-of-the-road”
UFOlogists and their “believer” cousins comes
down to the matter of evidence. Middle UFOlo-
gists generally regard the gathering of evi-
dence as foremost in the way they go about
studyingthe phenomenon;and while theirstan-
dards often fall short when compared to those
of professional journalists or scientists, most

are at least capable of basing their conclusngns
upon a reasonably good data base. In other
words, information which is grossly inconsis-
tent, largely uncorroborated, badly misrepre-
sented or derived from demonstrably unreli-
able sources is almost uniformly rejecte'd by
middle UFOlogists as worthless. For’such indi-
viduals, UFOs are not so much a belief system
as a quest for knowledge through investiga-
tion. Conclusions must be firmly rooted in
evidence and must stand up to at least rea-
sonablylogical argument.

UFObelievers, onthe other hand, are generally
people with a well-established “consciousness

about the nature and purpose of UFOs and the
extraterrestrials who travel in them. To such
people, further proof of alien reality is unnec-
essary. They “know” that aliens are already
here, and they are fully prepared to accept as
‘true” without question the claims of other
humans who have alleged contact withthem in
one form or another. From the middle-of-the-
road standpoint, the biggest problem with be-
lieversis their unflagging willingness to accept
and repeat bizarre, outrageous and often even
phoney information with only minimal effort
devoted to determining whether the.rr}atenal
has any validity or the source behind it is cred-

ible.

The so-called “paranoid fringe” is even farther
out. Like the New Age believers, these people
are also convinced of an alien presence on
planet earth. Unlike the New Agers, however,
the “fringies” are heavily conspiracy oriented
and view these aliens as inherently evil. To
them, the whole UFO thing is an intricately
contrived plot to take over the planet and de-

liver us all into slavery or worse. They see .

agents everywhere, their phones are tapped,
their mail is tampered with, and many firmly
believe that mysterious “Men-in-Black” (MIBs)
can appear at any time and place to silence
those who say too much or get too close to the
truth. Their gatherings and their literature are
loaded with tales of super secret underground
UFO bases (often allegedly connected by a net-
work of tunnels), of aliens routinely abducting
humans and implanting them with control de-
vices, of clandestine treaties between the U S.
government and extraterrestrials, and on, and
on. Unfortunately, such people will believe
almost anything as long as it’s fed to them in a
conspiratorial tone.

The ready believers and the paranoids have
been astone around the neck of middle UFOlo-
gsts from the very beginning. From the late

eorge Adamski, who collected groups of such
people around him and actively exploited them
throughout the '50s and early '60s, to the Billy
Meier people who are doing the very same
thingtoday, UFOlogy hasseen an endless chain
of promoters come and go—virtually every one
of which has played the paranoia game to the
hilt. The latest wave, however, hasadded some-
thing of a new twist to the old game— ultra-
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conservative, right-wing politics! In this par-
ticular version, however, UFOs seem to be only
the magnet— the point of attraction which
brings in the people so that they can be fed the
word, and ultimately, so that potential sup-
portersofthe cause can beidentified. Oncethe
attention of the masses has been achieved,
UFOs become only one data point in amatrix of
right-wing conspiracy theories liberally laced
with just enough verifiable fact so as to make
the whole mixture palatable to those whose
faith faroutweighstheirskepticism.

Ira Einhorn, hippie guru/intellectual of the '80s,
once summed up the world of the paranoid ina
marvelous one-liner. “Paranoia,” he wrote, “is
the incredible abilityto create coherence out of
chaos™— an excel lent description of what the
paranoid fringe of UFOlogy has done with the
virtual chaos of conflicting opinions and data
about UFOs. To these people, it's all a crystal-
clear conspiracybythealiens,the government,
the wealthy and the power-hungry totake over
the planet. Once accepted, it becomes an iron-
clad. unassailable reality with its own built-in
defense mechanism: The paranoid is so con-
vinced his own perception of reality consti-
tutes “truth”, that anyone who dares to either
question or attack it is easily dismissed as part
of the conspiracy around him. Put more sim-
ply.the paranoid perceives anyone who triesto
intrude upon his own “truth” as part of a con-
spiracy aimed at keeping “truth” from him. It's
not only convenient for the paranoid, but it's
also convenient for the promoter whose goal it
is to “use” the paranoid as a pawn towards
achieving his own ends. To those with axes to
grind who feel the need to build rapport with
the masses in order to spread their messages,
“UFOs” are the perfect tool. Take any conspir-
acy theory you want, fold in a measure of “but
the real power behind it all is UFO aliens who
want to enslave the planet,” add just enough
verifiable fact to be convincing, pump your
reputation up so you will look like someone
who ought to know, and UFO believers by the
thousands will come out of the woodwork to
hear what youhavetosay.

So who's doing this in the American UFO com-
munitytoday,and why? Let'stake alook.

The current wave of UFO-conspiracy paranoia
in the U.S. got off to a shakey start back in mid-
1987 with a man by the name of John Lear. If
John's last name had been Smith instead of
Lear, few would have paid any attention to him
when he began spouting wild tales of aliens
feeding off the mutilated corpses of humans
abducted against their will, of secret treaties
between alien invaders and clandestine agen-
cies of the U.S. government, and of hidden
underground bases deep in the mountains of
New Mexico and Nevada. But because John is
the son of well-known aviation pioneer William
Lear, and because John has acquired a certain
reputation of his own as a wealthy playboy pilot
and would-be politician, people listened— at
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first. Only much later, when it became obvi

to all but a few die-hards that the storie:\a’/g?g
getling wilder and the evidence was getting
thinner, did Lear’s supporters begin to realize
that the Emperor had no clothes. Revelations
that Lear had been an apparently unwitting
dupe ina government UFO-disinformation op-
eration brought still further denouement. In
the end, even Walt Andrus, International Di-
rector of the prestigeous MUFON organiza-
tion, was forced to concede that “perhaps (he
had been) a bit hasty” in naming John MUFON
State Director for Nevada and accepting his
offer to host that organization’s 1989 Sympo-
siuminLas Vegas. Inthe midst ofthe wreckage
of almost two year's work, John offered his
resignation as Nevada State Director the day
after the symposium ended. From that mo-
menton, Lear's UFOlogical constituency would
derive increasingly from the paranoid
fringe,and his pronouncements on the subject
would become more and more politically ori-
ented.

Inthe beginning, John had a lot of things going
for him. Famous name, respected pilot in his
own right, holder of world aviation speed rec-
ords, plenty of friends in high places and the
ability to attract lots of media attention— all of
which were loudly touted by those who thought
(or hoped) that Lear could provide credible an-
swerstothe questions people have been asking
about UFOsfordecades.

UFOlogistsbecame aware of Learand hisinter-
est in UFOs after he bagan making phone calls
to numerous researchers during the early
months of 1987. Following a phone call ortwo, I
first met him during a mid-1987 conference in
Washington, D.C. I found him pushy, opinion-
ated, darkly conspiratorial, and yet somehow
hesitant as well— as if he desperately wanted
to be patronizing, but wasn’t quite sure it was
moral. Others at the gathering saw him differ-
ently, however, and before it was over he
seemed to have become socially acceptable to
anumberofpeople.

John’s quest for answers about UFOs showed a
marked similarity to virtually everything else
he had done in life. He had to be the first and
foremost— the biggest and the best. If there
was a mystery here, it didn't matter to John
that noone uptonow hadbeen able tosolve it—
he, John Lear, could do it. As he saw it, all that
had to be done was to travel the country, or
even the world, and get the facts from the
UFOlogists and the UFO witnesses themselves.
Once these data points had been collected, he
would use them to confront friends in high
places in an effort to enlist their assistance.
Like the child’'s pencil game of “connect the
dots”, Lear began collecting data points, and
then connecting them one-by-one into what
would ultimately become the “John Lear Re-
port” on UFOs— a document surrounded in
controversy from the moment of its release. In
it, Learboldly assertsthat the following “truths”



have been systematically withheld from the

world’s public over the space of the last half-

century:

— - OO

-Germany recovered a crashed flying saucer as
early as 1939. Hitler set up a secret project to
develop UFO-type weapons, but the war ended
before work onthem was complete.

-America’'s first Secretary of Defense, James For-
restal, jumped to his death from a 16th floor hospital
window after learning that “ugly little creatures
shaped like preying mantises... who were more
advanced than us by perhaps a billion years” were
trying to take over planet Earth.

-Numerous flying saucers have crashed to earth
and been recovered by U.S. authorities. They are
stored at a Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, and at
otherbases nearthe location of the crash sites. One
was so huge that it was buried where it fell and
remains there today.

-"On April 30, 1964, the first communication be-
tween... aliens and the U.S. Government took place
near Holloman Air Force Base in New Mexico.
Three saucers landed at a prearranged area and a
meeting was held between the aliens and intelli-
gence officersofthe U.S. Government.”

-"During the period 1969-1971, ...the U.S. Govern-
ment made a deal with these creatures....” The deal
was that the aliens would provide us with advanced
technology in exchange for our agreeing to ignore
human abductions (by aliens) and cattle mutilations
(also by aliens). As part of the deal, the aliens
agreed to submit periodic lists of abductees to the
National Security Council. Some abductees were
actually killed, either because they were regarded
as a threat to the security of this agreement, or
because their tissues were to be used as “living
sources for biological material and substances.”

