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SAN FERNANDO VALLEY SECTION

INAUGURAL DINNER MEETING JANUARY 20, 1988

SPEAKER

MR. BEN RICH
EXECUTIVE V.P. and GENERAL MANAGER
ADVANCED DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

LOCKHEED AERONAUTICAL SYSTEMS COMPANY

TOPIC:
AIRCRAFT DEVELOPED

UNDER KELLY JOHNSON’S
LEADERSHIP

LOCATION:

DIRECTIONS:

TIME:

MENU:

COST:

UNIVERSITY CLUB, CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY
1811 NORDHOFF ST., NORTHRIDGE, CA 91325

Nordhoff to Zelzah, North to Dearborn, left to Parking Lot E-1 and left
into parking area East of University Club.

No Host Bar: 6:00 - 7:00 p.m.
Dinner: 7:00 p.m.
Program: 8:00 p.m.

Chicken Kiev
London Broil

$14.00 per person, mernbe°~-S and guests
Mail reservations or pay at the door

Place order when ohonino in reservation

RESERVATIC)H~; REQUIRED: PhoneDonna Sautia (AIAA Office) ..........
(213) 429-3713 on or before January 14, 1988.
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AIAA ¯ ATI’N: DONNA SAUTIA ° 5001 AIRPORT PLAZA DRIVE ¯ LONG BEACH, CA 90815
SAN FERNANDO VALLEY INAUGURAL DINNER MEETING. ° 20 JANUARY 1988

NO. ATTENDING @$14.00 TOTAL ENCLOSED

NAME. "
ADDRESS ::"’: . ’ ’~

DAYTIME PHONE
MEAL CHOICE..
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"~’Lockheed /t.. ~. ;~’.~c ~:1 Ae.,’~,n,’~’,J’;, ic~ Cnrnp,.’,,’;y
A D,v,s~on oi Aeronauhcal Systems Group
Burbank. Cahforn~a 91520 {805) 257.5760



Mr. John Andrews
8180 Santa Armin~a
San Diego, CA .;.9l~2~’-1243

.

July 8, 1986

"~..~ response to"~@ur letter o El u y, I am a believer;

With regards to Monogram’s comment, I do not believe any
Lockheed person could or would have ~de that commitment.
Rest easy.                                        ;~



4201 Peachtree Place

~lexandria, V~ 22304

June 8, 196V

Dear John,

For some unexplained reason this Word Processer dumped this

~irst page. I’ll see if I can reconstruct it so that it makes

sense with those that follow.

I have read these papers and dug.out some others you have sent

to see whether or not they stand scrutiny. You realize I am not

against the pro~ect and that I am ready to believe that the UFO

business is real and that it is beinM controlled by the

GovernmentL ~t the same time I am much aware that the Government

that they spend a lot of tim~ ~4ritin~ thin~s that are
intentionally wrong in ord~r to confuse and embarrass sincere

investigators. I believe this set of papers is ~ust that.

Got a kick out of your old phone notes:

a) Ken Berquist...was M/Gen Kenneth P. Bergquist a great

guy and good friend of Kelly. He was more ’responsible.~for the’
start of the U-2 project than anyone~ Dick Bissell could not
hold a candle for BerEquis~.

b) I started in the Pentagon ~ith"Unco~vc’en~ional ~arfare
that uas a part of Subsidiary Plans that uas a division of the

Directorate of Plans. That is where the USRF. had PsyNar, Mind
Centraland a lot of very odd thin~s under Col James Monroe.

c) Vic Batten was a brilliant technician with the TS
division of the Cir.

d) {~rthur.. Kantrowic~_’ and I attended.the CSIS Conference on
Petroleumin about 19V5. He’s brillian with a great record.

¯ i
e) ~ans Bathe wrote ’a ’book: "Pr.ophe? c_~ Ensr~u". h’.c.u

improved’ £he titl~ considerably by makin~ it., "Profi.~ of

Energy". That is wha~ it was all about.

~s I have told you, I hiQe trouble with the ~W4JIC acronym. You"

may recall that the Japanese Pearl Harbor codes were called

P~o~ect MRGIC. I havea full se~ of that uo~k, all eight
volumes. This was a most important pro~c~ in 1947 and I doub~

that the phonetically simileP ~LgJIC would have been use for a

top level pro~ect, especially in the White House. I can

understand.tha~it is a derivative of ~L~JESTIC ....

(see if this fits to page ’rue) ’ ’": ’



reasonable to see it as c:oming from ~qJESTIC. But, in i947, u,hen

it came up the USA was deep into Mg%GIC the Japanese "Pearl

Harbor" code. I doubt very much that anyone "would have used a

code that could be so easily confused,’ phonetically, with that

major program, i.e. PL~aIC. It is too hard to get a good code word

and there are so many rules about them that I can’t see this

phonetic problem slipping through the. system. I doubt there ~Ver

was a "FL~JIC" and this makes me skeptical about MAJESTIC and

MJ-12 for the same reasons.

Now you ask, "Do these papers match form, at the time--.1.952, For

a briefing document produced for an incoming President?" The

simple answer is "NO". Let me turn to the papers and speak from

them directly.

a) White House stationary is centered on both lines when
letter size pages are used.

b) White House stationary is staggered on both lines when

note size pages are used.

c) This sample staggers the lines on a ~let~er-size Paper.

d) President’s, especially Truman, pride themselves on

being informal and regular guys.. I believe Truman would have

written to Yorrestal, "Dear Jim", and si~ned "HST".

e) On a score of I0 points, l’d give this note from Truman

a rating of only 4 or 5 as to bein~ typical. See the good book,

"~r President" bY William Hillman, Farrar, 1952 for many examples

of Truman’s work. He si~ned most things like this "H.S.T. " ’

f) Re the. July 14,1954 Cutler memo. There is no way an old

stuffed shirt Boston banker friend of Ike’s, Cu~ler, was going

to send an important memo ~o Nate Twinin~ unsigned. No paper"

from the ~hite House is legal if it is not signed. Of course

this could be a copy of a carbon copy. In that case the carbon

always had typed, over the named "Signed by RC" or some such

note. I find the last sentence to be quite irregular. It ought

to have been,"Req~est confirmation". Cutler ~ou!d never

to tell Twining .to be there this way.

g) I find the 18 November 19S2 documen~ to be erroneous on

many counts:
I. The date should no~ have, a comma bergen Nov and

2. Too m~ny "Eyes Onl~". ~bou~, six ~imes on one shee~

paper. Thls is ou~-doing i~ and is no~ t yplcal. This is too

structured on that subject. For "Eyes Only" the document must be.

carried by a special messenger. This m~ns it does not get out

of channels. ~o all you have to do is stamp it "Eyes only" once

and the receivers know precisely what to do with it. This fake

is ridiculous.

S. I do no~ ~ecall eve~ seein~ a documen~ ~alkabou~



"compartmentalized information". I know ~hat it ie but at that

level and for just a briefing, that was no place to be talking

about that. For a briefing all subject matter J..s kept on t.h~t
subject without ell the extre ~azz.         "

~. I b~lie~o th~ T~2-E~T (E) i~ ~uppos~d to m~n that

thi~ doou~nt ~. ox~mpt ~rom ~tom~tic do~n-~r~din~.

ro~ers to the y~r~nd E~P~T ~s supposed to mo~n that it ~ould

remain permanently Top ~oor~t. The (E) m~y r.~or to tho

only" status. .Thi~ does not look re~l to

S’. Tho "moch~nicelly transcribed" bit looks phoney. The

Xerox process did not come in until much l~tor, ~nd ~h~t ~oul.d

it h~o boon in I~$27 Thi~ is ~ust ~ br~oPin~ shoot. It did not
need ~II that ~oourity. It i~ ~oing to stay in the h~nds o~ the

6. Thor~ is no indenti~io~tion on th~ st~tion~ry.
~s ~ith th~ USN on that d~t~. It o~ght to h~o bo~n N~y P~per.

In the book "The Pro~idonti~l Character" J~me~ B~rbor

Eioenho~or]
"From the boginnin~ oP his Presidency he ro~ented

boin~ constantly ~kod to invol~o hi~el~ in

E~oryono ~ho kno~ him ~s ~ ~onor~l, ~nd ~s President

I used to fly some o~ hi~ ~t~FP in ~rio~. They s~id the s~me
thing. I doubt that Trumen end the ~J twelve~ ~ group that on 18

Nov ~2 included Ike’s old, ~nd most intimate Chief of

~ener~l ~eltor B. Smith, would h~vo t~ken hi~ time ~ith such

sot o~ documents ~s ~ h~ hero. T~o or throe minutes, oP~

bend, ~ould h~e done the 2oh.

About 18 Nov 52_: I have found an interesting note from "Foreign

Relations of the United States-1952-1S54 Vol XIII, Part I" by

the Dept of State:

.. "On Nov 18, ’1952, Dwight D. Eisenhower, the President-

elect, conferred with President Truman’ and members of his
Cabinet at the ~hite House. During the meeting, Secretary

of State 6~cheson briefed the President-elect on the

world situation. "

So, Ik~ was wi~h Truman on that date and in the White House.
course anyone who wished to for~e the papers ~e have here, the

MJ-12 papers, would have known that easily. It is public info..

With ~ho Briefing sheet of Nov IOth in hand,, the one with the

list o~ MJ-12 members, I have the follo~inR comments:

a) What was Hillenkoetter doipg ~hen? Why’was he still on

MJ-12. He had been in charge of the US Navy in Korea. He was no

lon~er the DCI. ~eneral Smith was the DCI then and he ought to

have made the briefing, especially as an old friend of Ike’s.



Now to the briefing material itself, the three pages of

narrative. I’ll make comments in the order .~hings-appear on
these three pages:                                       "

a) disc-shaped aircraft--why "aircraft" ~Imost all

referencves have been to "objects" That is the UFO idea. The 0

is for object.

b) "in the public med~a" what other kind is there? In a

briefing for two.Presidents this is a sophomoric statement.

c) "different elements of the military" this is not a

regular way to:speak of the military, i.e. elements.

d) ’"National Defense" In this useage it is always National

Security, as it is later in the same papers.

e) "several unsuccessful attempts to utilize aircraft" what

does this mean? I can recall sizhtings that radar.claimed. BUt

were aircraft actually utilized in this sense? A contrived

statement. ~
f) The’reference to "Roswel~ ~rmy Air Base". That airfield

was Roswell ~rm~ ~ir Force Base. ~t that time they were all

~W~FB’s, until the end of 1947 when they became

g) I find the first sentence of the ~rd paragraph quite

contrived, "a secret operation...to assure recovery". This is

crashed object. There was no need to "assure" recovery. All them

had to do was go out and pick it up with a truck.

h) The .nex$ sentence is even worse. "Duping the course of

this operation..." Weeks??
i) "had apparently ejected from the craft" I forget the

time; but did we have aircraft ejection systems in ~9a77 I doubt

it. Of course the briefing is in IS52 and ~e did by then; but

this does not seem quite right for an act.ion in

k) "The wreckage of the craft ~as also removed to several

differen~ locations. "~hy: would that be done...to different

1 scat i ons?

I) "civilian and military witnesses". ~ere there any? No

mention of this earlier, ~ust a "local rancher". ~nd how about

this "debriefing". By whom? Who had the authority? The
Presidentialorder is dated Sept 24, 1947.

m) This next is a beauty...."a misguided weather research

balloon. " How do you misgulde a balloon floatlng in the alr?

n) "~ covert anal~lcal e~fort... " strange terminology.

o) "Dr Bush actlng on the direct orders of the

Presldent...concensus (mlspelled) (19, September, 1847)...0n top

of the mlspelllng, how does Bush get orders early enough to come

up wlth a consensus on Sept 19th when the Presidential order

dated Sept 24th?

p) "a~hor~ range r~conna~aanoe craft", Thee
not call it an "aircraft". This short range rcn conflicts with
DrMenzel’s ~ork below. The least the MJ-12 group would have
done is resolve this ssvere conflict before they sat down with

the Presidents..8eneral Smith would have demanded that. This is
a ~tupid conflict at that level.

q) Extro-gerrestrial...when did that come into the



vernacular?

r) ’~certai~n that these ~craft" This briefinE is about on~
craft on the . "~O6al rancher’s" spread. Now if. is plural.

s) ~II of this Writing is terrible... "[Jars was and r, emains
a possibility"...dreadful. ~t the ~hit’e House? ’Perhaps in ~he

.Regsan.~i~e House bu~ Truman, and ’Ike. Never~.
:. ..~) "me~hod of propulsion".., no~ a I~4~ ~erm. ~ I was ~eaohinE

"~eronau~ics" a~ Yale ~hen. This is no~.ho~ i~ ~as done. ~nd how

about, "me~hod of ~ransmission of ~he power.source"9???
u) "~he propulsion uni~ was completely destroyed by

e~losion which caused ~he crash". Hardly. I .have inves~iza~ed

’many an aircra~ accident. One thine ~a~ survives, in.pieces,

is ~he enEine or enEines and ~heir par~s. Them do no~

disappear in smoke. Evsn ~he po~er plan~ of Challenser survived

for study.
v) "explosion" what e~losion. "Local ~ranoher" only found

the parts. He didn’t sam it e~loded abov~ E~ound.

~) "possible about these craft" plural craft

x) I ~ould Euess Fro~ect SIgN came f~om a poor printin~
Project SIS~ or that it miEht have been Pro~ect SINE.

M) "~C ~hose role ~as ~o pass alon~’certain
information through channels".. This is the last thine you.do

~ith an "Eyes Only" pro~ect..., not through channels.

z) Pro~eot GRUDSE, not t~ical. ’It means somethi-nE.
aa) "followin~ a lone trajectory... " ~here did this.co~

from. ~o sa~ a lon~ trajectory9 Ho~ determined? This is before

~C radars and before F~ radars.
b.b) ~’had been almost totally incinerated". ~reat

imaEinabion. Ho~ did "local rancher" discover it if it had been
"almost totally incinerated"?

cc) ."motives and intentions of these visitors" Contrived.

dd) "surveillance activity of these craft" more contrived.

ee) The remainder of this last paragraph is really

contrived. The writer of this thine ouzht to have completed his

HiEh School courses. Ho~ did he Eat into the ~ite House?

Last paEe, "Enumeration of {~ttachments"

a) Order #092447. This is just the date Sept 24,. 1947.
This is not a "Special Classified Executive Obder number.

b) (TS-~LQJIC/EO) 6is stated above I seriously doubt the use

of M~JIC at a time when M~aIC ~as s.o well known. I hav~ nsve,"

seen ths "Eyas Only" used as EO like that.

I find this interestinE, probable and I would like to believe

it. But this paperwork is the work of some paid hack who thouEht

he Gould oom~ up with anythin~ and Eat away with it. Recall

Watergate when we learned that Chuck Colson had Howard Hunt

forging White House documents to show up Kennedy in the official

records. This is the same kind of thing. This has become a part

of the ~ov~rnmen~’s disinformation proEramtoda~.

John, there is a lot I do not know about all this stuff~ but on



the basis of the tons of papers I have worked on, at. the same

level and at a time not too different from this I have to say I

can not credit this with being ~eal. I~ is.~’poorly contrived

se~ of papers designed to fool people ~hat the authors bhink are

going to be too dumb to understand.

More substantively, why would a briefing in Sept i~52 concern

itself only with an evenZ of 19477 Certainly there would be

other things to talk about between IS47 and I~52. ~Isosuch

briefings usually serve to introduce the group, i.e. MJ-12 and

their letter of authority and their Work, etc. This one little

pas~ incident all by itself is not adequate for such a briefing

at this level even though the subject is most important. There

certainly had to be material between I~47 and IS52. Yhe~e was no

Status Repor~ or anything like that.

Sorry ~o hBar abou~ ~he condition of ~elly. M~ old friend, ~he

founder of ~merican ~irlines, C.R. Smibh is not in good shape

either. Ha~e to see the last of the breed slowly leaving us to

the present crowd.

I hope bhis is helpful and. you understand my position. I am not

against all this. I simply believe that lacking better material

than this that we have a problem.

L. FI routy



The Secret Team
The CIA
and Its Allies
in Control of the United
States and the World

L. FLETCHER PROUTY
C01., U.S. Air Force (Ret.)

Beverly Hills Public Library
444 North Rexford Drive

l~everlv Hills, California 90210

PRENTICE-HALL, INC., Eaglewood Cliffs, NJ.





’In ~bvernment Ot~ial writing, the man who really writes the paper--or
more properly, the men whose original work and words are put together
to become the final paper--are rarely, if ever, the men whose names appear
on that paper. A paper attributed to Maxwell Taylor, Robert McNamara
or Dean Busk would not, in almost all instances, have been written by
them, but more tlian likdy would have been assembled from information
gathered from the Departments of Defense and State and from CIA souroes
and put into final language by such a man as General Victor H. Kndak, who
was amoag the b t."

"I have not chosen to reveal and to expose classified documents; but I do
believe that those that have been revealed, beth in the Pentagon Papers
and elsewhere, need to be interpreted and explained. I am interested in
setting forth and explaining what *secn~" and the "cult of containment"
really mean and what they have done to our way of life and our country.
Furthermore, I want to eorrect any misinformation that may have been
given by those that have tried to write on these subjects."

"In every case, the chance for complete information is very small, and the
hope that in time researchers, students, and historians will be able to ferret
out truth from untruth, real from unreal, and story from cover story is at
best a very slim one. Certainly, history teaches us that one truth will add to
and enhance another; but let us not forget that one lie added to another
will demolish everything... How many major events--really major events
---have there been that simply do not ring true? How many times has the
entire world been shaken by alarms of major significance, only to fred that
the events either did not happen at all, or ff they did, that they had hap-
pened in a manner quite unlike the original story? The war in Vietnam is
undoubtedly the best example of this."

L. Fletcher Pmuty is a retired Colonel of the U.S. Air Force. Originally a
pilot in World War II, he spent his last nine years of service in the Penta-
gon as the official Focal Point Ot~cer---I~’st for the Air Force, and then for
the entire Department of Defense with the CIA. All CIA military activities
were thus channeled through him. Not being a CIA man, he was exempt
from takingS..e oath of secrecy. Being the Focal Point Ol~cer put him in a~
very privileged position: in dteet, Prouty has ’far more knowledge of CIA
activities than almost all members of that organization



















~00.

