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f we're lucky, at least one semi-
nal work on UFOs is written
each generation. UFOs and the
National Security State is the book
for this generation, one that come
PRt T t5 what has
happened in this complex and
obfuscated field. In the late 1980s,
the only equally UFO-enlightening
works at the time were Barry
Greenwood and Larry Fawcett’s
Clear Intent, Tim Good’s Above
Top Secret, and David Jacobs’ The
UFO Controversy in America. Still
available here and there but little
discussed by researchers were Don-
ald Keyhoe’s various books, includ-
_ing his (once again, my opinion)
most important book, The Flying
Saucer Conspiracy.
There was, however, no all-inclu-
‘sive history of the subject.
Researchers today don’t have a clue
as to what transpired within the
-UFO field during the last 50 years or
so. In my frequent speaking engage-
ments, I will ask the audience for a
show of hands to indicate if they’re
aware of certain things as I speak.
For example, gpe o{the Inostianeas-

(BALUEQ ggs in American histo-

ry involved the Washington, D.C.,

overflights that began in Jul

1952. If anyone in the audience even
ows about this incident, they

- think the flap took place over one or

two weekends. They're unaware

that in 1952, this fl

shockins }o the power establish-
ent and media, it forced the Penta-

-

gon to hold the largest
press conference since
the end of the Second
World War, in an effort to
diffuse the story. Actual-
ly, these incursions took
place over three week-
ends, and the last one,
by the way, was

the largest, took place -
at the beginning of Aug-
ust and was almost )
completely unknown.
In other words, it was
“covered up” by the military and
intelligence services of this country.
It was the American public that
was again bamboozled.

UFOs and the National Security
State tempers some of the pain of

this continuing dﬁ' on. Histori-
answ a and unbiased

_look at histary cannot dispute how

deeply the military and intelligence
communities have always been in-
volved with UFOs. Many of us that
lived through the 1950s and 1960s
grew up watching in “real time”
events that today are legendary
(the building of the Berlin Wall; the
Bay of Pigs invasion in Cuba). Yet,
how many have wondered how
the UFO subject stacked up against
these “real world” problems?

Like others, I had suspected that
somewhere in the mix, if UFOs
were real— and I had no doubt of
that—then something that would
impact national security like UFOs
must have been considered by mili-
tary/intelligence. No one had ever
connected the dots before, and cer-
tainly the people sitting in the Pen-
tagon and in Langley, Virginia,

were very glad of that. But no more.

- The dots have now been connected.

Author Richard M. Dolan was
born in 1962 and attended Alfred
University, earned a scholarship to
Oxford, and then just missed outon a
Rhodes Scholarship. He did his grad-
uate work at the University of
Rochester, where he focused on Ger-
man and Soviet studies. He then
moved on to American Cold War
diplomacy before he decided to leave
academia. Dolan then became self-
employed as a business writer. -
Around 1994, he encountered UFOs
on the Internet. As he states,
“Around 1994, the UFO problem -
began to interest me. I had always

‘possessed an average level of interest

in the subject. I owned exactly one

- book on it, and caught an occasional

documentary on television. In other
words, I knew nothing of value

.whatsoever about the problem of

UFCs, very much like most people.”
So instead of wondering about it,
Dolan went looking for answers
himself. Throughout 1995 to 1997,
he compiled a huge bibliographic
database. The information was
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almost overwhelming, but Dolan
had an acquaintance to assist him
with locating old and out-of-print
books. Jumping into the database,
Dolan started preparing a detailed
chronology of relevant events. At
that point, he realized he had
gathered much more material than
n@eded for a book on the subject,
anpd went out to write it.

} Everyone interested in this vital
subject needs to read this book
and add it to their library! It has
been about 25 years since the pub-
lication of The UFO Controversy
In America, and with the possible
exception of Above Top Secret,
there has not been another work
that could even come close to this
massive and fascinatingly detailed
accounting of UFOs and the mili-
tary-industrial complex. Dolan has

chaired by Dr. Edward U. Condon.
One of the most controversial
events in the 50-plus years of the
phenomenon, this flawed study
stands as a milestone in govern-
ment duplicity. It was billed in the
1960s as an independent, “honest”
study of the UFO quegtion, except
that it was paid for with funding
from the United States :Air Force.
One of the most telling points of
the entire Condon study contro-
versy was the “Low memoran-
dum.” Robert Low was the com-
mittee’s project coordinator and
seemed to provide most of the pro-
ject’s direction. Condon spent only
about half his time engaged with
the study. The memorandum was
written by Low prior to the pro-
Erssamend S
urston