-The aliens are actually sufferinF from a genetic di-
gestive disorder which can only be alleviated by
using enzymes and hormonal secretions obtained
from tissue extracted from human and animal vic-

tims.

-"Cows and humans are genetically similar. Inthe
event of a national disaster, cow's blood can be

used by humans.”

-The aliens absorb nourishment through their skin
and secrete wastes the same way.

-The CIA and the aliens jointly occupy and operate
an underground laboratory facility near Dulce, New
Mexico. There are numerous similar underground
facilities all over the country, and indeed the world.
One of the most important of these is under Groom
Lake, a secret government lab and test facility
located on well guarded government property in the
middle of Nevada.

-The aliens began to filch on their agreement in
1979 and by 1984 an crisis situation had developed
which, in some cases, has involved violent confron-
tations between U.S. troops and alien forces. Asig-
nificant number of American soldiers have been
killed inthese operations.

-Some of America's many missing children have
actually been the victims of alien abductions. Many

of these have simply been killed and their body
parts and fluids added to the aliens undergroun
storage vats.

-America's “Star Wars” (SDI) Defense Initiative IS
not for the purpose of combatting Soviet attack at
all, but rather is being developed as a weapon 10
use againstthe aliens.

to this
Kissin-
index-

-Other prominent Americans who are privy
information include Dr. Edward Teller, Hen
ger, Bobby Inman and “possibly” Admiral Po
ter.

-The whole thing is really a “Grand Deception with
the final objective being a take over of planet Earth
by the aliens and the ultimate enslavement of the
human race. This will occur in the very near future
unless something is doneto stop it.

As if all of this weren't enough, Lear, In a De-
cember 1987 pronouncement, claimed to have
solved another long-standing UFO mystery as
well— that of “channelling and channelors
(sic.)”. According to Lear, this “‘Space Brother

nonsense” is “pure, unadulterated crap cre-
ated by the aliens “to appeal to a certain seg-
ment of the population who might otherwise
dig for real information.” Thisisa partncplarly
curious conclusion in light of the fact that inter-
est in channelling within the UFO research
communityis almost exclusivelylimited to New
Agebeliever-types who traditionally make lgttle
if any effort to verify or substantiate anything.
Such is the gist of the so-called “John Lear
Report”. Its contents are a mish-mash of fan-
tasy, fact and fiction. Digested regurgitations of
pet theories and information gleaned from vir-
tually every UFO researcher and witness John
visited during several weeks of travelin late '87
and early '88 can be identified in its pages— all
arranged into some semblance of logical se-
quence by John himself. According to re-
searcher Clifford Stone, he and Lear spent
“most of a week” sitting in Stone’s living room
theorizing and speculating on what the UFO
phenomenon might be all about. Lear then
went home and proceeded to treat every one of
those theories and speculations as if it were
absolutely proven fact. This was what he had
“learned”; this was what he “believed”; and the
world had to be told so that they could believe
too. Afterall, there was a conspiracy afoot and
it had to be stopped! And to those who wanted
proof— why, the proof was that John Lear be-
lieved it and you should too! From the media
coverage John got and the crowds he drew,
apparentlysome peopledid.

Speaking as one who figures prominently in
the Lear Scenario, I can say with absolute cer-
tainty (at least on my part) that the things John
has said and written about me are either pat-
ently untrue or they are grossly distorted and
frequently out-of-context interpretations of
conversations I have had with John or of pub-
lished materiall provided to him.

Inevitably, the skeptical and the just plain cau-
tious began to do some digging. If there was
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any substance behind what John was saying,
they wanted to find out aboutit. Ifthere wasn’t—
well, that was important too. Just who was this
man Lear, and what was he really all about?

Naturally John had his dark side, and once
discovered it was to work heavily against his
credibility. There were rumors (later shown to
be true) that his father, motivated by disgust
and disappointment, had disowned and disin-
herited him; stories of problems with alcohol-
ism; allegations of aseverly troubled personal-
ity; suggestions of clandestine drug use (never
proven); and disturbingly visible connections
to right-wing, ultra-conservative-fringe politi-
cal organizations. In the long run, Lear’s ex-
cessive and largelyunsubstantiated UFO claims
brought both his personal credibility and his
professional reliability into serious question;
and in the eyes of many erstwhile supporters
and at least one prestigeous employer, he lost.

In the final analysis, all that can be said of the
so-called “John Lear Report” is that it rests
firmly upon a foundation of John's own opin-
ions and beliefs— and little else. Perhaps the
most succinct characterization possible is to
saythatMr.Lear’'smuchtoutedresearch, sadly,
comes down to nothing more than a frustrat-
ing,one-man exercise intabloid journalism.

The decline of John Lear, however, seems to
have only affected the person himself. He leg-
acy of paranoia and conspiracy goes on, car-
ried now by others whose theories are even
more incredible and less substantiated than
John’s ever were. Foremost among these is
one Milton William Cooper.

The UFO gospel according to saint William
Cooperis an entire series of revelations, many
ofthem borrowed directly from the “John Lear
Report” (see above), and each one more outra-
geousthanthe one before:

“There is a secret pact between UFO aliens andthe U.S. gov-
ernment. Aliens are operating with impunity from under-
ground bases in various parts of the world and are planning
fo take control of the planet. The 1988 presidential election
was the last free election this country will ever have... or
maybe there will be one more and then that will be the last.
Space aliens routinely provide the U.S. government with lists
of humans they plan to abduct and use for hideous genetic
experimentation— and the government routinely approves
the lists! President Kennedy was assassinated by his Secret
Service chautfeur because he was planning to reveal the
truth about UFOs to the American public. The assassination
was accomplished by means of a pneumatic pistol which
shot pellets of poisoned sea shells into the president's brain
causing it to implode. That's why there was no brain found in
Kennedy's skull during the autopsy. A conspiracy of interna-
tional bankers working together with space aliens is planning
to create a one-worldg government and make slaves of most
of our planet's population. People, especially scientists, are
routinely being ucted and taken to secret bases already
established on the far side of the moon and on Mars. Andthe
public's only hope of defense against all of this is for every-
one to read the Constitution and keep a gun in their closet.”

What in the world (or out of it) is going on here?
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Can you believe that anyone in 1989 America
could get up in front of a large crowd of people
to spout this sort of claptrap with a straight
face, and not be hooted out of the hall? Yet on
the eveningofNovember 5th, 1989, it happened
right here in Hollywood when more than 1.000
people paid $15.00 ahead tosit and listen to it—
and most of them loved it! The event was a
lecture presentation at Hollywood High given
by Cooper who claims to have been a one-time
member of a Top Secret “Navy intelligence
bneﬁr)g 'team" which clued the Admiral of
Ameplcas Pacific Fleet into all of the above
back in 1973. Never mind that the man’s Navy
record shows he was discharged with a rank of
E-6 (four. pay grades below the lowest officer
rank which is O-1), and that typical “intelli-
gence experience for him was doing patrol
duty aboard a gun boat in Da Nang harbor
during the Viet-Nam war. Never mind that
when asked, Cooper could not even remember
the name of the Admiral that this so-called
briefing was supposedly given to. Never mind
also that this man has been telling his tales
around the UFO community since researcher
Bill Steinman introduced him to John Lear in
mid-1988, and that asimple comparison of what
he says now with what he was swearing to as
“truth” when he first began shows that his story
has undergone quite an evolution of signifi-
cant, mostly sensationalisticchanges.

There is one snafu in particular that can be
cited as typical of Cooper’s “connect-the-dots-
and-modify-the-facts-as-you-go” methodology.
A review of it is more than sufficient to show
howthe man grafts data from others and incor-
poratesitinto hisown material asifit had origi-
nated withhiminthe first place.

This involves comparing a statement released
by Cooperon December 18, 1988, with a second
statement released only three weeks later on
January 10, 1989. The material in question has
to do with Cooper’s allegations about “a secret
society” known asthe Jason Scholars, and their
alleged involvement in the UFO cover-up. Cu-
riously, there is no mention of the Jasons in
Cooper’s material prior to January 10, 1989.
Followingthat date, they figure prominently in
almost everything he has written or said. The
factsarethese:

-In the process of writing her self-published
book Alien Harvest, Linda Howe conducted an
interview with Bill Cooper. This probably took
placeduring November of 1988, and isrecorded
onpage212of Howe'sbook. Here we find: “

Howe: Was there anything in the (briefing) pa
pers about what the government is trying to do
aboutit?”

“Cooper: It said the president, which president |
don’trecall, had commissioned a grouptosift....”

Note Cooper’s apparent inability to recall ei-
ther the group or the president involved at this



__+ Furthermore, a similar statement mad
p lgf)oper as part of a public release of infore-3
by tiondated December 18, 1988, is reproduced
ma 183 of the same book; and once again

e : P o
gfe‘nhermepre&dent|Sldent|ﬁed northe group
Just after New Years Day, 1989, Canadian

J researcher Grant Cameron provided
Finda Howe with copies ofsome material perti-
it to the Jason Sgglot.y. ~Included in thig
'ﬂw,-ml\\'usa listof32individuals known to be
?O‘nnefwd with the group. On the basis of this,
o WS erroneously assumed by Howe that the
i mbership of the Jason Society was 32,

otal me i i
i«'h(‘“ in fact the society’s true membership is

arou n d 55.