~E -THF_.~ r_.o-T o~ -’ToP~ c



UFO Folklore Center From CNI News

TOP AIRCRAFT DESIGNER REPORTEDLY CONFIRMED ROSWELL

[CNI News thanks William Louis (Bill) McDonald for sharing this information, which he acquired through private conversa-
tions with the late John Andrews of the Testor Corporation. McDonald, a private investigator and forensic composite illustra-
tor who has made detailed reconstructions of the Roswell UFO based on eyewitness testimony, worked closely with Andrews
on the design of Testor’s Roswell UFO model kit which was released in July 1997 on lhe 50th anniversary of the Roswell inci-
dent. Based on McDonald’s original drawings, Andrews developed the Roswell model piece by piece, and McDonald in turn
created blueprints which resulted in Testor’s tooling for the kit. What began as a business relationship evolved into a deep per-
sonal friendship. In time, Andrews shared information that confirmed elements of McDonald’s Roswell investigation. Finally,
McDonald says, he prevailed upon Andrews to ask then-ailing Ben Rich, late head of Lockheed’s "Skunkworks, " to describe the
relationship, if any, between possibly recovered UFO materials at Roswell and advances in aircraft design that occurred start-
ing in the mid 1950s. McDonald resolved to withhold the answers while Andrews remained alive. Andrews died earlier this
year of cancer.J

By William U McDonald

Now that legendary Lockheed engineer and Chief model kit designer for the Testor Corporation John Andrews is dead, I can
announce that he personally confirmed the design connection between the Roswell Spacecraft and the Lockheed Martin Un-
manned Combat Air Vehicles (UCAVs), spyplanes, Joint Strike Fighters, and Space Shuttles. Andrews was a close personal
friend of Skunk Works" CEO Ben Rich, the hand-picked successor of Skunk Works founder Kelly Johnson and the man fam-
ous for the F-117 Nighthawk "Stealth" fighter, its half-pint prototype the HAVE BLUE, and the top secret F-19 Stealth Inter-
ceptor. Before Rich died of cancer, Andrews took my questions to him. Dr. Rich confirmed:

1. There are two types of UFOs -- the ones we build, and ones THEY build. We learned from both crash retrievals and actual
"Hand-me-downs." The Government knew, and until 1969 took an active hand in the administration of that information. After
a 1969 Nixon "Purge", administration was handled by an international board o.f directors in the private sector.

2. "’An’ item" -- as opposed to "’The’ item" -- was recovered near the world’s only combat operational atom bomb base (Ros-
well AAF) in 1947. Hull design, aerodynamic measurements and propulsion info was passed directly to Jack Northrop and
Kelly Johnson, beginning in 1950, with a major block of data being passed on from "The Working Group" at Wright Patterson
AFB’s Foreign Technologies Division in 1952. "’The’ item" refers to the top secret designation of Kelly’s original variant of the
U-2 fiR-l) spy plane in Congressional and Pentagon budgets in the 1950s.

3. Nearly all "Biomorphic" aerospace designs were inspired by the goswell spacecraft, from Kelly’s SR-71 Blackbird onward
to today’s drones, UCAVs, and aerospace craft.

4. The inward canted vertical stabilizers of the F-19, the HAVE BLUE, many drones, some UCAVs, and the SR-71 matched
the 30 degree !nward cant of the Roswell spacecraft’s shark fin-shaped pair of verticle stabilizers or "Winglets." The same goes
for the wing camber to fusilage "Blend" of the airframe designs. ’

5. The outward cants of the F-22 Raptor, the F-117, the McDonnell Douglas YF-23, and the TACIT BLUE stealth concept
prototypes perform similar aerodynamic functions for stability in high performance flight.

6. Rich observed that the impression Kelly Johnson’s contacts had [of "Them"] was negative, and Kelly implied in rare conver-
sations on the subject that "Factions" from "Out there" were a threat more than they were a blessing, and that the cost of having
"Them" around was "Unimaginable" and "Unbelievable."

7. It was Ben Rich’s opinion that the public should not be told. He believed they could not handle the truth, ever. Only in the
last months of his decline did he begin to feel that the "International corporate board of directors" dealing with the "Subject"
could represent a bigger problem to citizens’ personal freedoms under the United States Constitution than the presence of off-
world visitors themselves. Andrews passed this information on to me in stages, from 1994 until my last phone conversation
with him around the Christmas holidays of 1998.

[Bill McDonald’s work was featured in the SHOWTIME telefilm "Roswell. "Recently he created reconstructions of the faces of
two skulls being studied by Lloyd Pye -The "StarChild" Project. Bill and his wife Lori also administer a discussion forum at
AlienUFO@OneList. Persons interested in joining the discussion forum can do so via the McDonald’s home page
http://w~t,.AiienUFOart.com by clicking on the ONELIST button. Email: Argonaut-GreyWolf@home.com. Phone~fax: (949)
496-8489] August 1999





~ril 9, 1985

Dear John,

Sorry I’ can not be a 10t of help with.your most puzzling and
interesting memo. I’d like to see the other pages.

I don’t~’know 0RCON at all, and have not seen the use of a
PROWORD although that could make sense as the first of a multiple.

The dates are not military style and the typewriter is a rare
one. I have not seen one that prints exactly like. that. Note the ones,
i.e’. 1 or i. Its 1 has a little tail on the bottom.

I believe the top headline may be "SUB PROJECTS etc.

i It says project originally set up in 1954. In 1954 1 was
¯ C°mmander,l ’ -~based in ........ i. I was

given orders, i~k~a~’year that~qui~~d me to brief all crews 6hat if
.they saw anything unfamiliar, like an UFO etc. they were to come to me
and I h~d to send it to a certain office at USAF HN...dire~c~tly

Mycrews Were doing a hell of a lot of flying on regularly
scheduled routes from Tokyo to San Francisco via Hawaii, and from Tokyo

¯ to Dhahran via Ok~n~wa, Manila, Saigon, Bangkok, Calcutta, New Delhi, ".
Karachi...and return’. They saw a lot of sky.

i,~:’ ~’ One day---a crack crew, the AC happened to be a ’fellow I grew ~
up .with in Massachusetts, came to me and shut the door of my office.
They had just arrived back from Honolulu...a 22 hour flight. During
the. night they had been trailed by a flying object that~i.,flew beside them,

’" climbed rapidly, stayed way off to the side, dashed in q6?J.ckly, etc.
It "had all the ap~pe.arances of a ~ona fide UFO...’lights on board and all.
This crew was c,urrying a C-54 load of passengers...many asleep but others
saw the thing.

None ~f¯us wanted ’to report it. The crew was just ab¯out
embarassed by it; but they were afraid too many of the passengers had
seen it so they had to make some report. I had it typed up by a Master
Sgt and we sent it to Hq. I never heard another word about it. Summer
1954.

Not long ago, Feb 85, I had a letter from a scientist formerly
with the old Manhattan--Oak Ridge-crowd. A top notch man who keeps in
touch with others equally.experienced and equally skilled. Brilliant.
He told me that one of his "group" has figured out how to make an UFO.
There.~s a force that is missing in the array of forces. All four major
forceN~are set up as opposites, in pairs .... except for gravity. This
physicist has figured out a way to make an anti-gravity device. The
problem, for the layman, is that it must spin with extreme rapidity and
it must wobble slightly as it does. At this point it will levitate.



These men~ of.unquestioned experience, are smart enough to
realize that if they’havebeen able to figure this out others will have

been able to do the~same thing and that others.may have done it earlier

because they may have been in a position to have their thoughts turned.".

into action.

You may.ilremember the classic lines on this subject by Norbert

Wiener in hisgreat’ book,"The Human Use of Human Being’s.!l,, .1950 wherein~
he.says that whatiany scientist needs to know the most"~"iis¯ 6hat the work

he is doing and thegoals he has established are not being confused by

items of gibberish.. If he knows something has been done or that someone

else has figured something out, then he can do it. Secrecy is stupid.

It may.well be that enough people have found that an UFO is real and

being real then they knowhow to do it too. B~ the way if you do not
know "that Wiener’ book~you ought to look for it. It is a small paperback

A Doubleday Anchor Book published 1950 and 1954...same .dates!!!!

Sorry I am no more help than that.

Have you seen the" ~ ~~

W~’II send copies if you do not have them around.

Hop~y.o.u’ll. send me more on this mystery. It .is interesing.

As ever,



It is not the managers responsibility to keep track on this musical

Storage game. So if some one’~omes to us demanding the use of their

own storage, the items will be dumped!

cc: Walter





%



4201 Peachtree Place, Alexandria, V~ 22304

Dear John,

July 14,1989

As a lover of anything aeronautical I am just delighted with

your photos of the F-IIVA. I had seen others in the July 3

Aviation Week. These are so much better.

Not to be out-do~e we have "The Little Black Cat." This is no
time for cat’s whiskers in strange places. I don’t know why this

hit me right at this time; but.., on the Black Cat theme...had

you noted that the trial lawyer who "made" the case for Hugh

Liedtke, Pennzoil pres and long-long time Bush friend, 1949, when

he took that shot at Texaco for $ii billion,’ was Arthur Liman.

He did not get the publicity, nor did he want it; but the
insiders credit him with that squeaker victory. Moral: Liman

saves Bush’s friend Liedtke. Later Liman saves Bush et al.

Not much later the Congress decides to look into the troubles in

Iran. This becomes an Iran-Hostage affair. In steps Meese and

obfuscates the deal by making it an Iran-Contra affair. The

Congressional Committees, to clear the air properly, retain an

entirely "neutral" outisde lawyer...one Arthur Liman. Having

just saved Liedtke he now has the assignment of saving Bush’s
hide alon~ with Reagan’s, Weinberger’s and Shultz’ Pretty ~ood

work for a young New Yorker. He did just that too.

Now if Kitty Tom Kat had been on the job he might have found out

what kind of skull duggery was going on right here out in the

public. About $60 billion was finessed through the tubes.

0f all the folks I know, you have made an exquisite career of

skirting the thin line around National Security. This reminds me

that when our highly experienced Director of Central

Intelligence, one Richard Helms, was under oath before a Senate

Committee he was asked to define "National Security."

’His response, as printed in a report of the Hearings, August

IS78 was to the effect that despite his long service for the

government, and despite the pre-eminence of his job at CIA, he

did not know the definition and he had never seen a good one.

That’s enough for me. If Dick Helms can not define the term,

then someone ought to be given the task of doing just that,

or...failing that...they ought to quit using "National Security"

as a sacred symbol to bring down the wrath of the gods.

Your symbol of the "Frog" is no joke. 0f course you know that.

You may have read the article on p. 55 of the July Harper’s. If

not, I recommend it. It tells about how bad our newspapers and
media are. ~ctually the article is soft...they are worse.



I have written to Harper’s saying that I seriously suggest that

the newspapers today are violating the First ~mendment because

they are so seriously falling down on the job. I propose that

news...that’s it... news papers be prohibited from carrying

advertising. Let them print real, valuable news and compete with

each other on that basis alone.

When newspapers were first created we did not have radio and TV.

Radio and TV are perfectly capable of carrying advertising. In

fact they do little else anyhow.

If newspapers were prohibited from carrying advertising that
would save the equivalent of a forest of trees a day, it would

cut Zhe nation’s trash load by 50%, and it would make the real

news section easier to read. At least radio and TV don’t destroy
trees, they destroy minds...but who cares about that?

Been looking at your F-II?A some more. Look how high that tail

is and how the entire empennage is so cranked up. It must land
at about a 60 degree angle. I’ll bet the wing tips are all but

on the ground as it reaches out for touch down.

Stealth is a phoney. No matter about radar. The plane makes

lot of noise and it produces heat. That is all you need.

By the way, have you noted that Messerschmitt ha~ proposed

modifying an Airbus A300 to fly with Hydrogen? ~II they propose

to do is modify the fuselage a little for the H-containers. I

believe this is the fuel of the future. I have been a member of
the Hindenburg Society for years and use every chance I have to

exploit it.

0K... now the reason for this letter. At long, long last I have

found a man who used to work in the "Blue Room." He fakes it out
now that he was not there; but I know people who know he was.

That’s how I got his name. He was a cracker-jack aircraft

maintenance man with an early P-80 outift at Langley. One day he

got an assignment...all of a sudden...to Wright Part. He was

assigned to the UF0 business with .the.."Blue,Room. ". I don’t know

whether you and your friends can go further with this; but his

name is: GL~ZEBR00K...good thing it is not a common name. He was

a Lt at Langley and was at Wright Fatt as a Lt.

Would you like to be the test pilot for the

I hope you and Gene Mallary can get things going. He is a great

guy whom I first met in 1941. He is for real.

Ciao...

L. Fletcher Prouty





PHILIP J, KLASS
404 "N" ST. SOUTHWEST

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20024

(202) 554.5901

Dea.r John Andrews:

Let us review the bidding on the "AI Frickey" matter.

April21, 1988

(i) On Jan. 20,.I sent you an article authored by a person who
used.the pseudonym of "AI Frickey". I asked if you had "any idea
who this ’AI Frickey’ might be" i.e. who the person was ~who had
authored the article.

(2) In response to this question, which you restated in your
reply of Jan. 22, you said: "Yes. [indicating you knew who the
author was.] First, it is not John Andrews."    Then came your
"fun and games."

(3) You wrote: "AI Frickey was very much involved with the A-12,
D-21 and SR-71 programs...He spent a great deal of time at Groom
Lake .... A1 Frickey seems to have disappeared. Perhaps he has
retired..." CLEARLY YOU WERE TRYING TO CONFUSE AND MISLEAD IN
RESPONSE TO MY ORIGINAL QUESTION.     Had you been candid and
forthright, you could have replied that "AI Frickey" was a code
name used at one time by persons working on highly classified
programs to convey information over open telephone lines.

(4) In your most recent letter (April 17) you write: "You [PJK]
asked me if I had any idea who this A1Frickey might be and I
told you...I told you the truth."     Clearly your idea of "the
truth" and mine are drastically different. You tried to mislead
me and to cause me to waste my precious personal time on a wild
goose-chase. How very thoughtless and inconsiderate.

(5) You state that the CIA philosgphy you quote is "real, not
alleged," and. base that claim on info supplied by a "man
who...was mixed [up] with the CIA." .That’s [our problem--you
opt to believe almost everything wild that you are told. Francis
Bacon summed it up well: A CREDULOUS MAN IS A DECEIVER.

(6) Naturally, you are entirely within your rights to decline to
respond to my question about Col. Hennessey’s visit, and I do not
criticize you for same. (I already knew the purpose of this visit
was not to discuss UFOs, and that you eagerly raised.that
subject.) You (proudly?) report that you were visited "by OSI in
the morning and FBI in the afternoon." Alas~ I am not "so
honored" by such investigative agencies.

~-~     I wonder if you are less evasive and more honest in replying
to their questions than you are to mine??     You conclude that I
"don’t have any fun in this business..." I don’t find it fun to
deal with evasive persons who think it fun to mislead and to
avoid being candid. Apparently you do.



26 April 1988

Dear Phil:

I had to dry your letter of 2I Apri~ before reading. .It se,~ms
the alligator tears had moistened it badly.

In our exchange you arc the one who has benefitted. You got the ’
Frickeyian informati.on.

Thcn you quote an assholc...Francis Bacon...in some sort of
effort to do what? But then, you might quote Bacon...

Your ~ettor was marvelous. You sti!l make me smile.

And last but certainly not least the "CIA philosophy" debate is
written in the historical record of CIA activity and not in
"...everything wild that you(1) are told." The philosophy is a
tactic; it buys time. As a tactic it is neither right or wrong.

It merely i_x.s.

Stay well my friend.

John Andrews



27 April 1988

F~eedom of Information Act Request/Appeal

(5 u.s.c. 552)
DALE L. HARTIG
Chief, Office of Information

and Public Affairs
Defense Investigative Service
1900 Half St., S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20324-1700

Dear Mr. Hartig:

Sir, I have been asked by Mr. RON REGEHR to make this request

to you with regard to his file; a copy of which he had asked

to be sent to me.

When I received a copy of his file from you (see enclosure
A-15); I~ turned that file over to Mr. Regehr only to have him
state to me that a great quantity of information was missing.

He reports that there is no record of a security clearance
for him from 1967 until May of 1986; a great period of time
in which he was asked by the Aerojet ElectroSystems Co., Ii00
W. Hollyvale St., Azusa, CA, 91702, to work with classified
information as a Specifications Writer.

He also states that on 18 Sep. 1986 he was interviewed IN THE
SECURITY OFFICES OF AEROJET ELECTROSYSTEMS by two individuals
(JOE MOUSSIAUX and MAT BARTELLINI) who posed as agents for
the Defense Investigative Service.

He reports that at that interview he was asked a number of
questions with regard to this document (see enclosure B) that

I have come to call the "SNOWBIRD" document.

He relates that he informed these alleged agents on 18 Sep.
1986.that he was the individual who in fact stamped the
"UNCLASSIFIED" stamp on this document and that he "seeded"

the document into his file by affixing his signature thereto;
a xerox copy of which these agents had reproduced on one of
our companies machines for their records.



As attested to in my letter to you (see enclosure A-l); "I
was present at part of this interview in which (again)
questions were asked about this document (see enclosure B)."
Your Office, in fact, acknowledged receipt of one of these
letters. See enclosure A-6 in response to letter A-4 and
A-5).

Sir, I am hoping that the missing parts from Mr. Regehr’s
file may be accounted for simply as an accident and NOT as a

deliberate attempt to falsify government documents.

Seeking clarification in this regard; I respectfully request
(under the Freedom of Information Act 5 U.S.C. 552) the
following-

i. The COMPLETE file on Mr. RON REGEHR as hehas so requested
in this letter (see enclosure A-13) INCLUDING those records
that were created by the alleged Defense Investigative
Service Agents JOE MOUSSIAUX and MAT BARTELLINI on 18 Sep.
1986, in the security offices of Aerojet ElectroSystems.

2. That record that identifies JOE MOUSSIAUX and MAT
BARTELLINI as agents of the Defense Investigative Service and
acting on that agencies behalf, in their interview of Mr. RON
REGEHR and myself (Mr. LEE M. GRAHAM) on 18 Sep. 1986, in the
security offices of Aerojet ElectroSystems.

3. In the absence of the above indicated (missing) records; I
respectfully request a notorized affidavit that no one in
your office has removed any and/or transferred records from
the file of Mr. RON REGEHR.

4. If records have been removed and/or transferred; I
respectfully request the identity of those records
transferred and the identity of the agency to which they were
transferred.

5. I respectfully request a copy of that record that
delineates the penalties for falsifying and/or removing a
document created by the Defense Investigative Service.

6. I respectfully request a copy of that regulation that
permits the Defense Investigative Service to evade the i0 day
response indicated in the Freedom of Information Act (5
U.S.C. 552). It took months and numerous unnecessarily
abusive and expensive phone calls to your Office to even get
you to admit that you might consider responding to Mr.



Regehr’s request.

I trust that I can expect a prompt response this time.

Copies of this letter are being sent to my Rep. CARLOS J.
MOORHEAD, CARROL KOEHLER (FBI), ROBERT H. BLETCHMAN (Attorney

at Law), and LARRY BRANSCUM (Office of the Vice President of
the United States).

Thank you for your time Sir.

~ cerely,

Lee M. Graham ~
526 W. Maple
Monrovia, CA 91016





To:
From:
Date:

Subj:

Fellow UFO researchers
John Andrews
29 November 1987

¯ Public Information on UFO Topic

On the weekend of 9 November 1987 an important meetin8 was held
in Alamosa/Crestone area of Colorado. It was, for me, one of
the most intense weekends I’ve ever spent.

Approximately 13 people came together at a location which itself
has a historical record of UFO sightings, cattle mutilation, and
strange sounds in the mountains themselves.

The people who met there brousht individual involvement and
experience in UFO research. I watched carefully for anyone who
was, what ! would call, a "true believer." Instead I found
healthy skepticism, a questioning attitude and, perhaps most im-
portantly, a sense of humor.

It isn’t always easy to have a sense of humor in relation to the
UFO topic. And the deeper one gets into the topic the more
serious it becomes. Government attitudes and secrecy lead to a
certain amount oT frustration and some of the more bizarre
aspects of the UFO phenomena can impart a certain negative
feeling about the research. That has begun to show on a number
of our fellows. We should discuss this.

~ I have now had two of the 13 people from the’~Alamosa meeting

indicate that perhaps we should take what we have learned and
not proceed in making further public revelation; that, perhaps,
it is better the general public not be told the total story.
Lot’s look at that.