E. Manning, the universi-

There has always been a thick

strain of schizophrenia in the
military/intelligence community
when UFO0s are discussed.

performed a ntal servi
to the field with its publication: © *
What makes this book so vitally
important is the way the author
interweaves the formation of our
national security state with the
often-illegal activities that the intel-
ligence and military services were
conducting. Equally fascinating is
that while these activities were on-

going, the UFO phenomenon was

constru 1ts own web ol dece

e There e

nological recounting of events @

and individuals from 1941 t01973. ¢
Over the years, agazine

has run numerous pieces on his-

torical events that have dotted the

UFO landscape. A little over a

year ago, we took a look at the

University of Colorado UFO study
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ty’s Vice President and Dean of
- Factilties, and Dr. E. James Archer,
Dean of the Graduate School.

In the memorandum, Low
wrote, “the trick would be to
describe the project so that, to the
public, it would appear a totally
objective study, but to the scientific
community would present the
image of a group of nonbelievers
trying their best to be objective but
having an almost zero expectation
of finding a saucer.” The plan also
included not &oina after %e “best
cases.” but zeroing in on the peo-
Fl'e-rﬁ‘aking the reports. There's
nothing new in this sordid bit of
UFO history; this information has
been known for years. What is
new, however, is the amount of
research author Dolan conducted

¢
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. on Robert Low. Quite frankly, I

was amazed to read on page 112,
as Dolan was outlining what the
CIA was up to in 1949:

“Another interesting sidelight to
CIA activities of 1949, which indi-
rectly concerns UFOs, featured the
country of Albania. That year the
CIA took over the ambitious
British effort to build a sizable
resistance movement there. Wisner
[Frank Wisner, later CIA Opera-
tions Chief] organized and

_ manned the operation. His first
* choice was a young man named
i Robert Low (his second, inciden-

y, was future New York Yan-
kees president Michael Burke).
Low became infamous twenty
years later for his manipulation
and sabotage of the University of
ma'a'(#;'oject to Investigate
OFOs, Kiown as the Condon
Committee.”

Okay, but is this the same
Robert Low? According to Con-

don Committee member David
Saunders, Low had been a combat

intelligence officer during WW II,

was honorably discharged in
1946, and earned a masters degree
from Columbia University in
1948. All indicators point to this
being the very same Robert Low.
By the way, the CIA’s Albanian
operation failed “miserably”
according to author Dolan and the
official records. One huge factor
responsible for the failure was the
involvement of British double
agent Kim Philby, himseif a leg-
end in intelligence lore.

From the beginning, there has

always been a thick straip of
%%h&hr-;rng;ew ent in the
VIO e military/intelli-

gence community when UFOs are
discussed. All official pronounce-
ments on the subject proclaim
there is nothing to the reports of
flying saucers, or anything that
would affect national security. But
look how Major Donald Keyoe (or
Frank Edwards or Admiral
Roscoe Hillenkoetter) was treated
when attempting to jump-start
congressional hearings on

the enigma back in 1959-60.
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Deceit, deception, and the high-
level “black” nature of the phenom-
enon was apparent in government
attempts to “set up” both Keyhoe
and NICAP in order to embarrass
him and the organization. Does
anyone seriously believe that this
type of activity would have been
launched if Keyhoe were not viewed
as dangerous? Regarding a report
from 1961, Dolan writes:

“More information slipped out
from unmanageable sources. In
November 1961, Wilbert Smith was
speaking at length in an interview
with two Ohio UFO researchers, C.
W. Fitch and George Popovitch. He

reiterated that he had handled ‘quite
a bit’ of g& h’a‘xﬁme ang some

very strange metal,” which had been
Tecovi around July 1, 1960. Smith
said, ‘Weare s g that what

we have is a portion of a very large
device which came into this solar
system . . . we don’t know when.. ..
but it had been in space a long time
before it came to Earth; we can tell
by the micrometeorites embedded
in the surface. But we don’t know
whether it was a few years ago—or
a few hundred years ago.” Smith also
said that he had shown his friend
and fellow NICAP board member
Admiral H. B. Knowles a piece that
had been shot off of a sﬁﬂ?ing
saucer near Washington during the
July 1952 flap, and which had been
oan: briefly by the US. Air
Force. Smith emphasized that it was
- not the American Air Force, buta
continued on page 80
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continued from page 77

small group very high up in the
ST e T ET UFO
polcy.