_On January 10, 1989, Cooper met with Howe.
Later that very same day, Cooper wrote what
he called his Final Release” and began to dis-
tribute itto hisfollowers. In it we find:

-president Eisenhower commissioned a secret
society known as  the Jason Society (Jason
Scholars)...tosift....

Cooper then goes on to state that “the society
was made up of 32 of the most prominent men
inthecountry....

-When Cameron became aware of Cooper’s
apparent usurpation of the material he
(Cameron) had given Howe (as evidenced by
Cooper’s use of the incorrect number 32) he
decided to phone Cooper and question him on
the matter. The following is Cameron’s ac-
count of that conversation:

‘I heard about Cooper’s “independent” confir-
mation of the Jasons shortly after (his) Jan 10,
‘89 final release.... Realizing I better talk to
Cooper before the Jason idea started to circu-
late, I phoned (him) on Jan 20, ‘89 and asked
him questions about (the)Jasons. Cooper stated
hecould notremember anyJason names...even
though he seemed to have recalled a number of
UFO Project names and other details of the
cover-up. I also asked Cooper about what uni-
versities the Jasons had come from. He men-
tioned Yale and a number of others. In connec-
tion with Yale, he mentioned Skull and Bones
(a secret social organization) therebyimplying,
I suppose, the involvement of George Bush. As
Yale was not one of the homes of Jason mem-
bers, I had my doubts about what Cooper was
stating. I also asked Cooper if MAGIC had
anything to dowith the cover-up, or ifany of the
same people were involved. I did this because
Cooper was making all sorts of claims about
MAJIC and the higher MAJI. Strangely, Cooper
had no idea what I was talking about, even
though MAGIC was the most highly classified
item during World War Il and was controlled
mostly by the Navy. (Note: It was the Navy
cryptology project which broke the secret Japa-
nese “Purple” code.) As Cooper claimed to have
aNavybackground, this seemed strange....

'Cooper’s sudden recollection and later errors.
(such as his identification of the Jasons as “32 0

the most prominent men in the country”, when
in fact, with one or two exceptions, they are all
relatively obscure physicists)... led us to con-
clude (that) Cooper did not see any of thisinany
document, (but rather that it came directly out
of the conversation he had with Linda Howe
earlier thatvery sameday.)”

Cooper’s material is literally full of such con-
venient “borrowings”. It is typical of him to
latch onto some relatively obscure but readily
verifiable data point (such as National Security
Council item #54-12, a still largely plassxﬂed
1954 intelligence directive dealing with covert
operations which has been referred to in a
number of books, but about which relatively
little is publicly known), and build an outra-
geous, totally unverifiable UFOscenanoaround
it. Those who attempt to verify his claim, of
course, will discover that 54-12 did exist and
that it was shrouded in secrecy. That secrecy.
although intended to protect the government,
also serves nicely to protect Bill Cooper, since
no one can verify beyond question that 54-12
did not deal with the UFO problem as well as
covert activities. At that point, either one ac-
cepts Cooper’s claims on faith alone, or one
shakes his head and goes away. Those willing
to buy on faith are the only ones Cooper cares
abouf. (Cooper, by the way, should know a lot
about faith since he is also a fundamentalist
preacher when he’s not busy peddling UFO

paranoia.)

Although Cooper seldom offers much in the
way of evidence to support his flamboyant
claims, his technique of frequently admonish-
ing his public to check for themselves if they
find his charisma less than convincing is an
effective one since he knows few will bother
and most of those who do will rapidly reach
dead ends (as noted earlier). Those who stay
with it long enoughto grasp the larger picture,
however, soon discoverthat Cooper’s scenario
quite literally comes apart at every seam—
That it’s nothing more than a hodge-podge
collection of current conspiracy theories, right-
wing political polemics and outright fantasy all
mixed into a ball, to which has been added a
more-than-liberal sprinking of virtually every
crackpot rumor and morsel of government dis-
information that has circulated on the lunatic
fringe of America's UFO community for the
past ten years. Cooper’s success, of course, is
rooted in the fact that he knows he is virtually
unassailable. Anyone attempting to challenge
himonthe basis ofevidence eitherin person or
in print, is all too easily dismissed as an evil
‘government disinformation agent” out to stop
him from telling the public the truth. It's a con-
venient defense which, at least up to now, has
served him well.

Inthe final analysis, however, the Lear-Cooper
scenario is only the most visible display in the
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huge load of UFO-paranoia being peddled to
the American publicthese days, and both profit
and politics play alarge partinthe motivations
ofthe people behind it. For example, when Mr.
William Cooper first began telling his tall tales
tosmall groups of UFO buffs, the story was free.
Less than two years later, at his debut Holly-
wood High presentation, which was attended
by more than 1,000 people, the price was $15.00
a head— even though | was informed that the
cost of the hall was less than $1,000 for the
evening. (Then there were the audio tapes on
sale for between $15 and $30 each, and videos
for between $50 and $100. No private taping
was permitted.) Following his Hollywood High
lecture. Mr. Cooper made similarappearances
atthe ShowboatinLas Vegas(where 700showed
at $15/per), and at the Ramada Inn in San
Diego where the going rate was a mere $20.
Pyramiding upon those successes, he is pres-
entlybookingnationwide appearances through
aprofessionalagentwho,lamreliablyinformed,
demands a $5.000 fee up front plus a guarantee
of 50% of the gate! (In Atlanta, Georgia, he
recently went so far as to charge people $50-a-
plate justtohave dinnerwith him!) In addition,
a source close to one of Cooper’s video tape
sales operations reports that profits from tape
sales alone have already climbed comfortably
intothe five digit range.

On the political side of things, it isimportant to
note that virtually all ofthe prime moversinthe
Lear-Cooper scenario espouse beliefs consis-
tent with the ultra-right wing fringe of Ameri-
can politics. Lear’'s writings, Cooper’s reports,
related material circulated by a strange group
calling itself “Nevada Aerial Research”, and
similar spin-off publications by avariety of Lear-
Cooper fellow travellers— all contain refer-
ences which canbedirectlylinked tothe sort of

aranoia-conspiracy theories that have circu-
ated amongst America's ultra-rightists for
decades. The only thingreally new in all of this
is the convenient addition of UFO aliens to the
picture.

The political organization involved in this case
is the Nevada-based “Center for Action”,
founded and funded to further the curious po-
litical and economic philosophies of million-
aire Paul Fisher. While espousingalaundry list
of right-wing, John Birch-like political agenda
items, Fisher's organization also makes no se-
cretofitsopensupportofarevolutionary South-
east Asian “general” and his self-proclaimed
“Shan Nation government in exile”; while at
the same time making strong statements
against the world-wide drug trade, which it
claims is being illegally supported by none
otherthan George Bush and other members of
the presentadministration. Asacurious aside,
one of the writers connected to this group has
published material underthe pseudonym “# 7",
which just happensto have been AdolphHitler's
Naziparty membership numberaswellasaby-
line occasionally used by Hitler himself during
the 1920s. Whether this suggests neo-Nazi po-
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litical connectionsisanybody’s guess.

The mouthpiece for this whole movement was
a show called the “Billy Goodman Happening”
which ran nightly for about a year on KVEG-
AM, a 50,000 watt radio station out of Las Vegas.
What listeners to the “Happening” were never
told, however, is that Goodman was not an em-
ployee of the station, but rather the three hour
slot was time purchased from the station by the
Center for Action in the same way that radio
and TV evangelists purchase time for their
shows. Goodman was very careful to screen
negative opinions and embarassing questions
so that only material favorable to his point of
view got on the air. The fact that the show is no
longer on the air is evidence that the cult is
finally beginning to self-destruct. In March of
'90 the show moved briefly to a later (cheaper)
time slot (midnightto 3:00 AM),and then fizzled
entirely in early April. Before the show folded,
Goodman was reported looking for “friends”
all over Las Vegas who might be able to offer
needed “help and support”. The fact that he
couldn't find any will no doubt soon be offered
up to hard-core followers as evidence that he
was silenced by the evil forces of some obscure
government conspiracy.

There’s a sociological phenomenon at work
here if nothing else. Why large segments of the
public are willing to pay megabucks to hear
this sort of thing I cannot imagine. About all
that seems certain (if you're the betting type) is
that once the word gets around, a lot of similar
types are going to come tumbling out of the
woodwork to tell (or sell) their UFO “stories”
too— at which point I expect we will begin to
see Mr. Cooper and his ultra-right wing friends
loudly denouncing them in an effort to hang
ontocenterstageaslongastheycan.

We are dealing here with people who have a
mission— people who see themselves as white
knights valiantly fighting to save the world
from the forces of oppression. For them, it's a
crusade; and anyone not with them is auto-
matically against them. You can’t fight them
with facts, because they already knowthe truth;
andyoucan’'t convince themthey'vebeenbrain-
washed, because they're already convinced that
you have. It's not a research movement look-
ing for “truth”, it's a religious movement that
believes it's already found it. UFOs are only a
convenient way forthem to promote their mes-
sage, and nothing anyone cando or sayis going
tochange that—at least, not fornow.
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THE DREADED RED "X

—

irst off, a BIG THANK YOU (1) to those
who took the time to fill out and return
the survey questionnaire which was
included with the last mailing. We
really appreciate the input, and will have a
mbumnonofrosults foryouin the nextissue.

gecondly, it appears there was something of a
snafuwithrespect to the renewal notices (indji-
cated by a box with a red “X” in it) which
appeared atthebottom ofthe same form. Some
people, it seems, got “X"s when they shouldn't
have, and some didn’t get them when they
should have. The problem seems to have
stemmed from a mix-up duringthe proccess of
stuffing the mailing envelopes. We're not sure
howithappened, butitdid and we apologize.