There are two clear aspects in that conclusion. The first is
that we elect to hide the truth from our brothers. The other
aspect is that any shrinking away from our stated and well known
thrust to uncover the truth to the UFO story will cause some to
say, "See, [ told you. There is nothin~ to the UFO stories."
By not arr~ving at some conclusion we will appear to be taking a
way out of this subject. The Phll Klasses of the world would be
delighted. Into] ]ectua] ly, we simply can’t remove ourselves
from making a statement about what we believe to be the truth.
There is an old saying that goes (and paraphrased by your’s
truly), "Be careful in what you seek to find out...you may just
find it!" It is possible we have done precisely that.

For years many of us have labored to get at the UFO truth. We
have cussed at the government and their control of information.
We know for a fact that we can’t access all government documents
on the topic and that much remains hidden from public view.    It
was that very governmental attitude which caused many of us to

-more, please-



UFO Statement -2- 29 Nov t987

pursue the topic. We wanted to know and as citizens of this
great land we feel we have every right to know. Now, armed with
private research which we feel valid, some of us are havin8
second thoughts about going further forward, going public.

As a nation and as a people we have just gone through an
exercise where members of our government decided to not tell the
Congress what they were doing. Lies and deception were the
order of the day as a few people took upon themselves the
assumed right to hide the facts not only from the people but
also from the duly elected representatives of those same
people.    It was a study in arrogance and action outside the
Constitutional structure of this nation.

It was also a case of a few deciding that the Congress and the
people could not handle the truth. And, by keeping things sec-
ret, there was no effort to make a case in support of their
actions. A stance of superior intelligence and understanding of
the problem was assumed by those whose position allowed them to
function in secret. That, to me, was a reprehensible stance.
It was not American nor was it a healthy view of our laws.

All of us have objected to the censor’s brush. Who has the
right to decide what I can read or witness? Isn’t .that pre-
cisely what we are about to do if, after coming so far, we elect
to "...protect the public, from the truth..." as regards the UFO
issue? What makes us so superior to our fellows thatowe decide
what is good or bad for them? Certainly there is a moral issue.
But are w_~e superior in our moral values? In this nation we have
the right to disagree and debate amongst ourselves. We have no
right to censor information which may be of value to our
brothers. And, if the results are so extreme and so bizarre, is
it not morally more correct to allow people time to prepare?
Perhaps we need to ask this question of our government also.

The other aspect of all this is our intellectual integrity. We
simply cannot drop the issue before taking it to a conclusion,
bathe it in moralistic reasons, and do a lateral arabesque out
of the issue. Have we reached a totally provable and truthful
conclusion on the UFO topic? 0r, are there so many loose ends
that in order to not appear as fools we elect to take a public
stance of superior knowledge and "...it is so awful that I can’t
talk about it. You wouldn’t understand." That is the position
taken by charlatans and witch doctors and politicians.    It is,
in my opinion, the ve£y same attitude we have protested.    I
might just discover that I’m totally in error in my beliefs
relative to UFOs. I might also have to admit to bein~ in error
and, for years, having chased a hal ]ucination...a mind trick.
Well, folks, that is what makes us human. We err.    It is okay.
Hopefully I’ ] 1 be able to laugh at myself and, equally
hopefully, have friends who will forgive me and laugh with me.

-more, please-
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I, for one, will attempt to be totally honest about it. Honesty
and mutual trust, my friends, is all we have.    It is all the
world has .- these are the things which allow a society to
function. Lose honesty and trust and al__l is lost.

What’s the worst case scenario? That we will die? That is a
given. As far as I know sooner or later we are all going to
die. The only questions are when and how? What if is not the
issue. A little simple? Aren’t most things? It is our thought

processes which which make things complicated. We mentally keep
turning things over and over, rearranging, contorting and
sometimes distortinE.

Are the bizarre aspects of the UFO topic the truth? Or are they
tales turned over and over, rearranged, contorted and dis-
torted? Is there anyone making big bets that the bizarre tales
are true? I mean b~__~ bets! How do we test? Isn’t scientific
truth testable? Isn’t it repeatable? Are we dealing in
scientific laws or are we dealing with theorems? There is a
huge difference and we as investigators need to recognize that.

What if Phil Klass and his ilk are correct and we are wrong2
How will each of us handle that? Is there anyone who has the
total truth? Repeatable and testable? A "show me" attitu~e, is
not all that bad. A "belief system" is not what we should be

. after. Total truth should be our goal.    If there is a debate
goin~ on within the government about the release of the truth ~
then our actions may be supportive of the "tell the public"
faction. Is that bad?

There is something going on in the broad topic and phenomena we
call UFOs.    I’m still not certain what it is.    I’m really inter-
ested in finding out.    | think my fellow man is also very inter-
ested.    [ also think, for the most part, he can handle it, plan
for it and accept the truth. We merely have to be sure we know
what w_~e are talking about. Anything less than that is not good
enough.    I believe we should go public - but only when we have
solid information. Anything less then that must be stated to be
conjecture and logical assumption. We must maintain the
Integrity of the research and of ourselves. Let others lie.

I’d like to hear your point of view. You have mine.

John Andrews

8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126-1243





Mr. Phillip J. Klass
404 "N" St. Southwest
Washington, D.C. 20024

24 September 1987

Dear Phil:

I I have your’s of 20 September with the errant commas. Yes, you have a definite
point that requires a close look. I kick myself because I should have seen this as
well.

There is an issue here that requires clariflcation. And that is that there was in-
deed an organization called MJ-12 that was being sent radar tapes from various
AC & W Air Force radars. One of the units was based in Sinop, Turkey. I knew
that’to be a fact almost 4 years ago - long before the MJ-12 documents.

I’ve enclosed 2 pages from a letter I wrote to John Lear. I believe you and he spent
some time on your boat about 6 weeks ago. It should provide you with a position
paper on the views of your’s truly and my view of much of the so-called research.

Also, I°m enclosing pages from 2 Ronald Reagan speeches. One was delivered to
the students at Fallston High School in Fallston, Maryland and the other only this
week before the UN.

I think the highlighted paragraphs areinteresting. Their placement is interesting
as well...near the end of the speech. Who was the speech writer? Ronnie’s
thoughts? You are in D.C., Phil~ Is there "something" here or merely a way to
make a point? I’m fascinated by these...used twice .and the first time the state-
ments were picked up by the media and highlighted by the wires.

You don’t bother me with your efforts. I just hope your mind isn’t so closed on
this topic that you fail to consider all the possibilities...and there are many.

Sincerely,

John Andrews

8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126-1243

Encls.



PHILIP J. KLASS
404 "N" ST. SOUTHWEST

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20024

(202) ~4.D90 !

ct. 13, 1987
Dear John Andrews:

Thanks for yours of Oct. 8. A few questions about NJ/MJ-12-
/Sinop: (Nope, I am not going to ask for Mr. X’s name or
otherwise seek to identify him.)

I. At the time of this telephone conversation, I presume you
were not in the military service or otherwise cleared for Top
Secret?

2. Did Mr. X know that you ~ere not so-cleared?

3.    Was Mr. X himself then subject to security regulations as
either a member of one of the military services or ¯employed by a
defense contractor?

4.    If you were not cleared, and Mr. X knew it,. did he offer
any reason why he was violating security regs to mention/discuss
it with you. For instance, did he say: this needs to be known by
the public? Or was it more casual, such as "by the way, have
you heard the latest Scuttlebutt..."

5. ’ What communications link was being used, i.e. ordinary
commercial telephone,~ or secure military telephone?    If the
former, was it Via submarine.cable, HF radio, satellite? Were
both of you using a scrambler?

6.    If you were using commercial telephone
scrambler, did Mr. X express any concern
discussing on an "open link"?

and not using
about what he was

7.    Did Mr. X swear you to secrecy about what he
about NJ-12/MJ-12 BEFORE telling you, or AFTER?

had told you

As for the possibility that UFOs might be real but not
extraterrestrial, I have long suspected that they are built in
Sri Lanka, in a secret facility constructed by Hitler during
WW-II.    Another possibility is that the Scots are building
UFOs in .a secret facility under Loch Ness, and that Nessie
reports are really UFOsemerging from the factory.

Meanwhile, we leave Thursday for~10 days of bareboat sailing
in the British Virgin Islands--smack dab in the center of the
Bermuda Triangle. Hope I’m abducted by a UFO there so I will
have material for my new book: "Imagine Me An Abductee!~"
Talked to an official of company who published "Communion" who
expressed definite interest.

Cheers,



Mr. Phillip J. Klass
404 "N" St. Southwest
Washington, D.C. 20024

8 October 1987

Dear Phil:

Yes, MJ-12/Sinop was in the.context of UFO related conversation. It was a phone
conversation andI wrote down what sounded like NJ-12 to me in that conversa-
tion. I also learned where the tapes were being sent. I contacted the particular
USAF Command and have a letter stating they have no record of an NJ-12 or M J-
12.

The problem is, of course, that they can deny anything they wish. Or, .worse, if
the contact point is not cleared for access to that acronym he. can’t help you ei-
ther.

The fact.,is the statement came from a guy who was there in Turkey sending the
damn stuff to MJ-121 And, no, I’m not going to give you his name.

With the pages of my letter to Lear and my letter to you of 24 September 1987 you
have enough to pursue.

I suggest you get a copy of "Report From Iron Mountain on the Possibility of
Peace." Published in 1967 by Dial Press of New York with introductory material
by Leonard C. Lewin. Library of Congress catalog number 67-27553. It intro-
duces another possibility that UFOs are indeed real but not extraterrestial. We
must look at all possibilities, musn’t we?

I have little else to say. Stay well, my friend.

8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126-1243



18 October 1987

Dear Phil Klass:

’Have your’s of i3,0ctober 1987.

Looking ,at your 7 questions causes me to ask only one:
Your game, Phil?

What’s

I think Pete Bulban is correct. You electronic types are a
little strange...best left alone~..to do their.own thing.

If you are looking for some sort of irrefutable logic to the
conduct of human beings you are in for a very big surprise -
even when dealing with so-called TOP SECRET data. There is a
thing such as free will. It isn’t always predictable nor does
it always f.unction the way we would like it to.

.You may wish to also believe every military officer who has
dealt with classified information gets a separation briefing
when he leaves active duty. Now, understand that they are
supposed to. But honest, Phil, they don’t. Hard to believe?
The military is full of screw ups.

It is amazing how you attempt to make a criminal case out of
something you don’t.believe in? Do I detect some sort of weird
dichotomy? Eh, perhaps it is not weird at all... Perhaps the
contrarian has given himself away.

I must corroct you. Nessie is not a UFO but rather a USO.
Before wo Can solve a problem we must be sure we have properly
defined it. Enjoy your trip in the Bermuda Triangle.

Si~rely,

John Andrews

8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA.92126





Dear John:

Now we’re cooking! I like ~he approach and the substance of your

latest letter of May 6th. Not that others haven’t been as good

and perhaps better; but this has the stuff of good work and good

~hinking. This is the way to solve these problems.

I don’t know if I have ever told you; but I do a lot of work

with law firms that have ~ons of government paper on "Discovery"

and from "FOIR". T.hey just do not know how to read it and to

rather big eFfo~t on my part and I spend a lot of time on it. I
have worked for foreJ.gn la~ fir~ as ~ell as US and have helped

to ~in cases o~rseas. I~ ’s fun, and pays ~ell.

Now back to facts:

I) These documents appear to be official. I have no trouble

with them as far as they go. Some lawyer ou~ht to get a ~ud~e

force the government to produce legible documents in the

process. It is just stupidity that they do not.

The ~ov~rnment uses a gauze-like substance over the copier

to produce these bad copies. Let the judge ask,"Sho~ me

documents you do internally in your day to day use of the

machine and let me compare them with what wou give us in FOIR."
The government has the best copiers and for themselves ~hey make

the best copies. Look at the copies the sovernment lawyers have

and see if you ever see any like ~he ones they siva us. I say
this to all my lawyers and some day I will get the correct

lawyer/judge mix and ~e’ll break this technical obftmcation.

Z kno~ a nephew of ~obert ~utler. ~f you have any ~ood
Cu~ler s~u~ I might see if he has an.archival ~eri81 in ~he

~amily.

You miEht keep in mind that Twining, in 1954, had Captain

Pat ~ray, USN ~orkin~ right in his immediate office. Pat ~ray is

an unusual fellow and went on tobe the FBI Director. He also
had Col Ed Nigro, US~F, who was very close to Ho~ard Hughes.

Later becam~ President o~ ~r ~est. In 185~ the Chelrman oF the

Joint Chiefs of Staff was not a Cabinet member and was not a
regular attendee of Cabinet meetings. Ike figured he could

hanlde military matters. Therefore this invitation to Twining

has to be considered something special.



From the Cutler, July 14, 1954 memo I ’am not able to figure

out the MJ-12 SSP designator. Keep looking for it in as many

cross references as possible. We’ll smoke i~’ out by random

.relationships.

2) Re the July 16, 1954 Cabinet ~leeting. ~ t~o hour meeting

is not common. It had to be something special. Ik~ may not have

Mept the full cabinet there. The system then in practice was ~o

have topics discussed inreverse order of classification with

the lo~est first and the highest last. Then as ~he first

~ub~ects ~ere finished those people would be. invited to leave

until the final group was a very tight, top securitM unit. This
makes the meetings longer but holds the best for last.

3) I recall nothing about Pro~ect ~quarius. Ho~ever I note

something at the bottom of the document. It ~s prepa~:l by
~J-iZ and ~J-12 was solely responsible for the subject matter.

It is my theory that MJ-12, in this connection, referred to

the t~elfth man on the MJ-12 list. Therefore MJ-IZ is:

Berkner, Lloyd Viel 1905-1967. ~Unerican physicist

and engineer, b. Milwaukee, Wisc. Naval officer;

served in Bureau of Ligh~houses(192V-1928), (1930

1933), Carnegie Institution (1933-1951). Known for
6tudy of atmosphere, esp. ionosphere, and radio

propagation; helped develop radar systems, esp.
the Distant Early ~rning sy~tem~ proposed (1950)

International Geophysical Year (195V-1958).

That is an important man, and he is MJ-I2.

I can buy the "Stamps" and other items. They look like papers I

recall at the same time. Ike was a very military-type guy with

correspondence. This appears to be typical.

You will recall that 1954 is the~.~same year that my crew..rold me

they saw an object between Midway and Tokyo over the ~acific. I
did all the Forms required and the interrogations, wrapped it

all up and sent it to the o~fice that handled the stuff and

never hoard another word. ~II in spring 1954.

4) Re "Executive Correspondence", I note it too was
prepared by MJ-12. That may be the man (~erkner).

I have no idea what that little symbol is and have not seen

it before.

5) Re the "Hillenkoetter" briefing. Note the ~dm is

designated (MJ-I) and he is listed in the #i slot among the

t~Ive. He was the DCI at the time. The CI~ had been created by

the National Security ~ct of IS4? (July 26th enactment).



Vannevar Bush is MJ-2. 1890-1974. ~me~ican electrical
engineer, b~

dean of en~ineerin£ ~nd ~ice-presiden~
~.I.T.-~ president, C~rne£ie Institution of ~a~hin~on
(1939-1955)~ director, O~ice o~ Scientific ~e~e~rch

end Develop~nt (1941-1946). Built differential
analyzer, pioneer analog computer (1928)

Forrestal...firet Secretary of Defenee...wae MJ-3.

Replaced Aug 1950 by the then DCI General W.B.$mith.

Note, there ~ero four DCl’s on the MJ-12 group:

Hillenkoetter
Vandenberg

Smith
Sou~rs

I’II bet no other Board ever had as many DCI’s at one time.

Twining, Chairm~n JCS is MJ-4

Vandenberg then C of S, US6%F is MJ-5

Detlev Mull Bronk 1897-19VS is MJ-6. ~merican Physiologist

and educator, b. New York City. Professor, S~rthmore (1926

1.929), U. of Pennsylvania (1929-1949), head of Neurology

there (1836-1840, 1942-1848); president of Johns Hopkins

U. (1949-1953), Rockefeller Inst. for Medical Research,

now Rockefeller U. (1953-1968). Chairm~n, National
Research Council (19a6-1950); president,. National

~cademy of Sciences (1950-1962). [High po~ered guy

for any group]

Jerome Hunsaker...I seem to recall he ~ss an aerodynamics

specialist.., is MJ-7.

Rdmiral Sidney W. Souers formerly DCI, for a brief period

in I~46, is MJ-8. Souers had; been deputy chief of O~I in
1945. Served as ~xecutive Secretary of the NSC0 1947-1950.

Gordon Gray is MJ-9. Worked closely with Ike on NSC staff.

Donald Hansel is MJ-IO. I can find nothing on him. He may

be a key figure to flesh out the sense of the group. See

what can be learned about him.

Sen Robert M. Montague is MJ-II. Nothing on him.

Dr Lloyd Berkner is MJ-12, see above.

This is an unusually high-powered Stoup. The more we can learn

about them the more we can figure out the reason for the group.



Men like this write and get featured in ot~,er things. Do all

possible to run these things down. See what appears in

scientific works, etc. This will produce valuable clues. These

men ~ere put together for an important reason..

June 24, 1947 the major sighting. I ~as teaching at Yale then
and recall lengthy discussions from students about this. I was

teaching aeronautics and this was beyond anyl;hing we could

handle. It was all speculation. The students ate it up.

6) Re the June 24 memo From the CIR. Project [~] would

appear to be ~quarius. R-2 might be the designator of the Vice

President. Note "Nhite House requested inFo".

Note use of "HJ-3 advised". That must be Gen Smith, then
the DCI. Smith ~as the DCI from Oct 7, 1950 to February 9, IS53
when he was folo~ed by ~llen Dulles. Smith moved to Deputy sac

state then. So this memo must be between those dates. The note
is signed "MJ-5" For Vandenberg. [That’s like Lemay telling

Soldwater "no".

This brings up something to watch. This is signed by MJ-5

and if MJ-5 is Vandenberg who was then C/S, US~, why ~as he

using CI~ stationary? This may upset some of the above

identities, or may mean something else. Some of these papers may
not be true copies. You caught this ~ith your "Zip Code" note.

I know all the codes For the 5412/2 Group and all the others.
The prior groups weresuch as 10/2. I have never heard of MJ-I2

in any context, except at the Last Supper. They went From Mark

to Judas... 12 buddies.

My guess is that most of this is real. The set of names is the

most important clue. There is no ~ay 12 men could hide their

role in something like this. They had to be there For a

functional reason. The fader guy, the physiologist, the

designer, t~e DCI’s, etc. There has~got to be a pattern. This is
like the "Bridge of St Louis Rey". Why ~ere they all together?

It is even something like that clever book, "Last Man ~t
~rlington’:

Rout earlier ~pr 28th, the Anchorage item is interesting. Why.

the shape7 and the four contrails on such a shape7

The question about the M. 8 plus job...some time ago I. had told

you, ~nd Graham ~bout this Fellow who spoke to Rotary. Then I

made a mistake and took a name from the wrong ~otarty Bulletin.

Later you told me it did not check out; so I’ rechecked and got

the right guy, I ~ent that to you, and for ~raham. I have not

heard any more.

I would be interested to know if that guy, the rlEht one, later

denied



denied that he ever made the Scram-Jet, Ma6h 6 speech to our

Rotary Club. It was after that speech that he positively told. me

that the military plane that you believe op~@ates out of Nevada

to 0kinawa was providing his commercial project with a lot of

’essential inputs. That should all check out. He said it and

without any hesitation.