Who in their right mind would ™
believe that any government—but
especially the American govern-
ment, with Pearl Harbor fresh in

| their minds—would ignore or fail
© to consider unknown objects flying
- around in the sky with impunity, to

be of the very highest national
security concern? How do we even
know these events took place? Mili-
tary and intelligence documents re-
leased under the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act are filled with reports
like this. Reports were cleared just
for Keyhoe back in the very early
1950s, and over the years many for-
mer servicemen have come forward
and talked. Oh, yes—the events,
the phenomenon is real.

But now I'm going to share a
secret with you, one that took me
many.years to fully understand and
one that, unfortunately, many oth-
ers will have to learn for them-
selves. For anyone out there who
believes that all it will take for
mainstream science to finally sit up
and take notice is just the right
UFO case or just the right photo,

years older than our entire solar

~system, a fact not often discussed.

It is rather strange that after the
Apollo program was shelved, the
United States waited 25 years bef-
ore finally sending another photo-
graphic mission to the Moon. The
Naval Research Laboratory, an arm
of the Department of Defense,
directed the Clementine mission, in
which the lunar surface was com-
pletely re-photographed and
mapped. Reportedly about two
million photos were taken at very
high resolution. Amazingly, very
few of those photographs were .
ever released. Was DoD looking for
something, perhaps like the sort of
changes that have been seen on the
Moon over nearly two centuries of
recent history? @

N

—a
document or testimony—well, get
ready.

The secret has always been . . !
POLITICS!
UFOs are not scientific, they are ‘

ég%ffa" T This 15 exaEﬂy where other
isunguished researchers got it
wrong, and Keyhoe and NICAP
got it right! With the implications
that UFOs bring to the table, it was
pre-ordained that they would only
land behind the black door of the
military/intelligence/industrial
complex, and never at the door of
science. If the government early on
recognized that they were confront-
ed with technology hundreds or
even thousands of years beyond
what we had available, thent_hig
could never be admitted to the
erican public or world at large.

The im’glications of being “discov-
ced beings were just

” y a
ember what has happened

in our own Earthly history every
time an advanced culture has “dis- -
covered” a more primitive one—

the “primitives” have been
e T Teto7eT bvena
ocument prepared by the
Brovkings Institute for the then-
Ee'vmﬁsrpmmhis out.) What
would happen to our earthly cul-

ture and civilization if we learned
that alien beings were not only here

fight them
and probably still is, a very friaht-

emns thoug&t,
ustively footnoted, thor-

oughly indexed, this is the seminal
work for this research generatiop.
ever a
read, must have” book on the sub-
ject, s and the National Secu-
rity State is it. I promise you that
once you've read it, you'll never
view the subject %f UFO:s or the
American military/intelligence
establishment in the same light
again. i

but also “unfriendly,” and there
was N0 power on érth thatcould
t to have been;-

[-Don Ecker

Move information on Richard Dolan’s
book can be found at www.keyhole
publishing.com
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MAY, 1960—Deceptive photo furnished to the press, of the U-2 bearing fictitious NASA markings to support CIA cover

story for Francis Gary Powers, the U-2 pilot shot down over the Soviet Union.

In the version we were allowed to
read, Haines made two basic points.
The first was that, although the CIA
was concerned about UFOs until

.the early 1950s, it has since “paid
only limited and peripheral atten-
tion to the phenomena.” Second,
Haines stated that from the mid

1950s until the end of the 19603,
“more of alleged UFO
sightings i the United States were
actually of classified and/or experi-
mental aircraft such as the U-2 or
SR/T spy pIanes. People saw such
unfamiliar aircraft and assumed
that they were even more unfamil-
iar. The CIA was interested in all
this, since citizens were seeing their
aircraft. The Air Force's Project Blue
Book knew all about this, too, and
aitempted to hide it with explana-
tions that discerning people could
tell were absurd. While Blue Book's
motives were understandable and

G3

NASA DRYDEN FLIGHT RESEARCH CENTER

—




even laudable, the result was a
loss of public credibility in its
ability and integrity.