In order to determine the status of your sub-
scription, please examine the row of numbers
which appears at the top of your mailing label.
(Example: “005-006-0489 5047) In this case, the
first two sets of numbers “005-006" indicates
that the subscription in question expires with
Volume V, issue 6. The “0489” is the month and
yvear (April, 1989) in which you first subscribed.
(If “9999” appears here, it means you first sub-
scribed before we began coding our records
this way.) The final number “504” is your sub-
scriber number, which by the way is a good
thing to remind us of if you change your ad-
dress. So, if the first two sets of numbers onthe
address label of this mailing are 005-003 or if
the first set is less than 005, your subscription
either expires with this issue or has already
expired (and we decided to send you acourtesy
Copy anyway).

All mailing labels were updated just prior to
this mailing, so the coding should reflect your
current statusaccurately. Ifyourenewed when
It wasn’t necessary (due to the red “X” snafu)
and decide you want a refund, let us know.
We'llbe happy to adjust any problems.

~N

SIGHTING REPORT

DATE: 11/30/89

TIME: Approximately 2:00 A.M. (EST)
LOCATION: Jeanette, PA
DURATION: Brief

DESCRIPTION: My mother, two aunts and vmysglf
were returning from an evening with relatives in
Irwin, PA. We made a left turn on route 30 onto
Westmoreland Ave. and had gone approxxmatcjly
one-quarter mile when a very bright ball of white
light passed over our automobile and appeared to
plunge directly into the center of the town of Jean-
nette. The two passengers in the back seat were not
witnessestothe event, however, my mothershrieked
‘OhmyGod... Look at that!” My verbal response was
equallyintense.

I would estimate that the object was between 1,000
and 1,500 feet above us when it came into view
through the front windshield. If my estimate of
distance is accurate, the object would have had to
have been at least 15' in diameter, or at least the
bright glow surrounding the object was that size.
Being more familiar with the town, my mqt}}er felt
that the object had come down in the vicinity of a
factoryknown as “the rubber works”.

SUBMITTED BY: James Centi, Van Nuys, Calif. De-

~N

MJ-12 REPORT NEAR
COMPLETION

cember 13, 1989.

Ame n y

ing completion as of this writing. The final
version is expected to be more than 100 pages
in length and will contain a comprehensive,
objective and professional presentation of the
evidence at hand with respect to this very con-
troversial situation. Cogies will sell for $25.00 if
purchased separately, however if you are cur-
rently a FOCUS subscriber or thinking of be-
comin§ one, you may obtain a free copy as a
bo?us or meeting one of the following qualifi-
cations:

(A) Become a new subscriber to FOCUS any time between
April 1stand Oct. 1st, 1990. (Minimum subscription: 1 year)

(B) Renew an existing subscription for a minimum of one
year between April 1st and Oct. 1st, 1990. (If you have
already done so within this time frame, you qualify.)

(C) Give a gift subscription (minimum one year) to a friend
or relative between April 1stand Oct1st, 1990.

The above offer does not apply to “Excha. *
other non-paid subscribgr%.y (Exchangg eec?il-.
tors: A limited number of review copies will be
available. Please applyif interested.?

-~ -
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UFO'S ANDTHE U.S. GOVEARNMENT: PARTIV.

By william L. Moore.

resumably by now most of you know

something about the role of the Air

Force Office of Special Investigations

(AFOSD in collecting data on UFOs

while at the same time being involved
in spreading disinformation about the subject.
(If not, see Parts I-1I1 of this series in preceding
issues.) As far as I was able to learn, OSI's
primary role was essentially limited to data
collection on the one hand and maintenance of
security for special projects on the other. Dis-
semenation ofrumorsand disinformation came
underthe latter heading.

It was fairly easy to learn that information,
once collected, was passed through channels
to those who had some specific need-to-know
for it, and that those individuals were for the
most part connected with agencies other than
OSI. More importantly, those charged with
collecting data or conducting counterintelli-
gence operations generally knew only what
little they needed to know in order to perform
theirspecific functions.

Based upon what I was able to glean from a
variety of sources and observations, it seemed
that there were a number of “upstairs ad-
dresses” on the receiving end of OSI's UFO
data collection operation. One ofthe functions
of the mysterious Project Aquarius was re-
puted to be a communications umbrella
through which the various interested groups
could pass and receive data when necessary
without revealing specifics about themselves
in the process. The apex ofthe umbrella, I was
told, was the MJ-12 group. The ribs repre-
sented the various agencies which fed infor-
mationinto Aquarius.

One oftheribs, Iwas able to learn, represented
a small but effective UFO “special interest”
group within the Defense Intelligence Agency
(DIA). This group was composed of two quite
distinct branches or arms, one of which lived at
DIA’s imagery division (DC5C), and operated
outofasuite ofroomsinthe MelparBuildingin
Falls Church, Va, with an additional presence
attheDigital ImageryProcessing Service (DIPS)
located within the Naval Intelligence Support
Center (NISC) facility at Suitland, Md. The
group oversaw a small “black” budget appro-
priation and need-to-know access was main-
tained by probably not more than a dozen indi-
viduals at any given time. Over a space of
several years,  only ever heard three names of
people reportedly associated with it. These
were Col. R. “Donny” Phillips, perhaps the
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leader of the group; M.Sgt. Theodore Zahrod-
ney, who I understood did some of their field
work; and John W. Westerman, an imagery
specialist reputed to be DC5C’s liaison with
Aquarius. The name David R. Kennelly also
came to my attention once, but only because a
certain phone numbertraced out to a phone in
his office. All of this comes from knowledge I
gained up through about mid-1985.  have been
led to understand since then that the group,
now referred to as a “working committee”, un-
derwent something of a reorganization in the
latter part of 1986, and as far as I know, it
continues to function. One of the results ofthat
reorganization wasthe establishment ofacom-
puterized data base and communications net
known, curiously enough, as “MJ-SETI".

The other arm or branch of the group as [ knew
it had evolved from a project (with a small “p”)
which originally operated out of Wright-Pat-
terson AFB, but which moved over to DIA es-
sentially intact following an administrative-
level political fight in the late 1970s. There are
several reasons why I consider it unwise to say
anything more about thisbranch at thistime.

Because DC5C'sspecialtyisimagery and analy-
sis, theirinterestin UFOs should be considered
both obvious and legitimate. In addition, DIA’s
SIGINT (Signals Intelligence & Technical Sen-
sors) unit, DC7, shares essentially the same
facilities and cooperates closely with DC5C.
Since at least one of the four named above,
Zahrodney, held desksinbothsections, it seems
reasonable to suppose that DC7 contributed
othermemberstothe UFO group aswell.

Now, before you go running off to compose a
FOIA request to DIA for information about all
of this, you should be advised first off that all
you're likely to get is the old run-around, and
second, that your letter may set off more of a
chain reaction than you are prepared to cope
with. Considerthe following:

While the Freedom of Information Act maybe a
good tool for curious members of the public
seeking information from their government,
few realize that it is also an excellent way for
our government to monitor who is doing what
in the way of research and who may be leaking
what to whom in the way of classified or other-
wise sensitive information. For example, if
source X quietly tells you in confidence certain
details of highly classified Project Y, one of the



stthingsyoucandowiththat j
wor isto fileaFOIA request ;rggo
Because those responsible for reply
FOIA are also trained to spot clues
preeches of secu‘rlty and report th
{0 those responsible for investigati
tivity. In other words, if you, a member of the

ublic withno clearance and no need-to-know
writea FOIA letteraskingforinformation about
some classified matter, and if your letter con-
tains enough specifics about that matter to
suggest that someone in-the-know might have
Jeaked them to you, then you may find yourself
the unwitting subject of an unwanted fsecufity
investigation. Under certain circumstances
mere repetition of the name of some highi};
classified project is sufficient to set off the
alarmbells. And, ifthesituation is regarded as
serious enough, not only will you not receivé
any useful information, but your action may
actually result in steps being taken on the in-
side to identify the source of the leak and re-
pair the damage done. If that occurs, not only
do you end up with nothing, but your trusted
source endsupinaheapoftrouble.

rmationjf
utit. Why?
Ingto your
of potential
em directly
ng such ac-

Thisisonereason why I have little orno faith in
armchair UFO research groups such as CAUS,
who maintain that FOIA is the best way to
conduct research, and whose leadership has
little or no working knowledge of how the gov-
ernmentandtheintelligence communityinter-
acttodeal withsuchrequests.

Take the bizarre and unusual experience of
Lee Graham as a case in point. Lee works for a
southern California aerospace contractor and
holds a Secret clearance. He is also a board
member of Fair-Witness and a good friend.
Over the years, both his hobby as an aircraft
buffand hisintenseinterestin UFOs haveledto
his writing literally hundreds of FOIA letters to
virtually every agency of the government in
pursuit ofinformation.