We operated C-gV’s and other aircraft out of the Weisbaden ~ir

Base, sometimes out of Rhein ~lain. When they had special types

on board ~e would seal the windo~s so they would not know where

~hey ~ere. This was not unusual.

CIR operated out of the I.G. Farbin (Solvay Chemical) Building in

Frankfurt for years. Them had the whole building. I worked there

m~ny, many times. ~II the U-2 cro~d worked out of ~eisbaden,
among other places.

These hearings are going to break loose. The big money makers

~ere doing £t with drugs £n Central fUnerica and with the

international arms merchants into Iran. Canadians .and Turks ~sre
the big operators. Malsh may be the guy to really crack it. The

Congressmen do not know how to ask the questions and they hired
the wrong lawyers for the job. The lawyers are more on the other

side and will not put out for the Congressmen.

PIeoso’s "Contra Rid" story is a diversion and Socord’s

"Commercial Cut-out" is a farce. 14by have a cut-out at all when
you bring a bible with a note from Ronnio? What’s to cut--out?
Socord ~ns in it for the money and was the tool of big

operators. North and P1cFarlane got took. Poindexter is a heavy

and if they handle him right they might break him; but he’ll be

tough.
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H EIN K EL--~ntinu~.

The Heinkel He 11tH Heavy Bomber.

Dl~t~SlONS.--Span 74 ft. 3 in. (22.6 In.), Leugth 84 ft. 6 in. ([6.6 111o),
Height 13 ft. 9 in. (4.2 m.), Wing area 942 8q. ft. (87.6 sq. m.).

WEtonvs.--Weigbt empty 17,000 Ibs. (7,720 kg.), Normal loaded weight
26,500 lbs. (12.030 kg.), Maximum permissible overloaded weight
31,000 Ibs. (14,078 kg.).

PEI~.itOR~tNCE.--MaximuJn speed 280 m.p.h. (400 kin.h.) at 17,000 ft.
(8,185 m.), Climb to 17,000 ft. (8,188 m.) 20 rains., Service ceiling
27,800 ft. (8,390 m.), Range with maximum fuel 1,780 miles (2,800
kin.).

THE HEINKEL He 1lIP.
The H~ I 11 P was generally similac to the I l l H, the main differ-

enco being that it was fitted with two Daimler-Benz DB 601
engines in place of the Jumo 211 nnits. Production was dis-
continued in favo,r of the H ,Series.

THE HEINKEL He lllZ "ZWILLING".
The He 11 IZ was bash:ally two He 11 IH airframe~, each lcs~

one outer wing, joined together outboard of ~ left and right
engine by a length of wing which carried a fifth Jumo 211 engine.

¯
The result was a five.engined aircraft with two-sepaxate fueel~ges
and tail-units. The pilot sat in the port fuselage~

The intended function of the _He 11 IZ was that of st glider-tug,
although cotmidcration was givvn to using it as a bomber, to
carry four 1,800 kg. bombs ; aa a reconnaisstm~ aircraft with
two 264.gallon jottisonable fuel tanks; or as an anti-shipping
aircraft to carry four Hs 293 radio-controlled glider bombs.
Dit~Nslot~s.--Span 115 ft. 6 in. (35.2 m.), Length ,54 ft. 8 in. (Iti.7

m.), Landing-gear track 32 ft. 10 in. (10 m.).                     ’;
’l’~K~:-Ot~r WI~IOHT.--fi2,500 lbs. (28,37~ kg.).
I’~n~osM^Nc~.--blaximum speed 298 m.p.h. (477 km.h.) at 16,000 ft.

(4,880 m.), |range 1,180 miles (I,gg0 kin.).

THE HEINKEL He 119.
The 14o )19 was it experimental high.perfi)rmanco two.seat

bomber.recommissancv monoplane which was designed arotmd
a Daimler-~nz DB 60fi or DB 610 double engine. Th~ power.
unit w~ l~a~d in the fu~lago and drove a singly ~rac~r a~rew
through shaft-~ive. Development w~ a~don~ early in
the war.

THE HEINKEL He 161A "SALAMANDER".
(Fur#~r illustration ~n Addenda

Popularly known ~ the "Volksj~er" (l’eoph,’s Fighter)
and code-nam~ "Salamander," the He 162 was designed
employ ~ little as po~ible of material which was h~ short supply.

D~ign work on the Ho 162 was s~r~ on Scp~mlmr 23, 1944,
and the first flight took pl~e on 1)~em~r 6, 1944. On the
~cond flight the leading-~gv of the wing collap~ ~(1 the
prototype broke up in the air. This did no~ ~riously himler
the development programme ~d afar modifications were made
to the w~g. the He 162 went in~ l~ge.~ale pr~uction in
widely-dis~r~ ~mbly pl~, m~y of them ~derground.

The He 162A-1 was the stand~d ~rvice version at the time
of Germ~y’s capitulation.

T~re.--Si~le.~at jet-propell~ fighter.
Wmos.~ho~der-wing cant~ever monoplane. Dih~ral 3°. Aspect

ratio 4.65. All.wood structure in one pi~o and att~h~ to the
f~lago by four bol~. Straight Io~iug-~ge, blunt do~hable
met~ ti~ and a ~ronounc~ swap forwa~ on tragic.edge.
Main and auxilis~ T.~ction spa~ and plywo~ covering fi
thick ~tw~n spars on upper .urfaco and 4 m/m. vl~whero. Sp~
~tw~n spars u~d tm fuel tank. HydraulicaHy-controll~ metal
flaps betw~u fu~lagv and ailerons with maximum depr~ion of
45°. Ra~o of aileron movement 18° either way.

FusE~oe.--Semi.monocoquo struct~e of fl~h.rive~ d~alumin,
except for no~ which is ofplywo~ construction. Fitting. p~tly
of .t~i. insp~tiou cove~ of dur~ug~ or wo~. Very clean ~ro.
dytmmicaHy. No~ of oval ~tion, ~nt~ portion
with flatteu~ underside, rear portion of circul~ cro~ ~ctton.
T~I cone which carri~ the em~nnago may ~ mov~ in flight to
~j~t ~ilplanv incidence, giving a rm~c of movomeut from + 3°

to ~ 2°.

T~L U~t~.~antilever mo.oplaue type of mix~ con.traction.
Tailplaue, elevators aud ruddo~ of duralumin cotmtruction with
s~lfitti~s. Wooden fi~ bol~ to the oxtromiti~ of the tail.

~llano. Tailplano of cotmtant chord and ~t at moderato dih~ral.evato~ lmvo fixed tabs at their inner ends. Rudder, with
th~ ~ring. aud a 25° range of mowmcut either way, ~o f~ly
m~-balanc~ and bare fix~ tabs abov. taHi)lane.

L~ Ge~m~Retractablo tricycle type. Main wh~la of Mv 109
type, retract into fu~lago. Hydraulic retraction ~nd spring
lowering. Fu~lage openings covered by "nmchanically.opvtatvd
plywood doors. No~o wb~l rai~d b~:kwa~, into fuselage

I’ow~ l’~’.~Ono BMW 003 E-I turbo-jot unit moun~ centrally
on top of fu~lage. With three att~hmcnt fittings, tim jet bei,g
dir~t~ above the tailplano and bvtw~n the rudders. Ahcr~tivo
power.units which could be i~mtalh:d included tbo BMW 003 E-2,
d~ko~ Jumo 004, or Heh~koI.Hirth 011. A quick power.plant
change is possible. All joints in pipe If,ca and Io~ls group~

in wings.
ACCOMMODATION.~i’ilot’a cockpit iJt ttoso t~,rward of wings. Etttry

and vxi~ through canopy which opens r~,arwards attd ~t by jetti-
sonS. Pilot-ejecting ~at ~tuat~ by a, explosive cartridge.
l’lywood itm~umont pttttuJ.

A~M&M~s~.--Either two 30 m/m. 511( 1OH with 50 routtd~ per gun,
or two 20 m/re. MG 151/20 eannon with 120 rounds per gulf,
low in the fuselage

DIMENSIONS.---.Span 23 ft. 7] itt. (7.2 :,.), Lettgth 29 S~ its. (9
Wing chord (root) 6 ft. ~ in. (2.05 m.L 5pan of tailplano 7 ft.
5~ itt. (2.3 m.L "l’ailplatto vhord 2 I’~. 8~ in. (0.~4

The Helnkel He 165A Sin~,le-seat Firhter ~’BMW 003 turbo-’et un:lt~,"
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EXTRA-.

including 30 �~tr~t. am Hater’* M.a~. LXXVIi. ~/~
l{ourl~ eat r~ we~ i~u~, ~ t~ cir~tton.. ~hed u~n
oue day of the riot.. 7o,~ �op~ ~ Daily ~ 5 Aug
7~ "1~ ~iatlo n fig ure for Ibis c~ of iron ~com~ ~ 75’.,
and ~p~ a~ ~tri~ are m~ ~m... with’ extras ’ for s~cial

~aug~. M~. "~e builder I~ the ~nt~t ve~ low,opt~ (o re,up hhn~lf by ~t~.

Jl ~ (e’kstrfi’, ~m~. ram. [L. #~r,~ (earlier
#xlr~) outside (~v. ~d?m~.), cont~ct~ form
ofexlerd(d), abl. fern. of exist (~e ExT~mos) in
phrn~ ex/er~ ~r/e on the outer ~de.] Ou~ide,
extcmally to.

~8~ w. G aov~ in PML Tm~L CX LI I. 87 ~e~ w~
effect exhiblt~ extra the voh~� circuit.
~ (e’kst~), pr~x. The ~ adv. ~d prep.

~xlrff t~ pr~.) d~ not, nrictly speaking, occur
m composition during the classical ~ri~, though
I~la~i~lly it [o~ a few vb~ like
d~ to shut out, exlr~c~r~ to wander ou~ide
(when~ ¢xlr~nl). Cla~i~l ~ had however
¯ e adj. ¢x/raordi~rlus ExTaAo~I~a~L f. phr~
txlr~ ordD~m outside the regular order, ~d lute
L. ulso ¢xlr~mum/6nu~ EXTa~UU~D~SE, f. phr~
exlr~ me,lure, ex/rdm~r6,us (cf.
L ¢xtrd m:~m (or m~r~sl, txlr~n~rdlit ’ extra-
natu~l’, £ extrd ~r~m. Many similar adjs.
we~ fo~ in m~.L. on phra~ in which
is a p~p.. ~d some of th~ are adopt~ in Eng.,
~ exlra.~r~i,~iM. ~ the suffix employ~ in such
[onnalions was nearly alwa~ identi~l with that
u~ to form an adj. from the sb. govem~ by
~lm, the words have the appe~a~ of ~ing f.
extra. + adj. (the a~ual fo~ation, on extra prep.
+ s~ + suffix, ~ing o~ur~) ; thusextr~rdi~m~
ia felt ~ meuning ’ out,de of what ie o~li~ ’.
In r~nt times ~ eno~oue humor of adj~ of
this ty~ have ~n fo~. The most im~nt
commends of extra., and th~ r~ui~n~ etymo-

Io~l ex~l~ation, are given in their alpha~ti~l
pl~; ollhe remainder only a ~l~tion c~
gim in ~e following li~e, m~y non~.woMs of
obvi~s me~ing ~ing omitted.
1. Adja. with gene~l ~n~ *situat~ outside

~mething’ (�.g- in Anat. a s~cified o~ or
mem~r), ~l~ng outside the province or ~o~ of’
(a sp~ifi~ b~nch of ~ience, de~lment of
]ation or practice).

~’o~o~ .4aM., outside the acinus or
ra~m~ gland ; ~e Ac~su~ 4.

~, situat~ outside the alimenta~ canal. ~
~o’~. out of the range of, not in aceord~
with, analog. ~r~’~o, out of the ~nge
of, having nothing to do with, art.
~he’~e, of or ~rtaining to alice ~yond the at-
mosphere. ¯ ~’~ ~ot. = next.
t’~ BoL. ~owing from a~ve or ~low the

’nxile. ~t-b~’a~e, not existing in Brituin.
¯ ~hu’~gh~, ~yond the boundary of the
burgh. ~o’~o~ not cl~d among the

~psule,.having s~clal reference to the ~icular
~psttles’ (Syd. S~. ~�~. 1884)..
~ [L. t~hedra chair], outside the pulpit.
¯ ~o.’~r Biol., situated or taking pla~
outside the walls bf a cell.
outalde the ra,ge of Christian thought ; not to
diseased from a Christian point of view.
~’~, ~yo.d the provin~ or privileges of
citizen; hence ~-ot’~ ~v.
elta’~ living out of a cloister; secular.
~’a~ Ms/run., situated outside,
hence, not clas~d under, any coustellation.
eo’am~a~ ppl. a.~prec, g~rt-eo’~ fL.
¢o~.um hide ¯ -aLl, ~rtainlng to the outside skin
or epldermis. ~or~’~eal,outside the ~y.
¯ ~lmlo~, actin~ outside the cosmos or
unive~e. ~r~o~’n~ ~naL, lying or situated
outside the skull. ~a’~l if. ~ ctirla
court of justi~], ananged or made outside a
cou~ of law. ~a~’neou~, outside the
skin, outside the true skin ~ oppo~d to the spa-
de~ia. ~eor.’~ not includ~ in the
’ Decretals ’. ~ - eaa~F~includ~

m’n~ ~. ~r~t~ ~ot found in

Eurol~- ~fo~’e~d~out or
ternal t9 the leaf. ~r~~d or away

CO~ ol govem~nt. : ~~~ (~e

yon~ the sphem of histo~; aim ~~-~.
~hu~, outside t~ ~m~ ~, or the
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not included In any hundred, llz~--tadu’etave,
beyond the province of. or unattainable by. induc-
tion. IIztt’tt-tateIla’attma, beyond the reach of,

or ira. ~ercq)tiblc by, the intellect.
oulside the conditions of the Jewish dispensation.
IIxtr~Ju’8"a,L beyond, or not harnessed to, the
yoke. Eztr~-Ju’raa if. L. j~r., fi;s law +
(see quot.). ~xta’~-le’ffa.1, beyond the province
of law; not regulated by law.
[L. li,nit-em, linus + -XL], beyond the limits of a
country or district. Eztx~.ll’mitiry, situated
beyond the limit or bounds. "l’IIxtre~li’ne~l
beyond or off the line of.rectitude, llxtra,.lo’ffl-
�~, lying beyond the legitimate domain of logic;
hence ]:zl~’~-lo’~lo~ty adv. q
of or pertaining to what is beyond the sea ; from
beyond the see. ~xtz~.mtvtz4e~l [L. m~tHc-¢m,
mdtrix (see 1~fAl’ltlX~ +-ALl. situated outside the
matrix or receptacle of a parasitical plant.
m-tttato’alaX, outside of matrimonial
llxtz~-me’dla& lying outside or beyond the mid-
tile llne. IIxtz’~-maz4"diozt~l ~4~tron., of or per-
taining to deviation from the meridian.
mut~ph~’tie~l, outside the sphere of metaphysical
enquiry, i~.’tr~-ma’tz4ea, l, exceeding the number
of feet or syllables proper to a metre ; =
~tttc~.. Izt~t-metz-olm’lit~a, situated outside
the metropolitan boundary.
outside the limits of a nation.
[1~ extrJ~tur~lit unouturul], outside the ope~ra-
tion of natural laws. llxtz~-au’eleax, placed
outside the nucleus of a cell.
situuted or occening outside the eyes.
oft’eh~l, outside the legitimate duties or emolu-
ments of an office. ~t’~-o’~bttaJ. Zael., situated
outside the orbit or eye-cavity (of a crustacean)
hence, ~ctz’tt-o’tbtta, ll~, adv.
occurring outside the body of the parent.
imta’lw~elml, outside the conditions bf the patri-
archal dispensation. ~-xt~.imrttoae.~L, outside
the peritoneum (Syd. ~. Ztx. ~884,.
ph.l’ltea&, not subject to physical laws or methods.
~lxta~-plwaeta, z~., beyond the region of the
planet~’ movements. ~-xtgt,-po’ptt~r, outside or
independent of the people; not drawn from the
ranks of the people. IIztz’~.profe-mdmma, (a) of
persons : out of the ranks of a profession ; (~) of
things : outside the course of professional duties.
~xtr~-re~t, said of rays outside the visible spec-
trum at its ted extremity ; also ultra-red.
~e’ff~la~, outside of, or transgressing the rule ; in
addition to what is regular ; hence.
laxly adv. Eztra,.~aeerdo.ta,l, outside or form-
mg no part of the priesthood. ~ztr~,-m~t’eattflu,
beyond the u:ope of science, incapable of scientific
investigation, llxt, ra,.tmrt-ptuz.~, drawn from
sources outside the Scriptures; hence
aertpt~rt’Uty. ~xtre, te’nttble a. anti ~/,.,
(something that is) beyond the reach of ~’n-
suous pemeption.    ~,xtr~-ae’amzona = prec.
adj. ~z’tz~-*im’etta,l, lying outside the visible
spectrum, wxta’a~’to’ata~lml, taking place out-
side the stomach. II~tx~,-nyD.offtltAo, beyond
the scope of~or irreducible to, a syllogism.
t~’lm.la~, not contained in a tame or list of weights,
etc. ~’tt~t-tellu-t-t~a, beyond or away from the
earth, lhda~-tegltrrio, outside or t|ot found
among the constituent elements of the earth.
~txtra-te-m~oz~l, outside of, or forming no part
of, the sequence of time. IIztra~tez’rena,
terreltrl~l. ~ existing or originating outside
the earth or its atmosphere. IIztr~-the’e~l
aud ~3ot.. situated outside the theca.
theiltto, beyond the range of theism ; indepen-
dent of theiaic inquiry. ~zt;ra~to’rz’td, existing
outside t he torrid z,ne. ~-rtra-tro-pto~l, existlng,
situuted, or taking place outside the tropics.
uaiva’x’~lt~’, of or pertaining to matters outside
the universit].. ~zt~w.u’rba~t, beyond or outside
the walls ala city. ~xtr~-u’tertaa, existing,
formed, or taking place outside the uterus.
violet O~t~s, said of rays outside the visible
spectrum at its violet extremity.
Matron., sitttated outside the zodiac. Also

J UD|ClA L,~EtrTnA-~ U n& L, etc.
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ing. ZT~ 1)~’,.~,~ Z~I. I V. 87 Catalogue of the European
Quadrul~dS, Birds. and Rotil~ *Ext,-Britannic.
C&SLVL~ &’. /~dfff z~2 At the ~ut~rn *¢xt~-burghal ~rk
of Kirkcaldy. tS]z W. H. Mu.~ C~r~t~au~td

~udhh. ~ C G~K~: C~r~t xlix. ,~879~ 585 H= ~ imi"
mmd~ familhr., wi~h ~he honored (xtm.~noni~l w,idn~.