These were important state-
ments. They appeared to set the
record straight by making a cer-
tain admission—that the CIA and
Air Force had misled EEE Eublic
about UFOs. The conspiracy theo-
Tists seemed to be right—at least a
little bit. But the actual explana-
tion to the UFO mystery, wrote
Haines, was much more mun-
dane than the fantasy of alien vis-
itation. That is, UFOs did exist—
they were sit\ply classified, and
often experimental, aircraft.

It is sad buf true that the great
masses of this world are led
around by a ring in their collective
nose. Perhaps there is solace
knowing that it has always been

-} example, covered Haines’ story
§ without critical commentary, as did
most mainstream publications. The
effect was quite profound. By the
end of the summer of 1997, Haines’
explanation of the UFO phenome-
non had essentially become the,
standard one. So let us review in
mmt he actually said.
Consideringfthe gravity of
Haines’ argument and the success
of its message)it is startling to see
so many glaring mistakes. Indeed,
e S 1 litter
his article like debris from a
crashed object. Moreover, Haingg'
f certain

selection (apd.gmission) of certai
.a_cE emonstrate that this was not
a work of history, per se, but a pro-
aganda piece with the intention
'Fo‘a'rﬁﬁﬂ'z decegtion and

Considering the gravity of Haines’
argument and the success of its
message, it is startling to see so
many glaring mistakes. Indeed,
errors and sloppy statements litter
his article like debris from a crashed

object.
!

this way, perhaps not. Haines‘l- arti-
cle received immediate, wide-
spread, and uncritical media cov-
erage. One can assume there was
more than just luck in his ability to
get immediate nationwide atten-
tion a_t‘juit_th_err_ighmmgregard-
ing a matter of topical public inter-
est. Certainly there were many
worthies out there toiling away in
obscurity who would have loved
to get that kind of publicity. But
then again, they don’t have tea

of rts working the media. The
t and Reuters, for
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Even when Haines was right, he
was wrong. Twenty seconds into
his article, we read that the “first
report of a ‘flying saucer’ over the
United States came on 24 June
1947.” Only the semantics here are
true: this was the first UFO sight-
ing in which the phrase “flying
saucer” was used. This is not mere
nitpicking. Haines used this
lawyerly wordplay to imply that
official interest in unexplained aer-
ial objects did not begin until mid-
1947—which is untrue. He gener-
ously hinted as much in a foot-

e ———

note, but glossed over this fact
entirely in the text of the article.
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. That is, within the United States,
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over European skies, and over the

world’s oceans, military personnel
and civilians had already observed
such extraordinary objects. During

. the Second World War, they were
. called “foo fighters.” In 1946, over

Europe, they were called “ghost

~ rockets.” America had experi-

enced well-documented UFO
sightings throughout the first half
of 1947, as well as sporadic events
in 1946 and earlier.

Moreover, these events
appeared to elicit interest within
the American national security
establishment. The U.S. Eighth
Army studied the foo fighters dur-
ing th® war, and its commander
(General James Doolittle) person-
ally tﬂaveled to Europe in 1946 to
discuss the ghost rockets with

| Swedish military authorities. The

Office of Strategic Services also
conducted studies on the foo fight-
ers. The OSS, of course, was the
predecessor of Haines’ employer,
the CIA. Not a word of any of this
from Mr. Haines.

Haines performed nothing less
than a hatchet job on the Air
Force’s Project Sign, which studied
UFOs through the first half of
1948. He wrote that Air Force Gen-
eral Nathan Twining established
the project in 1948 (wrong—Twin-
ing’s famous letter was in 1947)
and that it was “initially named
Project Saucer” (wrong again—
“Sign” was the classified name for
the project, “Saucer” the public
name).

But the serious problem was
Haines’ treatment of Sign itself.
“At first fearful,” he wrote, “that
the objects might be Soviet secret
weapons, the Air Force soon con-
cluded that UFOs were real but
easily explained and not extraordi-
nary.” What is extraordinary here
is that Haines possessed the moxie
to make such a statement. Astro-
nomer and Air Force consultant J.
Allen Hynek, who was associated
with Project Sign, made state-
ments that directly contradict