In one such letter, written to the office of then
Vice President George Bush in 1987, Graham
made reference to the term “F-117a", the new
and apparently still classified designator for
whathadbeenuptothentheF-19stealthfighter
aircraft. He also mentioned the apparently still
classified name of the stealth fighter prcject,
which was “Senior Trend”. Graham had re-
ceived both pieces of information from a friend
who had close personal ties with individuals in
key need-to-know positions within the aero-
space industry. His repetition of this informa-
tion in an otherwise innocuous FOIA letter
raised all kinds of hell, the end point of which
was a visit to Graham by two government types

(one of whom refused to identify himself) who _

confirmed to him that the stealth fighter pro-
gram did in fact exist (contrary to official deni-
als up to that point) and that the terms he had
used in reference to it in his letter were highly

- stamped “Unclassi

classified. Graham was then asked to sign a
security non-disclosure statement (which he
did) and was told that further discussion of the
topicinany public forum would be aviolation of
that agreement.

Following the public disclosure of both stealth
fighter and bomber projects in 1989, Graham
again wrote a FOIA letter to the office of the
vice president (now Dan Quayle), in which he
made reference to both the stealth situation
and the question of authenticity surrounding
the controversial MJ-12documents. Oneofthe
things requested was that Quayle's office con-
firm orrepudiate the MJ-12documents (copies
of which Graham had attached to his letter
along with a copy of the text of my Las Vegas
speech from July 1, 1989), and, if authentic, to
officially declassify them or direct him to an
agencyofthe government from which declassi-
fied copies can be obtained.

Graham's letter upset someone in Quayle’s
office enough to send copies of the correspon-
dence to the Air Force which immediately
turned the matter over to the Defense Investi-
gative Service (DIS) Personnel Control Center
in Baltimore, Maryland and insisted they take
action on it. In October, 1989 DIS initiated a
reinvestigation of Graham'’s security clear-
ance— a process which caused considerable
consternation for Graham and others at his
place of work. Meanwhile, as an adjunct to this
investigation, DIS Director William A. Hughes
out of the headquarters office in Baltimore,
initiated an S.I.I. (Special Investigations In-
quiry) into the status of the MJ-12 and other
documents (including the text of my Las Vegas
speech) which Graham had attached to his
originalletter. “Attached documents forwarded
for security determination,” the cover sheet
said.

In April, 1990the security investigation of Gra-
ham was closed and his clearance reaffirmed
by DIS. On May 24, 1990, in response to another
FOIA requesting hisown records, DIS released
a partial copy of his file to him and indicated
that documents withheld were being forwarded
to AFOSI (!) for release determination by that
agency.Inlookingthrough the 70+ pages which
were released, Graham was surprised to dis-
cover copies of the MJ-12 documents, each one
of which bore a large “Unclassified” stamp
acrossthe lowerr

%ht‘pciitié‘ﬁ ofthe page. Also
1 fied” was the coverofmyLas
‘Vegas text, and the retyped AFOSI document
E mdu.c.@%mem%nmsmée-w Missing, and

apparently forws rtheir deter-
SRaion. was page 15 0f my text-. the page
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unclear at this point, although ll._aD.DﬂaLﬁ we
may have a somewhat oblique confirmation o'f
the documents'’ authenticity through the DIS

d them for a security determi-

having submitte cu
nation and them having been officially stamped

“Unclassified” in the process. What seems im-
portant here also is the fact that nowhere in all
of this is there any indication that the DIS’
Special Investigations Inquiry found the docu-

mentstobebogus.

What UFO researchers prone to file FOIA re-
quests at the drop of a hat must not lose track
of here is the fact that Lee Graham came very
close to losing both his clearance and his job
over this matter! In addition, others he is
involved with have also come under scrutiny
(some having even been told to avoid getting
into discussions with him), and the security
officers at his place of employment have con-
tinued to keep close tabs on his activities.

In a somewhat similar situation, I made the
mistake of sharing in confidence a piece of
what I considered to be sensitive information
with a member of the CAUS organization back
in the latter part of 1982. Shortly thereafter,
CAUS broke the confidence by repeating my
information both in public and in FOIA re-
quests. The result: a very promising source I
had been developing suddenly broke contact
andIneverheard from himagain!

FOIA is by no means a new thing in govern-
ment. While its original purpose was to serve
the public’s right to know, it has been around
long enough for those in government whose job
it is to keep the public from knowing, to de-
velop ways of using the mechanisms of the Act
to their own advantage. (Try, for example,
making a FOIA to the CIA on some sensitive
topic, and invariably the first reply you receive
from them will be a letter asking you to submit
full details of whatever else you might know
about the material you have requested. Natu-
rallytheyallege that thisinformationisneeded
to enable them to better fulfill your request,
and of course this may be the truth—it’s just not
all of the truth.) Indeed, the FOIA letter you
innocently write today may be kept on file by
the agency of its destination for as long as 15
years.

~N
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THE SEARCH FOR
EXTRA TERRESTRIAL
ARTIFACTS

By Dr. Vladimar Rubtsoy

his article was presented by Dr.

Rubtsov at the 16th Anniver:
World Conference of the Anc?:;}tl
Astronaut Society in Chicago in Au-
) gust, 1989. Dr. Rubtsov received his
Maste.r s Degree in computer science in 1972
and his doctorate in the philosophy of science
in 1980. His doctoral thesis was on “Philosophi-
cal-Methodological Aspects of the Problems of
Extraterrestrial Civilizations”, the first of its
kind inthe USSR. He hasbeen active in ancient
astronaut studies since 1966, having published
abook and over 40 articles on the subject of ex-
traterrestrial intelligence. Currently Dr.
Rubtsov is a senior research fellow at the De-
partment of Philosophy, Ukranian Extramural
Polytechnic Institute in Kharkov. His address
is Ul. Chernishevskogo, 88, kv.66, Kharkov
310023, USSR.

The reader is asked to excuse the somewhat
awkward grammar and composition, which is
due to the fact that English is Dr. Rubtsov's
secondlanguage.

The following is copyrighted (c.1989) by Vladi-
mir V. Rubtsov and the Ancient Astronaut Soci-
ety, all rights reserved, and may not be repro-
duced inwhole orin part without permission of
the Society.

The Ancient Astronaut Society is a not-for-
profit corporation organized exclusively forsci-
entific, literary and educational purposes. Its
objectives are to search for evidence to deter-
mine whether Earth was visited by intelligent
beings from outer spaceinthe remote past,and
whetherahighly developed, technological civi-
lization existed on Earth before recorded his-
tory. Membership in the Society is open to the
public. Forinformation write to: Ancient Astro-
naut Society, 1921 St. Johns Ave., Highland
Park, IL 60035.

The search for “extraterrestrial artifacts” (ETAs)
is one of the most important and worthwhile
directions of investigation in paleovisitology.
And yet it progresses by touch, soto speak; that
is, with no serious theoretical basis. In fact,
there is even no real search. There have been
only a few attempts to apply rather vague ideas



ofextraterrestrie_ll artifacts tocertain enigmatic
finds. Here we will try to sketch some elements
ofamorerigorousapproach to this task.

By an “extraterrestrial artifact” we imply an
aritifcial object made by extraterrestrials. Of
course, this is only an elucidation of this no-
tion's meaning, not its definition. But what
does the word “artificial” really mean? One
pelieves quite often that it amounts to the ex-

ression: the objectismanufactured. Yetthere
isanotherside, ofnoless importance: an artifi-
cialobjectisinvolvedin asociocultural system
it performs certain functions in it, or, in other
words, hasacertain meaningfortheintelligent
beings who created it. The purpose of making
an artificial object is imparting some sense to
it; that is why just the sense is the gist of the
notion of artificiality. One maysaythat such an
objectistheunityofits meaningand its design.

An extraterrestrial artifact may be found ei-
ther by chance, or as a result of an intended
search. Anaccidentaldiscovery maybe “scien-
tific” (if it takes place as part of some scientific
research, such as geological or paleontologi-
cal). What kind of ETAs may we hope to find?
One can suggest the following variants: the list
iscertainly far from complete:

1. A whole artifact, aimed at active or passive
contact with the terrestrial civilization when
the latter has reached a certain level of devel-
opment. It may be named a “time capsule” ora
‘messagebag.”

2. An active whole artifact, not aimed at any
contact, but functioning for a purpose that was
set by its creators. For example, an automatic
seismograph or ecological monitor, left here
byspacevisitors.

3. A whole, but non-functioning artifact. For
instance, a deserted space rover, or an ex-
hausted source of energy, or an extraterres-

trial statue.
4. A decaying ETA, that keeps some signs of

wholeness.
5. Parts of a wrecked device, void of whole-
nessbut keeping some indications of their arti-

ficial origin.

Itis easy to imagineeven the case of complete
destruction of an ETA, its transition into a
pseudo-natural state and mixing its substance
with terrestrial ones. In this case it is not
improbable that one can find such a paleovisit
trace by some peculiarities of its composition,
such as isotopic.