~u~ protopl~m, t~ ~t~um z Nov 55~1~ who
would muzzle the clergy~ in his Ihera~ inqmries and his
%xtra-cathed~l life. t~ J. H~ Md~c. u. i. ~58 Th
proem of a new formtion I~gins in th~ *extmcxllu~r fluid.
a~ tr. I~a~u,~’, 6"¢n. I’at~ t54 Coloring matter ~
out of the ~apdlarles free or extm<ellular, t~ HuxLey
Lay Se,’,u. xiv. 375 ~ience and p~ilo~phy..~re neither
Chrlst~n, or Unchrist~n, ~t are E~tracErist~n.. 1
tem~ed to give you mine vi~on of thk Ext~h~tt~n
world, t&t W. "l~v~ in MoutMy R~. XII. 5~ "l’ho~
men.. were prodding *ext~<ivi~lly ~r~. but ~urely

hh ~und ~triotlsm. t~ R. L P~L~ ~>,’l~* De
a marg., The ~atus ~ t~ e~traclaustral clergy
:d by Ch~t is the m~ ~rf~t. ~] CaAuB ~c~ol.
*Extm~o~tella~ ~tar~. z~ in WOSC~ST~a, a.d
Dict~ t7~-6 HAIL[V, *E~tra~sttll~ed.

Pstcu~ao ~t. liter. Jla~ ~ All t~ ~rleti~ have thor
seat lin] the %xt~co6al or tx~crmal stm~ur~
(;sor~Platell.xxiv ~t8 Itsphor %~tm-~rm~alexistence
lbi, L I.L t~8 He did not ~im hh Noes’to ~ a ~w~r2
ful "extm<~mi~l Archit~. t~d. S~. Z¢x., "Extra.
¢rwd~. ~ S. Szxros in ~.t~. An.. Dry.July
The being o~an in mn ~ ~h ~ intm~ial at~ an
ext~cr~m/origin, z~ II. Lzt:c. in C~t~p. A’a, Mar.
~7~ "rho~ "extra-curlal ~tdcmcnts, without which the Act
will prove a complete legi~tive ~lu~. ~
A~t. Hia. Ma. 77 Th3 varleti~ in the colour of the ~y
a~ the textu~ of the tuner ~ outer intcgumeut~,
on the org~tion of ~ which m ~ one ~n~ *~tm.

~umu~u~ t~3-~ ~ox~ A. �,II.~slt *Ext~Rtal
¢xtrava~nt ~ustltutmn~ t~ Bov~ Orig.

~ Q~., ’l~ eext~<~nt~ to the Y~ t~t ~ ~id to

ely m all extrmnt~l d~6n~ t~3 D~ Qum-

in the phil~phy, a t~ J. Smru StL Ddu. iv.
tt~ 2~ey ought to judge of thin~ ~ they a~ in t~ir
own ~k~ ~s~n~. ~ ~ with m~ct to t~t which
*~t~t~ntmlly adheres to them. t~ Kmuv &
E~ta,wL 111..4* Neither ~n it ~ a~rmed of *extra.

~47 Prickles two, t~ in
.~. L¢1. tS~ SIS W. HAMILTOH Dix*:*. (185z) 14o
]i~d tczi~n ofth? enthymeme Ih~gh the

c~ct~ of zt~ p~mz~¢ ~ Nt~o¢ A~A#. Hem,. ~o
~ *ext~-gal~tzc phen~enon, l~ Pa~ol
vorld* xL ~ The ~tteRd sta~ of ve~" low magnhud~

z~ A. LPetav Elew. FoL
[hi i~ as pitiful o. the o~ tide ~ h

~tm-gove~mental on the~her. I~ E*II.t I’~ilol.
~ *o3 A group..textra.graoimati~l..in tile
do I1~ enter into the grammati~l construction.

Gr¢¢c� t. iv. I. ttt They included elements
and historical as well ~ dements divine and ~extra.

hlsto~l. Ibid. h i. 1. t Various mon~rout natures, ult~.
human and ~extra-human who cannot with propriety
called g~s. t~ blats~ ~c. La*o i. t~876t t~ Supping a
cxtra.hnt~n inte~sltlon, t~7 Mout.t:v Cfft. ~/it¢. ~r.
.. 33a His condltions a~ whollyextra.human.
¢.~mxt. Ilitt. I. xi. 4o* ~t¢, A manor of ancient
w~ %xt~-hundmdal. t~ l)ovt: La£h" C~r. #~it~ v.
i t. ~46 The idea of mind is "extra-lnductlv~ t~ L~
i/i,t~ vL t t8 I t is ~extra.lntdlectual as the * llne’ is extra.
~nsuous. tS~ Gt.~t~rouv: Ilamrr IL 6 ~e ~xstlg~ uf
extra-patrlarchal and *txtra.judaical relations ~tween t;~
and man are unden~ble, t~ Powu~ui. ~,liquiti¢t
We read in Homer. in the ~ of Achilles’ chmiot, of an
~dhlonal %xtrajugal hor~e, t~ l~r~ ¢;aisx tv. Comm.
(cd. 2) 5~6 ’ Extra-jural or outside the court, z~ H o~os
k’imL ?~at. Ma~a,x-hy i~. 65 h concernes o.ly., their
Abmlute. %xtra.legall Will; not their Authority. t~ XV.
"l’Av~ta iu ~uu. ~,. I V. ~39 The e~tra-legal ~r~tuatlott
of authority, t~t Fa~[m~u t/its. ~2*t. Ser. I. xii. 384 The
word ’Government’..has come tu ~ applied to this extra.
legal ~y. t~ A~e~tatar t~ Oct. 465./~ The egal and
e~tra-legal ex~ndlture., fur electlon pnrpose~
llir, l* AL.I#~ 45 "l~e *~xtralimital quutatio, s to the ~3tlth-
ward are very .umerou~. i~3 ~ttur¢ XX VII 2at Other
s~cies., attd hybrids, which are extra-limhal, or may
or later ~ found ~trayin~ into Swit/erla.d. n~T. Mn~coaza.t.
~ r:ita~& 1. 7~ .ott, The Meg:.ians..had cultivated some
~cred %xtralhnita~ la.d. "t~7 in CsmG. t~t
l’ract. Ot~c. ~54 lit [tl~e si.ncr ch~cs by *cxtra.li:mal
motio.s to violate Ihe Sacred iutcrext of S~tety. 18~
~V. Ilx.tt.;os 1)ixcuss. ~t8~21 t39 The two links d the
Prior Analytics [Aristotle’nl..ate swelled ~ ith *extralogical
dimu~.ion~, t~ llowt:s Logtk" ix. ~ The con~ideratiot)
of Fallacies i~ extralogicaL atS# Ntu W.
I~ilv.), A unlverml qu:tntificatio, of the predicate
amrmatives has been frequendy recog.ited.. ’extraiogically.
tara W~om.t Su,~. ~lla/¢ Wks. (t653)~o* Medicinall su~

~r~uctio., a.d *extramarine im~rtation.
t~ Jlowt:~ & Sco~ I); I;a;y’t J’haner. ~ b~e’m 383
Cu~uta the "extramatrlcal portion i~ ve~ little
tStt ~Y. Tavto~ in ~llauth/y ~Ua¢. XXXII. ~8 I)~s not
Christianity expre~l~ declare against all "e~t~-matrimouial
gratillcationt ~8~ II~A C’rust. ~47 The pr~medlal
~exlralnedial [areolet~] are usually c~ntle~ccnt. 183]
~cnt:L ~tt~n. ii. ~ If it [the pole ~tarl Ims~ from one to the
other a~q;arcnt cuhulnatlon ill unetual intervals of liii1�

S&~L t~. I. xvlii,()fanotherpr~tice maklngali~end ;
with two unaccent~ *’ extrametrlcal ’ ~yllable~ ~
Ti~e* LXXlX. ~5~t This Act .. only con¢¢r~d ¢~lra. . ":
In�true,tan I~i ~rd~. I~ KtUu~Lt:v A’o~u. � Tt:,t. viii.
(t8~5~ ml Out of a ~lhi~l fact ~ Ihe *cxt~-~tiot a
~ttton. !~ J.W~LLI~us C~sg ~. 55 ~at¢.Th~.. "e~tr

(t883~ i. ~ The~ ~y have ~¢n a time when .. extra.
~tu~ ~ncles inteffe~ with the ge~l cou~ ~ Natur~

..~



EXTRACT.

i ~’(~’ sl~7 Q" 7-d. M/¢mu. Sc. XXVIII. 9~ The %xtran~clear
Ihe i~lranuclcar, since the two have been ~hown to b~c0n-

,~,~ .’, ~ tinuous in many cell~ ~8~6 ~,a~ ~ S~. E.tom.

~875 H. WAuTo~ ~/~. ~ye 768 Complicadon~ of c~t~r~ct
,, ~ " ’ ’ with ex~ra.ocuhr disease, xT~ Mo.IM~ A’~. XXH~ ~4o

Mr, Robinson,.must excnse us from attention 1o
o~clal matter~. ~8~6 MeSS M,TForn Vi/lase Set. n,

"’,~lg I~
33~ Many a job extra-o~claI,The bath he turned hlSthehand.e~tr~.to.

~ ~8~ DX~A Cru~/. 37 ] ~rm proiects,, beyond
orbital spine. Z8~’ROI.LESTO~ ~nigl. L~¢ 3 The du~i 0f
the ~extrnorMtMly-placed portion. ~

~.~ ~ ~ ~9~ ~5/3 "J’be indivlduahly of the buttery isd..p~
H~rou~h all fl~cse vislble nnd "extr~.~$remal
phoses. ~8~ G,~osro~: //omee II. 6 In ..’exlm-patri-
arcbal ,. relations. ~83~ TOD~ C~c4 ~t. l. ~9/2 The
viscera intr~.perhoncnl nnd ~extra-t~ritoneM, ~8~ [G.
GROTE] ~n~l. /~/. ~)~. A’d/£. ~ Applications ~or *extra-
phy~icM fiuld~nce. ~ l’.,rsun tr. Gui//¢mln’~ ~un 77
l’be opbehon distance ol the comet of ~844..is lost in *extra-

¯ planelnry ~pace. ~7 Grot~ Grtrce ~, ~xxi, IV. ~z An
%xlra.popul~r or privHcgcd few. x8~ Ibid. u. xciv. Xll.
358 A ~re~ter and ~ I~r measure of extra-popuhr nulhorlty.
~7~ IhcD~S Co.IH6. P/O,s. ~ MeJ. K~u4 IntrO.~o The leisnre o~ tl~e ~exlra-professionM member. ~9
C;ROTK (;~ece i1. lxvill. 086~) VIi ~9 No extra-profe~ionM
~r~on thlnk~ of cuntesdn~ the decision ofa snrgeon. AS..
Mcd. A’e~. tootle.), These studies were extrap~fe~ionM.
~ Twoxuu GIrt... vi, ~54 W~ter then absorbs MI [be
’extr~ red rays of Ihe ann, ~9 ~r. "l’~cor Gt. E~m~.
~ref. ~ ~4 An ’extraregular .. punishment. ~8
Or~. il. ~ 53. ~58 Men’.set up new exlrarcgul~ Courls of
Justice. ~739 ~, Tr~r~ A’(¢hL ~tr.m.d~ (,758) 34 "l’bese
~mr~.regular novelist~. ~9 ~cr. T~vLor GI. £~m~.
sly, ~ "Exln~regul~rly.. holy persons have miscarried iu
bntd¢. ~8~ I. T~w.or S~ir. Des~oL iii. 95 An ~ext~-
~ace~otnl class, namely time of [be propbe/~, x874 H. R.
R~woLos ~ohn B~t, v. ~ 2. ~S 1~ may ~ pronounced
/~n~cendentM, or "e~tm.scientlfic, ~8=5 CoLer,o~
~’~, (~848) I, ~44 E~ch o~ H~ese *cxtr~.scrlpturM ar-
ticles of faith, x875 E. Wmt~ I.~ in Christ sv, xxvi.
(~878) 4~6 We sbould bdnR forward some extra.scrlpturM
evidence of the recognhion of the d~rlne. ~ G. ~.
FAB~R Pr~t~c. [.ILL ( i~44) [ I. 48 That congeries o~ *Exlra-
~crlpturMides nnd Unscrlp~uralltles wblch
the fourlb century. ~874 I.Ew~_r /’~6. /.~ ~ ~im~ l[.
iv. ~ 85 The distinction .. between Ihe conception o~
ns "exlrnsen~ible~ m~d lhe concepliou of Ihem n~ conve-
nlent fictions. ~5 /.~ ~. Hi.Ion el. ~8 "Extra-sen-
~oous. ~9 Mrs. Somerv~uc~: Con~e~. l’hy~..S’c, xxiv.
~36 There ~re three "extra.s~ctrM lines beyond the red.
~88z I)arwl~ Errl6t.o~m~ 4, I ~m not aware ot
other case of "ex~ra-stonmchM digestion. ~855 H.
/’rinc. Fo’c/w/. 087~) II. v,. viii. 99 Simple delivernnces
o( re.son .. having Ihe highest degree of certainty, which
are entirely "ex~m.s~llo(isdc. ~7~ Kmw~ in
Tmn~. LXXXI. r9 "l he ex~rn.tMmlnr proportions ~re Io
be sought in Ibe rammer already shown. ~ ~9lh Cent.
455 Divine be[ngr and ~extra.telh~rlan life. ~
/le~ve~ ted. 3) ~97 The ~ex~ra.lellurlc matters of ~hlch
Ihe meteor was composed. ~S GrOT~ /’/~1o ]. i. ~
~w/e, In t ~e Platonic P~rmenldes we find ~b l~M~v~., an
¯ extra.temporal momenL ~3 D~ Qu,ncEv Co’ton Wks.
XI. ~o A I~:d..u~n our e~rth, ~nd not in some "extra-
lerrene orb. ~8~ l..oc~wcr tlervtn~ ted. 3) ~B8 Bodies
~itnmcd in the ’extrn-lerrestriM region~ ~= &~lure
XXVI I. ~73 The oblic ae direction of the meteor., is
o~ber evidence of h~ extr~.te~es~rial origiu. ~856 Lmo-
s~v ~,’il. Lichen~ ~o The s~res..sometimes appear naked,

~’c. X X V I I I. 7 By far the greatest ~hickness of the coral is
IMd down .. by fl~e cnlicoblasta of the extra-~hecnl part of
the polyp. ~88~ G. ~. Rom~nes in N~lum XXIV. 429
is neither theistic nor n~hcisdc it is simply "e~t~-thei~dc;
~8~ D~A C~I. H. z5~o The ~ex/r~.torrid specie~ belong
almost exclusively to the Medherranem~. x783 BU~CD~n
in I’M4 Tram. LXXIII. 368 The cold..~bated ~o or 3o
deg~e~. .no greater MIcra[ion th~n frequendy t~kes p1~ce
in most ’extralropicM c~[malcs, z83o L~DL~V Nal.
BO/. ~3~ Verbnsc~m is wholly extra[top ca .. ~$
#;h~#. GeM. 6~5 The cold cxt~tropical cur~nts that ~ow
towards the equator, z~7 Pall ~laH G. 3o Nov. 4/1
Ira university experience. ~73 Grill ~/af. XLIII.
~]~xlrn.urhnn cemeteries, a~ ~. YO.GZ in Phil Trans.
XXVI. 4~8 *Exlrn.merlne Embryo’s h~ve been sometimes
found. ~3 Ed;n. R~. L 498 An extra.utcrln¢ gestation
had there taken place, l~3 TVNDALL //l~l Xii. 0870) d~
The pile was caused to pass succcsslvely through positions
corRs~ndJ~ to the various colou~ of the s~ctrom~ and to

s ~¢xtra.v;01ct rays. ~ GOAD CdesL Rod/~ II, xiv. 344
~’s Op~sidon kindles i~ in the Asterism *Extr~z~iacal.
a~ ~. MArT~.~AU less, II. 359 Stellar spheres, seen from
an cxtrazod~acnl pas~tlon.
~ ~. Comb. of L. extra adv., with scnse ’ in an

external condition’. 06s,
~713 A. COLLIER Clav/s Unh~ ]nt~.(x836) 6 My enquiry

is DOe concerning the Existencc~ but altogether of the Exl~-
existence of certain things.

pa. pplc. of exlrah,~re to EXZrA~.] Extracted ;
In varlotl$ senses of the vb.
¯ 1. ~a. ~k. a. Taken out, obtained out of

something, b. Derived (from n sot rce), descended
(from an nnccstry), c. Distracted, taken out of
one’s wits; cf. EXTRAUOHT ~, EXTRACTING ~l. a.

~. ZSt$ BARCLAY Eflo~ts iv. (Z570~ Cvj/~ TO sing one

¢~v. =~ Oyle~ extr~¢C out o( wood or mettals wii~ last Ion~.
n ~6~6 B~co~ M~x. ~ U~rt Cm,. L,w iii. 063o’ ~3 The
leasrc by implication shMI have the warren d~schargcd and
extract during his lease.

b. ~483 C,xTO~ 6"M#. Lr~. 4~5/3 Sayut rigoberte.
ext~ct or come ouc oF the ~mste excellent lygnage.
Lb. 13~,s Y~oh~. 11. clxxxk [clxxvlil. 55z He was
trncte by hi~ moff~er sydc o~ a duke ~F I~ret~yne. .x~3
HOLL~m~ /’/uf~h’~ M~ ~o~4 The Sun..is the very
extract from tbac Go~d. n ~ Ur. MOU~T~GU ~ct~

~fmt t6 2 ~ ~ Herod was orl innll ’ a ew; extract from ]Wits a Scot born, or at least .of Scotch extract, atTta..

~A~u ~ ......... ,, ~’~" t~ .... ~7 --o ~’ " ,w for puttin~ the hand in the p~ket,
txtracFum, neut. pa. pplc. ot ~xtraa~¢ to ~X- and~kt~ [C~                     ck"d ? t~ r BUaSZT TA. Eorth
TrA~r. In sense 5 repr. L.extmcta, fern. pa. pple.,
used subst, in Eng. Law (=AF. Is[rote : see Es-.
a’rZAT). In sense 6 perh. formed in Eng. on
EXTRA~ V. ; cf. however OF. estraitt in ~me
sense.]

I. q]. gin. Something drawn or taken out
of a thing : alsoflg, the ’ pith’ of a matter. Obs.
zS~ l.zvt~s ~f~d~. 6/~o An Extracte, exlmctum.

HOOKEr EccL t’oL v. [vi. {16II) 3~ Tbe words of Adatn..
’flesh of my flesh and bone of my ~nes,’ a true native
extract out of mine owne bode. t~$ CAMDEN ~�I~t. 140
headin~ (Allusious~, I will now ~resent vnto Fou a few
extracts out of names, t65t N. ~ACON ~isC. G~q. ~n
It. xiii. x t6 The extract of all is~ that he [Duke of Hertford]
was chosen by the People and Parliameut then sitting.
~. ’The substance extracted; the chief parts

drawn from anything’ (J.) ; in m~d. use ’a phar-
maceutical tcrm applied to the tough or viscid
matter obtained by trcating any substance With
solvents and then evaporating the solvent’ (Watts).
Also loosely~sed for any preparation containing
the active prificiplc of a subst~ce in a concca-
trat~ form.
z~ ~[ARLOW~ 2IM PI. Tam6url. w. i;, An ointment ..

Distilled from the .. simplest extracts of all mlncrah.
TIMMZ ~uersit. De. z8a One scruple of the extract of be-
tonic, t6# H. Mo~z En~hus. TrL 9 This intoxicating
Potion is made of the extract of ce~ain hearbs, lTtl tr.
t’omet’s H~. D~tKs I. a8 Schroder makes an Extract of it
with Water lSlt A. T. THomso~Lond. Dis#. (1818) 6i7
]n preparing all kinds of extracts, eva~mte the flnld as
quickly ~ ~sslblc. t875 H. C. WOOD ThoraX. 0879) ~8
Fluid extracts are very concentrated fluid preparations.
~ ~yd. Soc. Lex., Extract of beef. Afad. MduL, With
Malt or Meat Extract an Ideal Dice for Infants.
fig. z645 QUARLES.~OL ]~ecant. vii. 34 Wisdom’s th’ ext~ct

of knowledge, z~7 GILPIN Dw~/onoL (z867) z2 Not only is he
[Satan] wicked, but the spirit and extract of wick~nes~
1818 JAS. MILl. B~t. India lI. Iv. ix. ~99 Englishmen con-
s der English law as the pu~ extract ol remson, x~7 L.
HUN~ 3]en, I[’~men, � ~’. lI. iii. 45 A specimen ofth¢
volatile extract of Steele.

� b. = Ex~ra~]vz B sb. a. Obs. .
’ z~ T. THOMSO~ Chem. ted. 3) It. 354 B~;des tannin,
extract must be present in this pr~ipitate, lBzo HENRY
klein. C~em. (~84o, I I. t88 Vegetable Extract or Extractive
. is of a browMsh colour and generally of a bltterish
taste, lBlj SI~ H. DAVY ~C. C~m. iii. (1814) 8~ Ext~ct
or the extractive principle exists in almost all pMnts..
seems to be composed principally of h~d~gen¢~ oxygene,
carbon and a little azot¢.

~. trans~ (~e quot.). .
z~ C~s$lrx Tec/tn.Educ. IV. ~6z/t The latter [cot~n

worn-out fabrics] is destroyed by a chemical process, leav-
ing the wool intact, which is then called ’ extract ’.
q 3. A summa~ ; an outline. 03~. Cf. Fr.

trait, It. es~rat/o.
z~9t CHALON~ Eraxmux ~ Folly G ii~ b, Let us draw on

the ot.:er side., the extract of a man of wls~ome.
BAcoN ~d*~. Learn. It. el. ~ z They ~np~d the world to
~ee the Image of God, and man to be an ext~ct or com-
pendious Image of the World. z~$ -- Es*.~ $Iudiex (Arb.)
.It Some Bookes .. may be Rad by Deputy~ and Extracts
made of them by Other. 16#-8l B~UNT Glasxogr.,
tract..a brevlate or ab~dgement.
4. A p~sage copied out of a book, manuscript,

etc. ; an excerpt, quotation.
z~ P~Pvs Dia~ 3z July, tHe] brought me up t~i~ ex-

tract out of the Fiande~ letters to day’come, zT~
P~ys:~. Pulxe.~a~ck 337 To gratifie the Curiosity of In-
genious Inquirers I made the following Ext~ct.
21fed. ~L X. t4~ These extracts are long. z~a RAY-
MOSO Statist. AHnes & Mt’~in~ z9~ These.extr~s..might
be still further muhlp]ied.

tranz~ z~7 LY~os Pelham xiit Thor w~% indeed, a
motley congregation ;’ country esquires ; ¢xt~cts from the
unive~itles ; hallway o~ce~, etc.

~. Law. *a. =EsT~ATSD.(0b~.). b.
(see qnot.

~. zoo BLOU~T Law Di&., ~xtrac/~. See E~freatx.
b. t~ ~et of Council in So. ~c~s ~3 ~. VI, c.

Common and ordlnarle Extracts, for every sheet ext~cted,
xlll. sh. illi. d. I~t W. BELL D~ct. La~u ~et.374/t
tract. The term extract, in the law o( S~tland, signifie~
either the proper Written evidence, or warrant on which
diligence or execution on a judicla[ decree may i~ue ; or it
s gn ties a copy, authenticated by the proof o~cer, of a
deed, writing, or other ent~ the principal of which, either
is in a public record, or a transcript of whlcb, taken from
the principal, h~ ~en prese~ed in a public record.
~ct 3~ ~d~t. c. x~. ~68 I~ no Appeal shall have been
taken, the Clerk of the Court may give out the Extract.

, II. e. = Ex~A~lO~ 5. Obj. Cf. OF.
/raltt.

163o B. Io~so~ ~u inn t. v, She shews her ext~ct, and
I honour her for it. t69z W~o ~lt/~. Ox~. II. 7~ Hc

tters were nny way extracted and laid
he ground, nothing would be g~n’d as

,m something of which the thing
taken was a part (J.).

s~M, Sm T. HErnzE’r Tray. 56 They had whole moun-
taines of excellent btacke marble .. out of ~’hich the
lmperiall Palace was extracted and cut out. s6~.. M~LTOt~P. ~. wu. ~9~ I now see .. my self Before me ; woman is
her Name,.ofMan Extracted. z8z8 Crumr Digesl (ed.
llI. ~58 F~eholde~; whose estat~ were a~e~ards ex-
tractedout of the demesnes of the manor.

b. esp. To copy out (a passage in a book, etc.);
also, to make extracts from (a book).

Z~ TOPSELL Four~ B¢~ts (z~3~ ~66 Finding nothing of
substance in him [Gesncr] which is not .. extracted .. by
them. t~ Swl~ Drafter’* Left. iv. X bare thouRht
it p~r to extract out of that Pamphlet a few of thes~
notorious. FaJseb~ds. zT# FgarlaR lau*tr. ~le~ne ii.

~, 1 extract the followln~ passages ~ specimens. ~8~B-9

abridged, extracted nnd even turued into verse.
BAIN ~t,~e$ ~ tat. ,. iv. ! ’3 it will be ~nvenicnt to ex-
tract euti~ the ~ectlon devoted to this ~ubject.

o. Sc. Zaw. To take out a copy of (a recorded
judgement) with a view to execution. Also ~ To
cxt~tforth. Cf. ESTrZAT ~. "

z~ ,~c. Acls ~ax. VI, z77b, Collected .. and extracted
~rth of the Bukes and Reglstcr of t~e Acte~ of.Pa~lla-
ment. t~ [see EXT~A~ ~. 5 b). z~z COLVIL ~A~
~l~C. (17Sl) 94 He forg’d ~cords, nnd them enacted To
fal~ witness, when ext~cted, z~ J. ]~UTHIAN ~n
Proccsz App. ed. ~) ~66 The ~xpence of extracting the.
Protestation. ~8~7 ~H~T Scott xx, The su~lterns, who
.. recorded and ext~cted the decrees of tl.e S,prcme Court.
~ ~ct 3~-3a VLt. c. t~ ~57 Notwithstanding that the
Interl~utor of the ~rd O~inary may have been extracted.
and put to Execution.

a6soL ~t ~ct Sede~nt 4 Jan. ~e~in~, Prohibition
the ~rds against Agents to ~tract, or Extracto~ to agent.
B. To get out (the contents ot any~ing) by force,

effort, or contriva,ce; to take out (anything em-
bedded or firmly fixed). Often with reference to
sur~cal operation~, dentist~, and the like.

~6aB W THga Br;t ~ememb. ~9 Upon Argeir we had a
fai~ deslgne That much extracted from our silver mine.
~5 W~ow~o Nat. ~ist. Eart~ w. ~7~3~ ~t5 The..
mineral Matter.. is .. so diffused ..amongst the cra~er
matter .. that ’twould never ~ p~ible to ~epa~te and
extract it. ~7~ A~U~H~OT Rules of Dist 08 The Stone
in the Bladder is..a mortal Dise~e, if not extracted. ~
G~u Treat. ~ounds I. aro A~er many fruitless attem~t~
to ext~ct an arrow. ~ S. WII.LIAM~ ~H~ I~
of thes~ customs~ w~ that of extracting their ~rds by the
r~ts. ~-~ S. Coor~a ~’rst Lines Su~e~ ted. 5) ~58
Arm~ surgeons., always., extract the ball ~ ~on as
~sstble. ~BM M~wm ~n~l~ in Wales II. t~ One of
the best..an~ in England.. had only been able to ext ract
three of its inhabitants, t~t ~ ~rab. Nl*. I. ~ He
took out a knife, and picked at the lead until he ext~cted
it f~m’ the ~ttle. :~8 L. P. M~namTn Teet~
Fractu~ in attempts to extract teeth, often ex~e the pul~.

b. ~. ; e~. to draw forth (a �onfusion,
etc.~ against a person’s will.

~ N~s~e Lento~ Stu~ Wk~ ~883-4 V. a97 And the~
[by to~ure] eyther t~r htm lim~ from limbe.but bee will
extract some capitall confession from him. ~ M
Co~. cl. Wks. ~8~a-~ I i. 3~8, I had writ s~ner could l have
ext~cted out o~ S~r Phillp..anythlng which I thought
materialL ~5 H. W~L~ Otrantov.(~798,78 Heused
eve~ insinuating..argument to extract her ~nsent.
Ho~g E~e~.day Bk. I. ~t~6 He had extracted the last
ext~�~ble half~nny. ~8~ H’r. M~T~U ~7~ree
ii 93 Nothing could ~ extracted from him relative tohis
former ass~iate~ t~ Tv~a~ Glac. ~. xvL t~ I..tried
to ~tract some direct encou~gement from him.
4. To obtain (constituent elements, juice~ etc.)

from a thing or su~tan~ by suction, pre~nre,
distillation, or any chemi~l or mechanical opera-
tion. Said both of ~onai ~d material agents.
~ Also incr. for r~. (ol, s. rare).
~ P~T ~ll-~o., Chem. C~cL 3 ~e manet ofd~w.

ing, o-" "r extracting of the oiles out of hearbe~ ~6~ B~co~
Syl~a ~ 645 Out of the Ashes of all Plants they extract a
Salt~ which they vse in Medlcln~ ~t F~sc~ D~ai/L
L 065t~ 33 Let the Spirit extract in digestion till no more
feces fall to the bottom. ~ bh~To~ P. L. v. ~5 How the
Bee Sits on the Bloom extracting liquid sweet. ~
SmT, L~at. L97 Distil them with water..till all the
splr ts a~ extracted. ~Bt6 J. Sm~ Panorama So. ~
11.44¢ Filter the liquor wash the sediment with water,
till it ce~es to ext~ct any thing. ~8~ Sow~ t’~ut~.
~3~ When the c~k wanted to extract the salt, he fi~t boiled
tile meat well in milk. ~5 ~re’s Dict. ~rts Ill.
The skins being pr~ent, the wine which is in p~ess o~
formation extracts tannic acid from the skins.

absoL ~65~ Braes N~u DiO. r 79’You la~ur..in extract.
ing after tho manner int~duc’d by Neoterick~



Mr. Bill Moore

4219 W. Olive Ave., #247
Burbank, CA 91505

27 August 1990

Dear Bill:

Thanks for sending the two latest issues of Focus.

I thought the editorial Nevada Nonsense a tad premature and
perhaps smacking of yellow journalism. One of the things I am
most concerned with in today’s urology is the effort of one set
of "experts" to verbally destroy another set of "experts." I
don’t feel that accomplishes very much. If anything, it must
please the folks tasked with keeping the lid on the UFO topic.

This does not say I am convinced regarding everything Bob has
said. I have felt, from day one, and have so statedto Gene
Huff, the possibility is real that Bob has uttered words not of
his own making but rather placed in his head while under the
influence of either drugs and/or hypnosis.

How could Toni Bulloch be Bob’s "partner?" She wasn’t even
tried. You make a point of the sentence of I to 6 years and a
fine of possibly $5,000, Bob received neither. He walks freely.

Bob did have a security clearance at Los Alamos and a W-2 from
both his work at Los Alamos and, as best we can tell, from S 4.
I am attempting to verify this.

Bob Lazar is consistent. His story hasn’t changed one iota. I
find it unfortunate you and others have failed to allow time to
develop his case. In the meantime you make a point of
continuing the Roswell Incident. Bob’s story began a little
over 2 years ago while Roswe]] has run since 1947. Don’t you
think it fair to allow this case to properly develop before you
toss it all aside?

On Tuesday of last week I received a call from Pete Eames of
AFOSI’s special projects office. Pete said there was no "Pajama
Gang." He then asked me about Bob Lazar!!! Curious, no? I
offered nothing, not even recognition of Bob’s sentence.. Pete
has everything needed to probe...far better than I. Let him.
He also said very unkind things about Naval Intelligence; then
he indicated to me that he had been asked to join them. He
called them "clowns." So much for defamation of character
within our professional investigative agencies.

The full story of Bob Lazar is not yet in. My personal feeling
is that he is a true cut above most other folks in urology. He
cares about other people. That quality confounds many of us but
it should also be a clue. I got a kick out of your "trapdoor"
closing paragraph.

I do not agree with you. Nonetheless, I wish you well, Bill.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Bill Moore
4219 W. Olive Ave., #247
Burbank, CA 91505

27 August i990

Dear Bill:

Thanks for sending the two latest issues of Focus.

¯ I thought the editorial Nevada Nonsense a tad premature and
perhaps smacking of yellow journalism. One of the things I am
most concerned with in today’s urology is the effort of one set
of "experts" to verbally destroy another set of "experts." I
don’t feel that accomplishes very much. If anything, it must
please the folks tasked with keeping the lid on the UFO topic.

This does not say I am convinced regarding everything Bob has
sa.id. I have felt, from day one, and have so stated to Gene
Huff, the possibility is real that Bob has uttered words not of
his own making but rather placed in his head while under the
influence of either drugs and/or hypnosis.

How could Toni Bulloch be Bob’s "partner?" She wasn’t even.
tried. You make a point of the sentence of I to 6 years and a
fine of possibly $5,000, Bob received neither. He walks freely.

Bob did have a security clearance at Los Alamos and a W-2 from

both his work at Los Alamos and, as best we can tell, from S 4.
! am attempting to verify this.

Bob Lazar is consistent. His story hasn’t changed one iota. I
find it unfortunate you and others have failed to allow time to
develop his case. In the meantime you make a point of
continuing the Roswe]] Incident. Bob’s story begana little
over 2 years ago while Roswel] has run since 1947. Don’t you
think it fair to allow this case to properly develop before you

toss it all aside?

On Tuesdayof last week I received a call from Pete Eames of
AFOSI’s special projects office. Pete said there was no "Pajama
Gang." He then asked me about Bob Lazar!!! Curious, no?
offered nothing, not even recognition of Bob’s sentence. Pete
has everything needed to probe...far better than I. Let him.
He also said very unkind..t~ings abou~ Naval Intelligence; then
he indicated to me that he had been ask6d to join them. He

.’called them "clowns." So much for defamation of character
within our professional investigative agencies.

The full story of Bob Lazar is not yet in. My personal feeling
is that he is a.true cut above most other folks in urology. He
cares about other people. That quality confounds many of us but
it should also be a clue. I got a kick out of your "trapdoor"
closing paragraph.

! do not agree with you. Nonetheless, I wish you well, Bill.

Sincerely,
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Mr. Bill Moore
22 December 1990

Dear Bill:

Your letter regarding post boxes and ZipCodes of. 19 Dec 90
arrived today.

Let me tell you the strangeness and the pattern of what is
happening. And there is a definite pattern evolving.

When I received the copy of Bob’s 1989 g-2 I began a series of
letters. The first was mailed on 6 September 1990 to the U.S.
Department of Naval Intelligence, Washington, DC 20038. I
included a copy of my membership card for the Aviation/Space
Writers Association and said l was doing a story requiring
historical authenticity and l wanted their help in verifying one
item. l gave the organization name and the Employer
Identification Number as on the W-2. Then I asked if what I
stated was correct.

Mailed it off. It was never answered. EXCEPT the Naval
Investigative Service sent a brochure (This is the NIS) in a
large brown envelope sans cover letter or a personal card. The
metered postage date was 25 September and it arrived at my home
on 28 September 1990. The label on the envelope carried my
total 9 digit Zipcode...as written on my 6 September letter.

On the 29th of September I began a string of letters to NIS
asking why I was sent the brochure. They initiated contact with
me. Prior to 29 September I had never asked them for anything.

On 1 October 1990 1 remailed the 6 September ’90 letter but
added, after the 20038 Zipcode, "(NIC-OI)." That got to Naval
Intelligence Command. I did a return mail receipt on this one.
I have never gotten the return receipt back. Naval Intelligence
Command said they could not verify the EIN. I then asked them,
on 14 October, why they couldn’t identify the EIN. On 19
Ootober- letter date stamp, not post stamp - the NIS contact
said he checked with both Personnel Office and Payroll Office.
Then he gives me the EIN for the Naval Intelligence Command!!
53-O196952...even though the [RS says the EINs should not be
given out!!

More curious: how f~st does Uncle Sam usually respond to our
letters? At best my experience is I0 days and usually more like
3 weeks. I send one on I pctober, the date stamp on his return
is 4 October with a postmark on the envelope of 9 October. l
find that remarkab]e. Someone throwing this dog special
courtesy bones?

There is no question my original 6 September letter is what
prompted the NIS brochure. But to this date they - NIS - have
not said why. Over a month ago l received a letter from Sen.
Cranston that his office would look into this. Nothing from him
either yet.



Bill Moore
22 December 1990

I called IRS in Sacramento. The numbers on Bob’s W-2 - the
prefix 46 - is for South Dakota and those numbers are handled
out of the Ogden, UT, Regional IRS office. I called there.
Charmed the girl to go into her computer and see if the name and
the number are a match or were in her access data. Nope. She

could find neither the name or number. But, she said, that
isn’t the end, call or write Washington/Philadelphia IRS. I
wrote. FOIA. Got the stupid stock answer. I have appealed.

In my office complex is a headhunting firm that specializes in
high technology people. The owner is a good friend. I passed
some of the Lazar info to himand asked he find out what he
could. He has a personal friend locally with the Defense
Contractor Investigative Service (DCIS). (Can you confirm there
is such a thing? Not DIS; DCIS.) Anyway, Larry talks with his
DCIS friend. DCIS guy calls Washington and talks to a higher
up. Larry came to my office Thursday (20 December). His friend
was in a nice conversation with the Washington guy, changed to
questions about Lazar and Larry said the conversation went
cold!! They were not going to talk about Lazar and Larry’s
friend was not to ask any further questions and he was to have
no further comments. Larry said his friend was shaken.

You know what’s happening? They are burying Bob Lazar and
everything about him. Time is on the government’s side.

The NIS is not being straight with me on that brochure. Surely
they can offer an answer. Even a phoney one would be better
than doing nothing.

Bill, I have no intention of cooking up a phoney business entity
to test Lazar. So far the conduct on the Navy side of the house
is more suspect than Bob’s. Secondly, that type of thing is not
my style. I give everyone miles of rope while keeping a very
watchful eye looking for patterns. I don’t like entrapment when
the FBI does it; why should l do it?

The CIA operates "safe houses" in the DC area. Agents come and
go in jeans and sneakers and sweaters and hardly look like
government types. Why not a simple administrative office doing
the same but dealing with the payroll for the S 4 guys? It
might have the 200 prefix as you say. If ! were doing it I’d
have it so fractured and out of visible and logical order it
would make your head swim.

My initial letter sent on 8 September 1990 ended up .at NIS. It
prompted them to send, anonymously, the brochure. On repeated
dunning they have refused to answer why. What can be so
mysterious about a brochure whose cover has a lady NIS agent
pointing a gun at you??!! What was the purpose?
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PHILIP J. KLASS
404 "N" ’ST. SOUTHWEST

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20024

(202| ,554.5901

March 20, 1990

Dear John Andrews:

Have given much thought to the question of who the MJ-12
hoaxer might be--based on motivation, knowledge and style/date-
format--and have also consulted ~y trusty Ouija Board.