Naturally, any search requires some theoreti-
cal model of the object to be found, that is of the
ETA we are searching for. But the model of an

abstract ETA” would be empty and useless for
areal search; at the same time the model of a

“specific artifact” (for instance, of an extrater-
restrial computer) would restrict very much
the field of our vision and probably miss other
possible objects (say an extraterrestrial tea
set). Needless to add that our conception of an
ET computer, as well as of an ET tea set, may
have little in common with reality. That is why
the real search for ETAs ought to start from
using some general criteria, not detailed mod—
els. These criteria would be worked out within
the framework of a serious study of the “phe-
nomenon of artificiality.” They would allow,
when scanning the information of various real
objects, as well as of empirical facts from the
scientific picture ofthe world, to select suppos-

edlyartificial ones.

Atthisstageofthe investigation we try to single
out only the objects and phenomena which
deserve further exploration. In other words,
we assume some (perhaps significant) likeli-
hood of mistake. It is rather difficult to ensure
wedding of the following two opposite charac-
teristics of these criteria: they must be both
highly definite (so that we would get at the
“output” an amount of phenomena, considera-
bly reduced as against that at the “input”) and
at the same time “broad-embracing” (to “inter-
cept”asmany “likely ETAs” as possible).

Because we are trying to find an extraterres-
trial artificial phenomenon, we need, apart
from criteria of its artificiality, some criteria of
its “alienness”, which would enable us to select
this phenomenon against the background of
similar terrestrial artificial phenomena. Cer-
tainly, such criteria may be just implied (if, for
example, the object under investigation was
found in the “pre-human” strata of the “geo-
logical chronicle” of the Earth), but it remains
quite important, nonetheless. Let us remem-
ber that there are_two alternatives to the as-
sumption of the object’s extraterrestrial artifi-
cial origin: either it is natural or artificial, but

terrestrial.

Ifan old age ofthe find was not ascertained, this
task is rather hard. We find ourselves before a
pitfall: an object, whose technological level is
only a little higher than that of known (and
similar) terrestrial ones might be made in a
secret laboratory here on earth. And an object,
manufactured by technologies whose level far
exceeds the terrestrial one, will almost cer-
tainly remain mistaken for something natural
orevenunrecognizable assomething worthy of

note.
When we have only some spoiled fragments of
an ETA, we must restore their original state

and then reconstruct the ETA. Whether or not
this task can be fulfilled depends on the extent
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' these fragments, theirrepre-
Ofptrgfiigvrfléégg.gfr'egzlrds the original ETA. thp
S-?Seaf‘cller's ability tobuild up agood thcor.eth
lc(;l model of the latter, and_so forth. Certanp]y
t“l;e result of such restoration cannot be quite

unambiguous.

imagine a situation where it is impos-
ggle;c?g lrr'gstgore the whole device from igs
remnants, but nonetheless we may gssert: this
was an ETA. It requires proving: first, a geo-
logical (or at least prehistorical) age ofthe find;
second, its artificial origin; and third, its super-
high (but intelligible to us) technological 'level.
As a matter of fact, a preliminary §electlon Qf
“possible extraterrestrial artifacts” (PETAs) is
some ‘“intuitive” analog of this situation; b‘ut,
certainly, persuasiveness of the starting point
of an investigation would not be the equivalent

ofitsresult.

However, only seldom may the result be con-
sidered to be fully reliable. Generally we will
have several alternative hypotheses onthe na-
ture of an object under examination. It is nec-
essary indeed for any serious scientific study.
There will appear, on the basis of these hy-
potheses, a set of various research programs,
whose development may lead us to the final
answer. The chiefthing at this stage ofinvesti-
gation is an interdisciplinary study of the ob-
ject, including physical, chemical, technologi-
cal, structural and othertypesofanalysis. Their
results would be brought together forming a
system model (or a number of models) of the
ETA.

Thus we have considered a theoretical scheme
of investigation of supposed extraterrestrial
artifacts. Let us compare this theory with sev-
eral examples “from life.” We do not know as
yetanyobjectthat maydefinitelybereferredto
as an ETA. But there are some candidate
objects. I will dwell here upon three cases: the
“cube from Wolfsegg”, the Vashka find, and the
so-called “blackball.”

The Wolfsegg Cube is, strictly speaking, not a
cube, but something like a small metal pillow
with maximum dimensions of 67x62x47 mil-
limetres. A deep incision runs around it on all
itsnarrowsides. It was found November 1, 1885
at a steel and file factory, situated at Schoen-
dorf,near Voecklabruck, Austria, when a work-
man named Riedl broke a piece of lignite. The
lignite originated in a coal pitas Wolfsegg. The
German mining engineer, Dr. Fridrich Adolf
Gurlt, took a great interest in that find. On
June 7th 1886, he showed it to the members of
the Natural History Society at Bonn, telling
them that the object weighed 785 grams, had a
specific gravity 7.7566 g/cm3, the hardness of
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steel, and contained, 2

, apart
fixed carbon, a tiny percenta
Gurlt thought the “cube” tob
ite. Howeversomespecialistsb i

_ ; elieve

then that it was in reality an artificiglaér;)eady
though apparentlyquiteterrestrial.(1) e

from Chemlca“y
ge of nicke) Dr.
ein facta meteor.

The find was widely noticed bec i
teor:ites areratherrare. The infoil:ﬁgtfi?)srfgbme-
the cube'waspresentedonOctober16 leegut
a session of the French Academy of Scfiencez
and on February 20, 1887 at g meeting of thé
Belgian Geological Society. Some twenty jour-
nals (including such prestigious ones as “Na-
ture” and “L’Astronomie”) published articles
or short reports on this find. All the authors
agreed that only a complete chemical analysis
was able to solve the riddle of the nature ofthe
“cube.” Yet, for some unknown reason, such an
analysiswasnotconducted atthe time.

The find was forgotten until 1919 when Charles
Fort came across the old journals and sup-
posed the “cube” to be steel, machined at the
Tertiary period by extraterrestrial visitors.
Nobody paid serious attention to this supposi-
tion until 1955 when Morris Jessup, an Ameri-
can astronomer and historian, put it forward
again in his book The Case for the UFQ. Since
thenthis hypothesis hasbecome commonplace
in ancient astronaut publications, although
without additional investigation or theoretical
thought.

What about the “cube” itself? It seemsthat until
1958 it was kept at the Francisco-Carolinum
Museum at Lintz. Then the find got into the
local museum of Voecklabruck. In 1966 it was
sentto Viennafor moderndetailed analysis. Its
results indicated iron with no nickel, chro-
mium or cobalt, but with alittle manganese and
manganese-sulphurs. This resembles rather
cast-iron, not a meteorite substance. (2 and 3).
To date that is all the information we have on
the “cube”.

What attracted the attention of researchers to
this case “from the ET point of view?" First, its:
strange, irregular shape. Then, if the “cube
were the result of high technology, for its Terti-
ary Age it might almost surely be considergq as
extraterrestrial in origin. But the composition
of the object seems to be much too ordinary for
an alien artifact and this has caused doubts as
toitsseemingly geological age.

The second case involves the discovery Of;,a
fragment of a metallic object in 1976 near t! ?
Vashka River in the Komi Autonomous Sov1ed
Socialist Republic, USSR. This object is sr:apﬁz
like a cylinder, or ring, about 1.2 metres gt et
ft.) in diameter. When subjected totheslig



coercion. the fragment began to sparkle. The
find was cutmtq several pieces and studied in a
Lumber of Soviet laboratories, including the
All-Union Institute of Nuclear Geophysics and
Geochemistry.the S.I. Vavilov Institute of Physi-
cal problems and the V.1 Vernadsky Institute
of Steel and Alloys. It was Dr. Valdimir Fo-
menko. memberof the All-Union Committee
on Anomolous Phenomena, who coordinated
(his research work. Some results were pub-
liSth in l98\-)(4)

1t is known that the Vashka fragment consists
of an alloy of the following rare earths: cerium
(67.2%), lanthanum (10.9%) and neodymium
(8.78%). There are also small amounts of iron
and magnesium, as well as uranium and mo-
jvbdenum (the latter ones less than 0.04%). Re-
searchers came to a common conclusion that
the alloy was evidently ofartificial origin. How-
ever, it contains no traces of calcium and so-
dium, whichisimpossible with the known tech-
nologies of makingrare earth alloys. There are
notracesofotherrare earthseither.

Judging from the data obtained by x-ray struc-
tural and electrongraphic analyses, the frag-
ment was made of a mixture of powders with
various crystalline structures. The finest par-
ticles of the powder each consist of several
hundreds of atoms only. The magnetic proper-
ties of the alloy differ in various directions by
more than 15 times. The concentration of the
products of the thorium decay suggests that
theage ofthe fragment hardly exceeds30years.
Itisinterestingto note, however, thatthereisa
noticeably increased concentration of lantha-
num and cerium on the site of the famous
Tunguska explosion which occurred in the So-
viet Union on June 30, 1908. (5) Also, a line
extending from one of the possible trajectories
of the body beyond the explosion point at Tun-
guska leads exactly to the place of the Vashka
find.

Researchers agree that the Vashka object is
artificial but, is it terrestrial or not? It seems
impossible to create an alloy having such a
composition and structure, or to make such a
large ring with existing technology. But, ashas
been noted above, it is not unbelievable that
the West or the East can have some secret
achievements, which the publicis not aware of.
The conclusion to this storyisstillunknown.