Based on the foregoing, in order of decreasing probability,
my list of possible culprits is as follows:

(i) Michel Gorbachev

(2) Margaret Thatcher

(3) Barbara Bush

(4) Dwight D. Eisenhower

(5) Harry Truman

(6) Col. Oliver North

(7) Dr. Donald Menzel

(8) You

(9) Me

(i0) Bill Moore/Jaime Shandera







San Diego, CA 92121



San Diego, CA.92126-1243

Dear John,

Several ltems of lnterest~ recently:

":" "": ~" ’ " " "~ :" "’                                           " ¯ ’ -.:.i "

i. 1952 organlzatlbh~i~ha~tof the NSC, showIng the ~SB as a part
thereof

,(-

2. 14-year-old photocopy of an Orange Count~ Register story
alluding to MJI2 and possibly Menzei ....

3. Your letter to Lee regarding Barry’s meeting with you

4. Telephone conversation with Bob Bletchman (an attorney who
works with M]/FON or CAUS (or both?).

i. If the organization¯ cl~art is genuine (and I have little doubt that
it is) then the PSB would be one of the few Truman "black" projects--a
perfect place to

funnel~UPO-research fundlng--Justlfled by the
potential for panic Inherit in the H-bomb, Korean War, and upcoming

2. The Register ran a series of articles in 1973 entitled "The
C°ntinuing-’1~- Klinn and Branch, the co-authors, did some reasonably
good work regarding UFO in Southern California. I have several of the
original articles, but in 1973 I was more interested in the
"sensational" si~htlngs than in the research and more mundane aspects..
Thi~ does point out, however, what I concluded s~vera~ month,~.~ ago--we
must review all the "old" UFO stuff i~: light of what we know now
because of MJl-~7~quarlus.

inowWithout benefit of ~our letter, and becaus~e of Lee’s closed Incur, h"
THAT’S a swltch) I, too, concluded that the F-XXX "N

K" wasthe subject of di~.:.’ussJ.~, with AFOSI~F~]. i lnt..e~tionali~ c~[tteo
~roJec~ code.S T ... from mv FOIA, bct~~-~-~e~t (t}c~:~i.:.ing ;..ee~

ar:a because r,o~h yoL~ and /.,ee reI’e~,z.e(i
~:o "ST" :Lr~ yOUr FCi/.,

non-,~ob-related se<:t~rSty th..e,t .... Ii"                                      "
believed ~hat the F-ZXX, coUe name, and pro~ect name .~:ould,
revealed, threaten the security of my countr2, I would-
any~hlng un~ll,/un].~.s the data ~ere o,f,cla].ly released. }h)~:’ever, i dc
not ..believe that a.3--man ~eam (Andrewc, Graham, R,~;~ehr) d~Ir~.:. P~rt-~1.me
re~.e, rc..h wi].; "scoop" the Soviet’s and the~.r t~G5 minions. :,’~,
the USAF, e~ al, are upset because our camel ......

,-
~...~eut when t, he-~; back was-turned ¯
~:. -



memoranda with the alm of sollcltlng confirmation of wrl~Ing style;

SUCCESS I

.e (the professor) ciaims th~:t i~"~’~i~~es ~~ere~I,~i’!i~’~le doubt that

HIiienkoetter did write tbe.b~le~~o~ent.as cI~Imed., ~s soon as I
get the go~ professor’ . ¯ ~-~ ~b,~ I II fo~.-, ..~ # to you.

John, I’ve started to become conce~bed that our research is taking us
Into sensitive areas that. ma~ notbe a~pre~lated by some Individuais
and tbelr o~izations. It behooves us aiI to maintain:~tbe strictest
sensitivity to protect a~ainst discIosure of ie~Itimately cIasslfled

tbo~t otberwlse (and I’m certain tbls is t~e"fdr yo~ ~d Lee also) I
wouid bare reported It at once. However sometimes offici~is react with
vigor over Ssupposed~ Infractions. Let’s do aIi we can tO ensure that
our actions and deeds are In the best interest of all �~ncerned. To
date~ I be~e we’ve done tbat~ ~ there Is no question that we wiiI
oontinue to, but an occasional prod beips keep me on my toes!

Wouldn’t it be great If there was Just one individual in our government
who we could trust with our dl.scoverys, who would not re,’:trlct our
ventures unless we really stumbled onto something that w~::; properly
classl.fled, and who would not lead us down false paths?

Oh well, enough lectu~.ing arid dreaming!

Thanks again for the article on the Vatican and~iUFO.
anyi follow-up on it?

Were you planning











Mr. Ben R.Rich
Executive Vice President and G.M. ADP
Lockheed Aeronautical Systems Company
Burbank, CA 91520

28 June 1988

Dear Ben:

This is UFO related..

I.

2.

I am curious about a few thi.ngs.

Have you had any dealings with a Dr. William M. Bird?

Have you had any’dea.lings with the Bird Institute of
Biomedical TechnoloKy?

Have you had any dealings with Bird Space Technology?

Bird has facilities.in Sandpoint, Idaho, and Palm SprinKs, CA.
He owns 9 aircraft including, to make a point, a Helio Courier
on floats, a Beech Baron twin, a Beech Duke twin turboprop, a
Cessna 180 on floats, a couple of helicopters, etc. He is, it
seems, active in search and rescue. His money is derived from
the Palm Springs operation, known as Bird Products Corporation
which, according to a medical Who’s-Who employs 450 people, does
$30,000,000 per year(1988) yet answers phones through an
answering service in Palm Springs rather than their own switch-
board. "Someone will get back to you," is the refrain. In
Sandpoint he is a man of mystery. His seaplane base at Sand-
point is on the Sectional Chart as a public facility...just
don’t attempt to get any services - you are not welcome.
His powerboat there is named Or~anon. The lettering on the side
of the Duke’s cockpit reads The Inalienable RiKht. He often
goes to Russia. To John Andrews Dr. Birdand the whole
operation has a strange smell. Like deep cover fop something
else. I could be wrong. But then again ....

The lake at Sandpoint is .43 miles long(a slight arc), 1200 feet
deep, 61 miles from the Canadian border and. just’above Coeur d’
Alene. It would be fun to find out if Bird’s airplanes have
access to landing rights at Fairchild AFB(SAC) at Spokane. Some
local controller should know that.

Any comments? Your little airplanes are noisy flying around the
pattern at night - noise suppressors removed for training?

Regards,

John Andrews
8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126-1243





Mr. Bill Moore
2 February 1991

Dear Bill:

Your’s of 29 January arrived yesterday.

Good letter and hopefully you and I are on the way to better
understanding.

I’ve elected to end my friendship with Lee. I’ve enclosed a
copy of my letter to him. He has a real, as he sees it, problem
with AFOSI and wants me to join him in "...telling the public
the truth." Lee is on a mission that I place little value on
from my personal standpoint. I’m pleased he has the passion to
joust. He can’t seem to understand I do not share the same
passion for the particular battle he wishes to wage. It is a
war for him and a skirmish for me but he can’t see the
difference nor does he attempt to understand my viewpoint.

The one issue he and myself are truly on different paths with is
the Ben Rich/John Andrews UFO letters. ’Lee is determined to
spread that exchange to the world. I’ve asked him to not do
that. Ben, though retired as head of the Skunk Works, still is
in the shop 3 days a week as a consultant. Ben likes mavericks.
And though he once, in a staff meeting, called me, "That son-of-
a-bitch at Tester," Ben actually likes this maverick. Yes, he
has since called me that.

In September of 1989 Ben called me to visit with him in his
office in Burbank. I spent an hour with him in his closed
office. It was a very personal conversation. I truly, Bill,
admire this man.

Those letters were shared with Lee with the stated provision
they not be spread. Lee then used them in his security battle
(I’m not sure there is one other than the elevated level Lee has
brought it to.    I might be wrong.) with the world of industrial
security. He then wrote a letter to Ben apologizing for
releasing them to the security inner sanctum.

Now he wants to release them to the general public. And I am
opposed to that. This is not yet the time. But, again, Lee is
on a mission and he is not taking my counse] nor giving regard
to my wishes.

Several years ago there was a court case concerning letters.
The court ruled that personal letters are personal property,
are, in essence, common-law copyrighted, and are not public
domain. A law suit and judgement was won on that basis. Lee is
not using good sense.



Bill Moore
2 February 1991

I wish to God someone would talk some sense to him.

Bill, I need no public acknowledgements regarding the MJ/NJ
stuff. Lord, that kind of fame is not important to me. I cited
it in my letter to you as a simple note of the open sharing I
prefer working in. The UFO community is so different from my
aviation buddies. God, I delivered 20 years of U-2 research and
2 boxes of photos, letters, and misc. data to Jay Miller of
AeroFax publications. No charge. No restrictions. No royalty.
He desired my reading of the manuscript prior to typesetting and
advisory. AI] that was done. I’ve a half dozen guys we share
original negatives with. We all appreciate each other and we do
deal in very HOT security stuff. We exercise great restraint
and self-control; judgment if you will. The UFO community is
different. Egos seem to be supreme and/or weaker. ’Drives me
nuts.

Your closing question is interesting. Let me make it clear,
Bill.    I would like a pub]ically recognized person, in a proven
capacity, to write or place on tape (tape done in my presence),
that Bob Lazar is a liar, affix his/her signature, and then
grant me the right to go public with that and use his/her name
as the attributable source. Because then I could lay that on
Bob and Gene and the rest of the community. A comment from the
misty "Falcon" isn’t it, Bill. We’ve got to do better than
hearsay. Dr. Teller has said he "...does not agree with my
thesis." Yet, twice, I’ve asked for a simple one sentence
letter: Bob Lazar is a liar. That letter, with Teller’s
signature, has yet to come. He did autograph my copy of his
book though. And packaged it and sent it back to me! But not
the letter.

Bill, how do we get a handle on Lee? What he is doing is not
good for himself and it is unfair to Ben Rich. The proper time
will come, it isn’t simply isn’t here yet. I too, perhaps even
more than Lee, want to be able to say, "See, friends and family,
what I’ve been saying is true. UFO’s are real." But I do not
wish to go against the personal wishes of a valued contact.

John Andrews

8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126-1243

Encl : Copy Andrews’ ]tr. to Graham of 30 Jan 1991



30 January 1991

Dear Lee:

I repeat: E.O. 12356 does not apply to a civilian without a
clearance. A civilian who receives information, if he does not
know it is classified, can use it in any way he chooses. That
person need not automatically assume the data is classified. I
repeat: E.O. 12358 does not apply to me.

No, I don’t need your Security Office phone number. E.O. 12356
is not a State Secrets Act as exists in England. That is the
difference.

Lee, I seek no credits for info. I am not a pompous ass. I
asked you to not send an FO]A on the info that came to Testor
because it came anonymously in the mail and an FO|A would serve
no purpose. The document was not generated by the government.

Lee, you have forgotten. I did tell you Hennessey had a copy of
my letter to Ben in his pocket. Years ago I told that to you.
All my letters to Ben automatically go to AFOSI. A Col. Troyer
told me that.

You have no formal association with AFOSI and neither do I. Our
situations with AFOSI are the same. Your contact man with AFOSI
was Kerby and now Eames. | haven’t had anything to do with
Hennessey in 3 years and there never was any formalized
situation with anyone from AFOSI. I do not consider their
visits and phone calls a formalized form of contact. Nor do
they.

Your battle, the one you have selected, is with AFOSI. It is
inconsiderate for you to expect me to join that battle. You
have raised it to a level far exceeding its practical value.
The battle has value to you and you only. l suggest you go
fight it. Be a hero; be whatever pleases you. Just don’t ask
me to join in that battle; I view it as non-productive, l have

e~ough of ~X own wars ’, ............. ~-:~.
, l don’t need your s too.

After many calls and much discussion, you refuse to consider my
views and feelings on one key issue. I brought you inside a
friendship. And you won’t respect that. Lee, it is time my
dealings and friendship with you cease. This is difficult
because I had given value to our relationship. Lately there has
been a clear pattern of severely illogical thought on your
part. That lack of rationality has made it impossible for me.
Therefore it is over. And, sadly, AFOS] is the winner again.

Even with that said, I wish you and Marie well.    I wish you no
harm and trust you will prosper. But, right now, I see no way
to repair this.

Sincerely,

John Andrews
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February 12, 1991

I’ll at ri ht t!~t ~~n~ ~lreadln th~~g g .~h ~ ’ ~t. I~_~     ’ g ent
book on the Aleut~n ~’ampaign ~Brian Garfield, "The i000
Mile War", I camel,’ross some~tq~Tfng interesting in unex-

plained phenomena. ~

At i AM on the morning of Monday, July 26, 1943, the strange
"Battle of the Pips" took place between a U.S. Naval task
force and seven "pips" on the radar screens of five major
ships of that force. The navy fired on these "targets"
for some time, as it was a clear night, a rarity in the
Aleutian area. No debris was found, although the targets
were seen to maneuver and change speed on the radar screens,
and the bearings on the pips were virtually identical from
all ships. The pips were also picked up by U.S. aircraft
flying in the area.

After the war, Japanese interviews and records showed that
they had no forces in the area at the time of the "battle",
nor did the Soviets.

The whole thing remains to this day a mystery about which
the navy, even now, is reluctant to discuss.

I
You might want to check on it as it appears to bea possi-

ble 1943 UFO type thlng.’ A good start might be to~.rea~0~ 4/

~r~ ~,t~a~l~ee~t~t~ Se~,l~~t~~,
the Mississippi, New Mexico, Portland, San Francisco and
Wichita record the incident.

Weather conditions for that night were ideal. It was a
clear night, the wind was west at 8 knots, the sky was cloud-
less, with moonrise an hour away, barometer 30.00 and steady,
sea calm, air temperature 52 degrees, water temperature
49 degrees, and the Japanese fleet (the only ships aside
from the U.S. Navy anywhere near the Aleutians on that night)
was 400 miles away. The pips were on a heading of 140 de-
grees and traveling at 17 knots. Upon being fired upon,
the pips changed course to 340 degrees, changinGspeed,
and began zig-zagging at 20 degrees..

The "engagement" lasted 30 minutes, durin~ which all five
previously mentioned ships retained the "targets" on their
radar screens. There were Japanese subs,(I-Boats) in the
area, but only five and on seeing the gunfire immediately
submerged and could not then have been visible to radar
for the ensuing 30 minutes.

(Testimony of Captain Itsuba Ikatura, commander of oneof
the I-Boats, I-2.)
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Mr. Bill Moore
4219 West Olive Av, #247
Burbank, CA 91505

25 February 1991

Dear Bill:

Your’s of 22 February arrived today.

Yes, thank you for the Ben Rich letter assistance with Lee.
will, however, proceed with caution with Lee. The whole
incident threw a warning flag up with me. It is unfortunate.
At a very personal level I truly like the guy but he doesn’t
view things as I might. Or you either for that matter.

No, last week I had no visitors nor any out-of-the-ordinary
phone calls. A fellow researcher, however, has a tail on him.
The tall called two of his friends and let them know where he’s
been the past 2 weeks. The tail was 85% correct. I don’t know
what that is all about but I do think, as a guess, it might be
AFOSI. He has upset AFOSl several times.

The Navy Captain who promised to check out the Lazar W-2 has not
replied yet even though I have the postal receipt signed by him
on 28 January 1991. I did dun him on 23 February for a progress
report. ’Probably received it today.

IRS appeal on the same issue is legally overdue by a week and a
dunning letter is due them. When this is completed I’ll write
that.

Personally, no good reason, but I wonder if this "war" has
something to do with the MJ-12 milieu? It will be interesting
to see if the territory held by the coalition in Iraq moves
slightly up north to include the ancient city of Eridu. Or at
least to hold for a while to allow some anthropological
"research." Once the diggings are done we give it back. The
rebuilding, the firms and the equipment, wil] deserve intense
intelligence watching. The conduct of this "war" is very
strange indeed. Just one of those things in my elderly bones
that is subconsciously gnawing away. Do you have any solid
contacts at Fluor or Bechtel? The Kuwaiti government has
already signed contracts with both firms.

Okay on the blips battle. You can’t research everything. I
know I can’t. So we need to, oh boy .... focus. (Stop laughing,
Moore!!!)

John Andrews
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18 January 1991

OPEN LETTER

Mr. JOHN ANDREWS
8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126

Dear Mr. Andrews:

Sir, I am writing this OPEN LETTER to you as the result of
our last telephone conversation.

I have enclosed (see A) for your perusal a copy of Executive
Order 12356 which as a signer to STANDARD FORM 312, I am
obliged to observe, and having read Executive Order 12356, in
principle and.practice, I can find no reason not to observe
it.

I make note of the fact that Executive Order 12356 prescribes
ALL information that bears a stamp "Top Secret, Secret" and
"Confidential" and makes no provision for individuals who do
not choose to observe this classification status.

I make note of the above fact because of a widening
difference of opinion that is growing between you and I in
this regard.

If you will re~all, you are the individual who prior to 15
September 1987, provided me with the designation of F-II7 in
association with the nickname SENIOR TREND and suggested that
I make a Freedom of Information Act Request for same, which I
did, thus, apparently coming under the watchful eye of the
AFOSI and men like Mr. PETE EAMES.

JOHN, you KNO_~W that I have NEVER asked you to provide me with
classified information on any program, .including the F-II7,
thus, if you knew that the information that you had passed to
me was classified at that time, per your association with the
AFOSI, why did you seek to compromise my securi~ty?

That is NO__~T being straight with me JOHN!

The point being, when I called Mr. PETE EAMES of the AFOSI
about his evading this F-ll7/fiasco with my security
clearance, he stated that he did not obey Executive Order
12356, and now in our recent telephone conversation, you too
told me the same thing, i. e., you do not obey Executive
Order 12356.



JOHN, I canaccept the fact that you have friends in places

who provide you with inside information on the F-If7, SENIOR
CITIZEN, the B-2, etc., information that you would not wish
to share 4ith me because I would share it with others, but
the idea that you would use me to circulate known classified
information is not in keeping with.your claim of being
straight with me.

SIR, if youhave so much disdain for obeying the law, what on
earth is the purpose of your trying to convince me that you
are a person of integrity?

Mr. WILLIAM L. MOORE had the courage to blow the whistle on
the AFOSI for its UFO disinformation policy via Mr. PAUL
BENNEWITZ. How far will you permit the AFOSI to go, before
you publicly blow the whistle on your association with Mr.
PETE EKMES and his lies?                                        --

JOHN, I do O~ appreciate being involved in this tug of war
for my friendship between you and BILL MOORE for first place
in the crashed-saucer story, i. e., he backing "Falcon" and
you backing BOB LAZAR.

You claimthat I am "to close to Bill" for you to provide me
with the information you.are gathering on BOB LAZAR-

Fine, BILL claims that he has (like LAZAR) been to Groom
Lake, Nevada as a guest of some Agency of the United States
Government. He, thus, should be capable of finding out from
that Agency if Mr. LAZAR’s crashed-saucer/S-4 story is true.

Instead of denying to me that you believe that BILL has been
to Groom Lake, take it upon yourself to contact BILL and ask
him to prove it to you. Be straight with yourself!

In this regard, since under scrutiny Mr. LAZAR’s testimony
falls apart, your avoidance of BILL, is leading me to believe
that you may be the chief individual for sponsoring LAZAR, i.
e., providing him with contrived information which later
turns up as his alleged personal experience. Don’t try and
convince me that I am wrong in this M_~Y (own) hypothesis.
Convince the others of the UFO community that you are not
involved with LAZAR in coaching him!