Finally, the “black ball”, which was discovered
In 1975 in Western Ukraine at aclayquarryata
depth of 8 metres (25 ft.). The age ofthe clay bed
was about 10 million years. An excavator saw
the object, picked it up and hit it on the edge of
abucket. The ball-shaped object did not split,
but a piece broke away exposing a glass-like

substance.

For some time the object was kept at the local
village museum, but then a relative of the mu-
seum'’s curator arrived there from Moscow and
took an interest in the find. He took the ball to
Moscow where, in 1979, scientists of several
prestigious institutes investigated it. A very
detailed and sophisticated research program
waselaborated, but only asmall part of it was in
fact performed, because a week later the owner
ofthe ball demanded that it be returned to him.
Nonetheless, the results which were obtained
areratherinteresting.

The investigation was unofficial and unex-
pected. Idid not participate in the investiga-
tion,butIdid read the final report and conside?r
it to be of a high scientific level. The “ball” is
slightly egg-shaped, with the length of the
greater axis 87.5 millimetres and the diameter
of the largest cross section, perpendicular to
the axis. 84.7 millimetres. An x-ray study dis-
covered within the ball an inner core, shaped
like a half of an egg. Apparently the blunt part
of the ball, situated over the butt-end of the
core, isa hermeticlid. The core absorbs x-rays
4 times less intensively than the shell. The
volume ofthe coreis about 80 cubic centimetres,
that of the entire ball 320 cubic centimetres.
The ball weighs 617 grams, with an average
density of 1.9 grams per cubic centimetre. The
researchersdid not have enough time to estab-
lish the composition of the find, but it seems to
consist ofquartz glass.

An attempt todetermine separate weights and
densities of the shell and the core led to a
scandalous result: the weight of the shell was
found to be 981 grams, the weight of the core
minus 364 grams; the density of the shell was
4.08 b/cm3. Thus, we have to deal with a sub-
stance of a negative mass!? The attempt was
repeated three times (although by the same
method) and the result was the same. Unfortu-
nately, there was no time to verify it in a differ-
entway.

On this basis the researchers proposed a num-
ber of hypothesis on the nature of the core, but
since the “negative mass” result is not very
reliable these suppositions are, in my view,
rather premature.

Nonetheless, the ET hypothesis of the ball ori-
gin seems worthwhile. In particular, the re-
searchers believe that one can notice the fol-
lowing units in the linear and angular dimen-
sions of the ball: 3.65 millimetres and 15 de-
grees. Such units have never been used by any
known terrestrial culture.
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i i ill ce tcontinue
Regretfully the scientists stillcanno ue
thegir research work on the ball becausq it is
private property anditsowner doqs not wish to
part withit again,even forashorttime.

What can we benefit from our st._udy of these
three cases? All the finds were dlscovgred by
chance and they attracted researchers’ atten-
tion by their “strangeness.” Fumhgr. they rqthe_r
correspond to our “intuitive” notion of artifici-
ality and the artificial origin ofone ofthem, the
vashka find, has in fact been proved. These
objectshavebeen studied (best ofalltthashlfa
find: worst of all the Wolfsegg “cube”) but in
every case something is lacking for a definite
conclusion on theirbeing ETAs. The cube does
not reveal a sufficiently high level of technol-
ogy; the Vashka find is too recent in age, and
the ball has not been proved to be really artifi-
cial.

Thus we see that it is first of all the “strange-
ness” of the real PETA that draws attention to
it. It is important also not to have a convincing
‘normal” explanation for the object. But it is
quite evident that “strangeness” in itself is only
the signal to draw attention to the object to
begin to determine whether it is really artifi-
cial, or really extraterrestrial. To reach an
ultimate solution, we need not only experi-
mental investigations of possible ETAs by the
most sensitive devices and analytical methods,
but also it is essential to have a general theory
of the evolution of artifacts during the history
ofa cosmiccivilization. A seriousinvestigation
of PETAsrequires also amethodology of devel-
oping models of artifacts on the basis of study-
ing their remnants. There exist certain rudi-
ments of such a methodology in archaeology,

but certainly, paleovisitology sets much more
difficult tasks.

It should be taken into account that in the not
so distant future we may depend mainly upon
accidental discovering of PETAs. It is neces-
sary to set up an efficient system for gathering
and evaluating such information, as well as for
promptly reacting to it. I have heard from
trustworthy people that some possible ETAs
were and are still being lost, mainly because of
lack of interest. It is necessary to reveal and
concentrate dispersed data of such kind, to
accumulate a data bank and to develop sys-
tematictheoreticaland experimental research
in this field. Otherwise, even those possible
ETAs which we happen to know of will remain
nothing more than strange curiosities. But if
the system of their search and investigation is

wellorganized they maybecometh
efinal proof
ofthe reality of paleovisits to Earth.. P

24 FOCUS, 1990

REFERENCES:

(1) A. Gurlt, Verhandlungen des Naturhisto-

1886, Band 43.
(2) The Voecklabruck Object, The INFO Jour-
nal, 1987, Volumel, Number2.

(3)H.Malthaner, Pursuit, 1973, Numbers.
(4) I. Mossin, ialisti

1985,Jan.27, Number 3.

(5) Editor's Note: The explosion which occurred
inthe Tunguskaregion ofcentral Siberiain the
Soviet Union (then the Russian Empire) in 1908
was of cataclysmic proportions. Seismographs
around the world were activated by the blast:
the sound was so great that it was heard 500
miles away and persons near the site were
deafened;asearingthermal current burned an
area within a 40 mile radius of the blast site: a
devastating shock wave ripped up nearby vil-
lages and after shocks were felt hundreds of
miles away. The accepted explanation in the
scientific community is that a huge meteorite
had succeededin entering Earth’s atmosphere
and crashed into the Taiga near the Tunguska
River. However, thereare eye-witnessaccounts
which describe watching a cylindrical object
very highinthe skywhichwasmovingat a great
velocity. Suddenly the object stopped and
changed directions and proceeded a short dis-
tance and revrsed its course. Then the observ-
erssaw the high-altitude explosion. Many per-
sons now believe that the object was a space-
craft from outer space which malfunctioned
and its nuclear-powered propulsion unit ex-
ploded, causing devastation on the ground be-
low, not unlike an atomicbomb explosion.

Dr. Vladimir Rubtsov spent several years in
the study of the Tunguska explosion in the
laboratory of Dr. A.V. Zolotov, one of the lead-
ingexperts on the subject. He said that thereis
no crater at the explosion site, thus proving
that no meteorite hit the ground. Dr. Rubtsov
further advised us that the “official” explana-
tion in the Soviet Union is that “there is no
explanation!” For adetailed discussion ofthe
Tunguska explosion, see The Fire Came By, by
Baxterand Atkins, Warner paperback, 1976.

The Fair-Witness Project and the editors of FO-
CUS do not necessarily endorse either the con-
clusions or the validity of the evidence pre-
sented inthe abovepiece. Rather, wereproduce .
it here, with the kind permission of the Ancient
Astronaut Society, strictly for the edification of
ourreaders. Those who have found it of interest
may find similar articles published in the An-
cient Astronaut Society’s bi-monthly newslet-
ter “Ancient Skies”, which is available by sub-
scription. For further details, write directly to
the Society.
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PRE-1947 UFQO CRASH

BOOKREVIEWS

itor's Note: The following article oriqg;

ggpage 10oftheJuly 10, 194 7ed/riorl7%7!ah/3’§gv[\)fcirled
(pennsylvania ) Herald, a weekly with g circulat/one};
about 1,000 at the time. So far as we know, -
publication of it marks the first time this case has ver
been referenced in UFO literature. Oy thankever
b scffgef ngéhy M. Igfoore <Mrs. Wil/iams tLO
foore,Sr.> who discovered this mater: i
gva//ab/e iy aterial and made jt

SPEAKING OF FLYING DISCS

—_—

‘Ifyouwatchthe sky patiently and ‘

you arelikely to see some ql};eer t%ei;sglst?tn;g:
pears by current newspaper report,. M‘rs He-
len Crownover of 28 Thorn Street says shé had
anotable experience of the sort last year. Her
story:

‘Last summer, before any of this rocket or
flying disc phenomenon had been mentioned
anywhere, I was lying on a dock in Ocono-
mowoc Lake in central Wisconsin, when di-
rectly overhead there appeared a shiny speck
inanotherwise spotlessbluesky. Astwo friends
watched with me, it slowly became larger and
closer. It looked like a pointed silver-colored
camanditsparkledinthe sunlightasittumbled
over and over, falling faster and faster, while at
the same time it was being propelled forward
inthe samedirectionasthe wind.

“We very carefully watched where it fell be-
cause we intended to go and look for it, but as
we watched, a column of black smoke rose
from the spot. We got the car and when we
reached the place about three miles away, a
barn was burning. It was said to have started
from spontaneous combustion; howevernearby
villagers from Okouchee said they had heard
an explosion. I called the fire chief and several
others, but they thought I was crazy, in spite of
my college education majoring in Botany and
Astronomy. What I saw was definitely no bird
orseed.””

(If any of our subscribers are interested in
trying to research this, let us know and we'll
help where we can. Accordingto the

L in our reference library, Ocono-
mowoc does have a weekly newspaper, but
there is no indication of whether it was being
published in 1948.)

~N

Katz, Steven L . . i
i : (Washington, D.C.:
People for the American Way, 2000 M St., Suite
400, DC 200386), 104pp + 4 Appendices. 1987.