JOHN, you have USE____~D my friendship as a sort of tool to keep
me silent about the ANDREWS/RICH letters. I do not believe
that is fair to the American public.

Permit the following observation-

Please correct me if I am mistaken, but you led me to believe
that the drawing you made in this letter (see enclosure B),



dated "23 October 1989") to "Ben Rich" was o£ a vehicle that
was witnessed by BOB LAZAR at Groom Lake, Nevada.

Now, you are trying to tell me that this thing is your
creation, circulated in an attempt to discover if someone has
seen something like it. Circulated JOHN, when you don’t want
me to circulate the ANDREWS/RICH letters? I do not believe
in double standards from you JOHN, one for GEORGE KNAPP via
JOHN LEAR, another for Graham just because Graham doesn’t
give it to those JOHN wishes to share it with. Facts/truth
are/is not the same as those who contrive to create it the
way they Want it, and more often than not, those who
contrive, get exposed for their contrivance.

Your very unwillingness JOHN, with the ANDREWS/RICH letters,
yet your protectiveness of BOB LAZAR, has led. me from
conscience to make a deci.sion. I will.share the ANDREWS/RICH
letters with the Board of Directors of Fair Witness to see if
they are of value. You have every right to make an
appearance and explain why you do not wish them to be
published. And, I would hope, that you would contact Mr. BEN
RICH and ask him for a letter to our Board explaining why he
would not wish the letters to be published. You see JOHN, I
am straight with you!

Sincerely,

Lee M. Graham
526 W. Maple
Monrovia, CA
91016



23 January 1991

Dear Lee:

I arrived home today after a 6 day trip and found your package
and your letter of 18 January 1991.

Lee, you are reading a lot of incorrect things into what is
going on. You are making those huge jumps in logic again and it
is wrong. Not Only is it wrong but you are hurting yourself in

the process.

Executive Order 12356 applies to information and documents which
have originated within the government and is a guide for persons
within that structure.

E.O. 12356 has no valid binding on me or any other unbriefed and

uncleared civilian.

I provided you with the F-If7 and Senior Trend business when the
two terms came into my possession. I was not told they were
absolutely true and authentic nor was I told by the source the
designations were classified. I assumed they could have been
but I didn’t know with certainty. I sent the stuff to you
because you did show interest in the topic. So I sent it. I
also included the terms in a letter to Ben Rich.    It was a copy
of that letter that Barry Hennessey had in his pocket when he
visited with me on that fateful day of 15 September 1987.

In your letter you implied I have an "association" with AFOSI
and that I possibly was seeking to compromise your security.
both counts you are wrong. My association with AFOSI is the
same as yours. The exception being that you hold a security
clearance and I don’t. I was once offered a security
clearance. I turned it away. I don’t want a clearance. It
would hamper me and not help me. Clearances put you under
someone’s thumb.

On

How many times have you and I talked about your extensive
writing of FOIA requests? You worry about your security but you
insist on writing the FOIA requests while knowing you must keep
your clearance. There are times to write FOIA requests and
there are times not to. The times not to are on current
programs which we might suspect exist. The writing of the
request is a red flag to people such as AFOS|. They can’t
legally come down hard on me but they sure as beck can come down
hard on you with veiled threats related to your job.

Barry Hennessey, in his 15 September 1987 visit, never told me
that F-117 and Senior Trend were c]asslfied. He did ask me to
refrain from using the terms openly but he never told me they
came under under one of the 3 classification levels cited in
E.O. 12356. And, further, as I have told you, he never asked me
to sign a Standard Form 312. In my case I wouldn’t have even if
he had asked.
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I did not seek to compromise your security, Lee.
straight.

That i s

But I also learned in the process of all this that you go
charging ahead like a blind bull once you hear something. So
I’ve taken you out of my loop. Not for my sake, Lee, but for

your’s. If you won’t use good judgment relative to your own
clearance then someone else must.

I do not obey E.O. 12356 because it does not apply to me. It
simply does not. If Pete Eames said he does not obey .the Order
then that is his problem and, indirectly, your’s I suppose. Ask
your respected security advisers if E.O. 12356 applies to a
civilian who does not have a clearance.

I don’t "want" you to circulate classified information, Lee.
What a silly ass thing for you to even say. It is you who wants
to circulate the information via the hope of obtaining
confirmation with an FOIA. ON CURRENT PROGRAMS THAT WON’T WORM.
IT WILL RAISE A RED FLAG. KNOW IT!!!

Lee, don’t be involved in a "tug of war." One, it isn’t a war.
Two, ! didn’t realize until now that you viewed it as such. l
understand Bill. He simply isn’t the type of researcher l have
worked cl.osely with before. I’ve told him that (which may
surprise you). And Bill has told me, in reply, he is close to
the vest because he has gotten badly burnt, l can understand
that also. Lee, there ain’t no tug of war.    l don’t care for
Bill’s style; it isn’t mine. I honestly hope it works for him.
Just let mine work for me. Be a friend to him. Or be a friend
to me. Or remain a friend to us both. Your choice~ And if you
think I’m going to fight over friendships you are wrong again.

Bill does not have to prove to me that he has been to Groom
Lake. Whether he has or has not is not a critical factor. ]
don’t think he has. That does not mean he has "to prove it" to
me. | hope he hasn’t. | turned away an offer of a security
clearance because accepting it would place me under someone’s
thumb. Bill can do as he choses. If he was to Groom then he is
under someone’s thumb.

Now, for the biggest piece of nonsense in your letter: "...that
you [me] may be the chief individual for sponsoring LAZAR."

One, no one has said I was coaching him. (l’m not.) I have no
need to "convince" anyone of anything, Lee. For what purpose?
Also, I’m not sponsoring Lazar. What do you mean when you use
the word "sponsoring?" Lee, l never provided Lazar with
contrived information. Whatever Lazar did happened on his own
and long before l ever talked with him. Whatever stew he has
made he did on his own. Bring your friendly Bible and I’II
place my hand on it.
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You’ve got another thing ali twisted. One, the drawing is

something, rodone by me to Rich, that was done originally by Bob
and given me by a third party. Circulated? Circulated, Lee?
Get off it. ONE original to Ben. ONE copy to you. That’s the
level of circulation done by me. Next question: what has been
the extent of your circulation of the drawing?

I am not protecting Bob Lazar!!! I’m simply not yet sharing the
research just yet. That’s all. And Bill and I have ta~ked
about this. Has it occurred to you the research may just

possibly shoot Bob down? It is on-going, Lee. It will all come
out. But not yet and not in bits and pieces.

What is this business about double standards? One for GEORGE
KNAPP via JOHN LEAR...etc. Explain that. l really don’t know
what you are talking about.

Tho Andrews/Rich letters were shared with you because, at the

time, I thought you would be interested in them and that you
could be trusted with them. I have always felt the letters were
reinforcement of what we all have thought to be true. They are
in the same value category as the Sarbacher letters. I asked
Ben, at the time Bill was releasing the MJ-12 pages, if I could
publical|y release our private exchange.    I asked that of Ben -
without prompting from either you or Bill - because I felt the

letters would reinforce Bill’s effort. Ben called me and asked
I not release them...at least not yet. That still stands. I’m
as eager as anyone to release them. Frankly, I think there is
even more within the walls at Lockheed~ But, Lee, if a source
gives you something that supports your beliefs - and Ben is in
support of our beliefs - and then against his will we throw all
that stuff out to please ourselves, we then lose any future help
Ben may give. Sarbacher is dead; Ben Rich isn’t.

Good judgment and good sense is required. Discussion is
required. Your point about my contacting Ben again relative to
release of those letters is valid. I will do that. But we, all
of us, must~ give his wishes proper value.

No need for me to drive up. A copy of this goes to Bill. I
trust Bill’s good sense even though I do not always agree with
his research style. I simply, Lee, do not have this Messianic
drive to educate and inform the unwashed public as you do.

I think you seeintrigues where none exist~and for whatever
reason you’ve thrown me into some Devil’s Camp. It is not true
as worded in your letter. Not true at all.

And I, personally, am very saddened by your words. Not for what
they say to me but rather for what they say about you.

Regards,

cc: Bill Moore{
Ron Regehr{

And that is all. THIS is not
an "open letter." None of mine are.





Mr. Bill Moore
4219 West Olive Ave,
Burbank, CA 91505

24 January 1991

Dear Bill:

#247

Your’s of 21 January arrived today.

I was away on an extended trip and found Lee’s missive here on
my return and then your’s follows in a day. I quickly answered
Lee’s and I shall quickly answer your’s.

I believe the second paragraph on page 3 of my letter to Lee,
and which you were copied on, states my position on the Lazar
thing rather clearly. And, fortunately, was stated before the
arrival of your letter, Bill.

I will restate one sentence in that paragraph here. It should
be emphasized: "Has it occurred to you the research may just
possibly shoot Bob down?"

It would appear that sentence should clarify and wave off all
those attacking birds of "...convenient paranoia..." which have
been ascribed to be in my presence. I will never understand,
Bill, how a man with your great skills as a psychologist and the
ability to identify illness so quickly in others, is not wealthy
and thriving in a metro complex as large as Los Angeles where
those very skills are so needed.

Because of my bulldog handling of the NIS conduct, NIS has
modified the manner in which it sends out the brochure it sent
to me. A cover letter will be included to all that brochure is
sent to. I have that in a letter signed by a Navy Captain
within NIS. He has admitted their policy was bad. So much for
that. Little deeds done are better than big deeds planned.

On Lazar. I really have the feeling that no one gives a hoot
whether I am going off the deep end. In the UFO area there are
scores of folks who have done that. No, it really gets down to
the fact that I have elected to run alone on this one and to
exclude a number of folks who have been longtime friends.

I will continue to do that until the ugly end of this matter.
And that appears, to me, to be coming fairly soon. At that time
a full presentation will be made to all of you. But not until
then.

I will restate my position on Lazar: This is an interesting
case. No one in a position of authority within the government
has said Bob is a liar and affixed their name to a document.



Bill Moore 2 24 January 1991

Dr. Teller, with whose office l have had. lengthy correspondence
and whom Bob has implicated, has not provided a letter, simple
one sentence stating that what Bob has said is a lie, with Dr.
Teller’s signature. I will not deal in hearsay as a culmination
in research. I want names, I want signatures, I want dates.
That takes time and it takes relentless followup. I happen to
do that well. I do it best alone without others throwing mud in
the water. In this case, that is my choice.

I’ve not kept any of you from Bob Lazar. I haven’t shielded
him. I haven’t coached him.    I haven’t "sponsored" him.

The only thing I have done is treat him as a human being, have
treated him fairly and have given him great latitude. I have
applied the Golden Rule to my conduct, consistently, with him
and with all of you. I expect that in return.

My international travels taught me long ago to not be quick to
pass judgments on other people and other cultures because they
are different. Bob is different.

Bill, many years ago, shortly after we first met I had an
interesting phone conversation with a very good friend of mine
and excellent aviation researcher (just saw him this past
weekend). He told me of a contact who had been based at Sinop,
Turkey, with a radar unit. The contact said they sent their
radar tapes with UFO contacts to "NJ-12." I heard it on the
phone as N_J-12. I gave that to you early in the game, long
before "MJ-12" and I gave it openly, no strings attached.
Later, along comes Bill Moore and Jaime with MJ-12 documents.
might have joined the throngs who have made an effort to
discredit you and said, "Shit, Moore’s a liar, I told him about
NJ-12 years ago and he generated the MJ-12 documents and the
roll of film!!" Have you noticed I’ve not said one word
publicaIly about NJ-12 to your opponents? I might have. I
didn’t. I don’t muddy someone else’s research water. Don’t
muddy mine.

Lazar sits up there in Las Vegas. There is no fence around him
that I have erected. He talks with whomever he chooses and when
he chooses. We all began in the same place with Lazar. The
difference is a few may have made some stupid premature remarks
that closed their access.

I will go this route alone. At the end I will tell all I’ve
learned. But no£ until then.

The only thing I take personally in your letter, Bill, is the
line that reads: "Why do you deliberately seek to shie]d him
from competent inquiry and investigation?" Go investigate, damn
it!! As I said there is no fence around him that I’ve erected.



Bill Moore 3 24 January 1991

I think you and Lee are angry with me because I won’t cooperate
with your efforts in the Lazar thing. That’s okay. That is my
choice. I made it early on and I made with justifiable reason.
Then you toss in the words "...competent inquiry..." Cute,
Bill. Cute.

Let me tell you something. My incompetent inquiries have had me
in the doghouse with CIA, FBI, AFOSI and Lord knows who since
1959. I’ve made major contributions to respected aviation
writers for many years and they have given me many credits
within their own books. My incompetent inquiries have had the
"boys in the basement" in the Pentagon "go ballastic" several
times.

You were pleased to have my incompetent N_J-12 info and when Lee
many years ago gave me a residential address in Minneapolis to
check out and the answer came back in 3 days you were amazed at
the incompetence.

So don’t give me any snotty snivelling bullshit about
incompetent inquiry and paranoia in an effort to change my
style. Don’t, Bill, insult my intelligence. How can my
incompetence prior to your letter turn to competence once I open
up to you on Lazar following the letter? And if Lazar is so
easily and obviously, to use the words in your letter, "...Lazar
is an absolute flake who is not to be trusted under any
circumstances..." well, Bi]|, why are you bothering? And, a
correction, ] never said those who have listened to him have no
right to dissect him and his claims. ] said I would not join
you in that effort. I’ ] l do it on my own and I am.

Of late I’ve had many calls from investment brokers selling "oil
investment opportunities" over the telephone. I give them the
courtesy of listening.    I then ask them what their persona] net
worth is. They ask why do I ask that? I say I never buy
investments or take financial advice from anyone whose net worth
is less than my own. I’ve had 3 of them hangup following that
exchange.

What’s going on here, with all of us, is a deal in intellectual
net worth. Gentlemen, I go alone on this particular trip. And
with no apologies.

John Andrews

8180 Santa Arminta
San Diego, CA 92126-1243

cc: Lee Graham; Ron Regehr
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Dear Editor

January 20, 1991

I have been pondering forsome time just why the field of UFOlogy
has d~veloped so little over the years. I used to think that this

was more the result of internal factors rather than external ones.
Not any more however do I believe this to be true. As I delve
deepeK’ and deeper into this particular field I see more and more
evidence accumuating that points in the direction that the slow
development of UFOlogy is due in the main to external factors
operating beyond the control of those in the UFOlogical field.
The development of all fields of endevors have their own particular
internal.problems yet they manage to develop nevertheless.

As I work my way back through the historical literature I have come
to realize that the work of some of the early researchers such as
Mr. Olavo Fontes was of high quality and led in the direction
of field propulsion technologies associated with UFO’s. This
direction of research was latter followed up later by very
Qualified people such as Alan Holt,Frederick Alzofon, Henery
Montieth, Stanton Friedman all having been involved with high
thechnology. I also find it very interesting that many of the
top players in this field both skeptic and believer have connections
with high technology and classified government work.

It seems to me that these highly qualified people fit into two
catagories, i. Those who know what they are talking about and
are telling the truth. 2. Those who know what the truth is yet
are working very digently to disrupt and distract, and contain
the UFO field within certian parameters fixed by some outside
source external to the field of UFOlogy. These highly educated
clever illusionists obviously have a agenda that does not include
the truth. They are no dummies and know exactly what they are
doing. Their arguments don’t hold up under scrunity and are
continiously generated to distract from the real issues.

The real issues being the highly classified reverse engennerring
of UFO technologies expecialy field propulsion systems. Secondly
communications and interactactions with the occupants which if
it became widely known would severly disrupt the status quo of
the special interests worldwide that essentialy control world
affairs democracy not withstanding.

I believe the people of the world and UFOlogy in particular have
been under psylogical attack in a sucessfull attempt to contain
and control the UFO field within certian parameters. The special
interests, elites are responsable for this hostile action against
the peoples of the world. "Those responsible for carrying out these



actions are the psylogical warefare departments of our government.
I summit that the field of UFOlogy has been under psylogical attack
by these elements within government for the last 40 years.
The result being is that the field of UFOlogy has been devestated
by a attacker and a attack that is not even known to exist.
If one does not even know he is under attack there is realy no defence.
I would ask the reader to envision what a attack upon a field
of en~evor would be like and to envision the end result? Would
the present state of UFOlogy then fit this?

If the reader has got this far with me then what can we do about this.
First o’ne has to be aware one is under attack. Second one must
understand the nature of the attack and idenify the ones within
and without the field who are the operatives. One must learn from
a adversary thus I would suggest background checks and security
checks of the main players in the field of UFOlogy to see if connection
can be found in the backgrounds with field technologies and
communications with UFO occupants and the nations spy network.
Slowly but surely we could put together a picture of the attackers
and their means of operation. Thirdly we must counter attack
and even if the adversary seems formidible one must realize that
the adversary is operating on constitutional quicksand and may
be easly undermined that is their greatest weakness.

How can UFOlogy progress if such a thing as this is going on?
What importance is evidence if the evidence and perceptions of
UFOlogists are being modif’ied to the agenda of the government?
I firmly believe all things considered that we have Magicians,
illusionists in our mist operating under the cover claiming to
be legimite UFO researchers. I th~nk the informed reader might
have a few ideas of who these operatives are.

It is hard for the truth seeker to realize that their are folks who
have agendas other than truth on their minds. However I feel
that the truth seeker must idenify and remove obstacles to the
truth and well as seek out truth. It would do the truth seeker
well to study the Magicians art and science of illusion, deception,
diversion and distraction. After all the military has done this
well. They realize that if a enemy cannot locate a target then all
the firepower in the world does them no good. If they can make
a aircraft carrier dissapear on a trip across the atlantic ocean
it should be relatively easy for th~ to make the UFO disapear
under the noses of the general public.

It should be no supprize that code names such as MAGIC are used.
Should we not take a hint from the MJ 12 documents and start idenifying
the Donald Menzels of UFOlogy before they die. Would not Carl
Sagan be a likely replacement for Mr. Menzel? HOw about good
old Phill Klass wouldn’t it be interesting if in a little background
check we were to find that Bill Casey was a old friend of his?
To get a little early background on Carl Sagan I would suggest
the reading of Frank Edwards book Flying Saucers Serious Buisness.
This book gives some early background of SETI and Carl.



Recently Supreme commander Moseley seems to have been getting under
the skin of o~r friendly Mr. Klass. Seems Moseley inherited a

little money a,nd in the process of his investigations Klass said;

something abou~.t "A fool and his money are soon parted" Does
friendly old K~lass have fangs?

In summary I believe that UFOlogy has been under continous attack
by elements within our government that use psylogical warfare
techniques to supress theUFO movement and to keep it within
certian parameters. I believe if the UFO movment were to develop
naturaly we would soon get to the truth which would be very damaging
to certian economic, political and religious interests worldwide.
These interests have their own selfish agendas and a interest in
maintaing the status quo. These special interests are not so interest,
in the world as a whole but what they can get out of it to maintain
their particular lifestyles at the expence of all society.
Higly respected Edward Ruppelt said very early on the industrialists
were getting special secret briefings not availabe to the public.
NOw isent that interesting. NOw these special interests have enlisted
the help of the inteligence community and military war departments
to attack the UFO movement that is seen as a very real threat to
them. Thus the war with UFOlogy was begun 40 years or so ago and
we don’t even realize we are under attack. I think it is about time
we all got our act together.to take out the trash.

Jr.
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