National security, secret presidential “laws”,
the systematic restriction of academic and sci-
entific freedom, censoring of the press, and the
Freedom of Information Act— all are the sub-
ject of individual chapters in this indispensible
tome from one of America’s foremost political
action groups. For those who are into the
government cover-up aspects of the UFO phe-
nomenon, here is an excellent collection of
eye-opening realities all in one volume, com-
plete with a preface by Arthur Schlsinger, Jr.
This book isn’t available from your local book-
seller; you have to write “People For” at the
above address to get it. Send them a $10.00
donation and ask for a copy. Inside you will find
discussions of “Black Budget” programs and
the existence of “Above Top Secret” classifica-
tions, printed samplesofnational security non-
disclosure agreements, and alistingofall presi-
dential “National Security Decision Directives”
known to exist (note all the missing numbers).
How can government secretsbe keptinademo-
cratic society? Read this volume from cover to
cover,andthen ask yourselfthat question.

Levy, Steven: The Unicorn's Secret: Murderin

i (NY: New American Li-
brary), 1990. 397pp. illus. $4.95 Ira Einhorn was
a'60s peacenik and New Age guru— a personal
friend of Andrija Puharich, Tom Bearden and
Timothy Leary. Holly Maddux, abeautiful Texas
cheerleader, was Ira’s lover until she mysteri-
ously disappeared without atracein 1977. Two
years later, her mummified body was found
stuffed inside a trunk in Ira’'s apartment.
Charged with murder, Ira first claimed he had
been framed by the CIA because he was getting
too close to the truth about UFOs and govern-
ment ESP projects. Later, following hisrelease
on a ridiculously low bail bond, he fled the
country and remains at large today. Could a
man so visibly devoted to peace, love and non-
violence have committed such an act, or wasit,
as he alleged, all part of asinister and carefully
organized plot to frame him and get him out of
the way? This is not a fictional story, but a
painstakingly constructed, carefully thought
out and researched piece of investigative jour-
nalism. Steven Levyistobe congratulated ona
work welldone.

-
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ues

#10:(1)"Vatican Trains Priests to Meet Aliens”: (2)"Per-
petual Motion”; (3)"CIA Steals Satellite”

#11:(1)"The Law & ETs"; (2)"Mystery Object Found in
Chromosomes”™; (3)"Reagan &the Alien ‘Threat'”

#12:"Who Stands Behind Billy Meier? An Open Let-
teronthe ‘Genesis Il Bunch'” by Hal Starr

VOLUMEIIIl: January 1988 - May 1988

#1: “MJ-12: Debunking the UFO-Bashers"(Part
I);"Facts About MJ-12 the UFO-Bashers Never Men-

tion”

#2: “MJ-12 Document IS Real, Says Expert”; “More on
the Vatican and E.T.”; Report on Australian Close
Encounter Case

#3: “MJ-12: Debunking the UFO-Bashers”(PartII); “A
Verdicton Adamski”; “Curefor Common Cold”

#4: “New Look at Robertson Panel”; “The Truth about
Alternative-3” “The GreenFireball Phenomenon”

#5: “William L. Moore’s SECRET FBI File” (w/ Docu-
ments)

Volume 1V(New Quarterly Fromat)
January 1989-December 1989

Back issues of Volumes IV & V are $6.00 each, except as
indicated. Featurearticles are listed for each issue.

Ist Qtr.: “Where to go to see a UFO”"; “Heavenly
Corn”; “The Humorous Story of the Squire & the
Knave”; “Jim Lorenzen’s FBI  File”; “The Tremon-
ton, Utah, UFO Film: Recollectionsofan  Insider”;
“George Adamski & The Royal Order of Tibet”;
“Stargazer”(Book review); Letters, etc. (16 pages)

2nd Qtr.: SPECIALISSUE: $10.00. Contains the com-
lete text of “UFOs & The U.S. Government, Part I”,
illiam L. Moore’s controversial Las Vegas MUFON
Conference Presentation of June 30, 1989. Also,
“Did Discovery Discover Aliens from Space?” (20

pages)

3rd Qtr.: “UFOs & The U.S. Government, PartII”; “Of
Leaks & Plants”; “Open Letter to Bill En%lish':
“‘Intelligence, Counterintelligence, and the Disin-
formation Game”; “Sea Cows?”; “Interview with Bill
Moore”; “Critical Comments & Replies”; plus Let-
ters & Book Review. (28 pages)

4th Qtr.: “UFOs & The U.S. Government, Part III";
“‘Great Airships  of the 1800s”; “the Aztec Saucer
Crash”; “The Manna Machine and Aﬁex_'ward ;
‘UFOs & the Teller-Oppenheimer Battle”; UFO
Sighting Report; Letters, Book Reviews, etc. (25

pages).
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENTS

p——

INNER PEACE PROSPERITY NETWORK:
5 Newsletters/yr. “Trends & Predictions
Analyst”, $4.00US/$5.00 Canada/fgn. 12628
Black SaddleLn., Germantown, MD 20874,

«ANCIENT SKIES”, a bi-monthly newslet-
ter, is the Official Logbook of the Ancient
Astronaut Society, 1921 St. Johns Ave.,
Highland Park, IL 60035. Please write for
details.

4th Annual WORLD CONGRESS ON ILLU-
MINATION, August 11-17, Loews Ventana
Canyon Resort, Tucson, Arizona. “A truly
celestial experience!” For information,
write PO BOX 41883, Tucson, AZ 85717

STANTON T. FRIEDMAN:S Final Report
on MJ12 (an adjunct to the Moore-Shan-
dera, Advertising Herin) is now available
for $12.00 from S.T.F. at P.O. Box 958 Houl-
ton, ME 04730. App. 59 pp. & Bibliography
and appendices.

FOR SALE: Good quality VHS dub of rare
1950 sci-fi classic “THE FLYING SAUCER”
starring Mikel Conrad. First Hollywood
film about saucers. B/W. Only one copy
available. $20.00 Write to Dan Reid, c/o
Focus.

NOTICE: Customers who ordered the so-
called “DOTY TAPE” or “MISSING SEG-
MENT" tape from the “UFO Cover-
up?..Live!” show from W.L. Moore Publi-
cations and never received their tape,
please contact our office (by letter, please)
assoon as convenient.

CARD OF THANKS

=
The Fair-Witness Project, Inc. wishes to ex-
press our sincere thanks and gratitude to
Mr. Richard Stingel for his three years of
generous service both as member of the
Board of Directors and as our office man-
ager. Mr. Stingel resigned both positions
effective April 2, 1990 citing personal and

mzdical considerations. Allthe best, Rich-
ard!

~N

——

FOCUS is a quarterly newsletter published
by the Fair-Witness Project, Inc., anon-profit
organization founded in 1984 and incorpo-
rated in the State of Delaware. Publish‘er is
the Fair- Witness Project, Inc. Co-editors
are William L. Moore and Jimmy Ward.

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR are welcome
and will be run if appropriate. Please ad-
dress letters to the Project c/o the address
on the front cover. Letters must be signed
and must bear a return address. Anony-
mous letters will not be considered.

UNSOLICITED ARTICLES are welcome and
will be considered for publication, but can-
not be returned unless accompanied by suf-
ficient postage.

FOCUS subscribers are reminded that they
are entitled to a 20% discount on the pur-
chase of books and publications from W.L.
Moore Publications. To receive a listing of]
available items, please write.

FOCUS subscriptions are $20.00/ year for
domestic and $25.00 for foreign. Newslet-
ters are mailed bulk rate to U.S. subscrib-
ers, and surface rate to foreign. Foreign Air|
Mail serviceis available at extracost. Please
contact us for details.

EDITORS who receive FOCUS on an ex-
change basis are hereby granted permis-
sionto quote from articles appearing herein
provided that quotations do not exceed 200
words per article, and providing that due
credit is given both the writer (if listed) and
the Project. For permission to use larger
quotations or to reprint entire articles,
please contact us in writing.

DONATIONS to the Project are welcome
and are tax-deductable.

ADVERTISING in future publications is
available and welcome. For information as
to size, rate, etc., contact us for details.

THANK YOU FOR READING FOCUS
e Y 2o
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THE 'FALCON' TAPES

STARTLING REVELATIONS ABOUT THE U.S.
GOVERNMENT'S SECRET U.F.O.

CONTACTS AND ALIENS!

Investigative journalists, William L. Moore and
Jaime H. Shandera, present interview segments with
an undercover intelligence source code-named
"FALCON' - this is the first active covert U.S. agent
ever to reveal secret government U.F.O. contacts-
"THE PUBLIC HAS A RIGHT TO KNOW!"

THIS VIDEO CASSETTE IS BEING RELEASED
DUE TO POPULAR DEMAND -NOW YOU
CAN OWN A PIECE OF HISTORY!

ORDER YOUR VHS/BETA VIDEO
CASSETTE TODAY!

ONLY $29.95

PLUS 2.50 SHIPPING AND HANDLING
CAL. RES. ADD 2.02 SALES TAX

SEND CHECK OR MONEY ORDER TO:
THE PEREGRINE COMPANY
THE 'FALCON' TAPES
12226 VICTORY BLVD. #207
N. HOLLYWOOD, CA 91606

ALLOW 3 TO 6 WEEKS FOR DELIVERY



