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Philip J. Klass, author of UFD's EX-
PLAINED, agreed to give NICAP a
complete interview regarding his find-
ings concerning the Trayis Walton
Case. After six months of detailed re-
search, Mr. Klass has valid data which
indicates that information had been
withneld intentionally by APRQO {Aerial
Phenomena Hfesearch OQrganization}
which is based in Tucson, Arizona.
The Mational Enquirer was also aware
that additional information about the
alleged abduction was available but
this has been withheid from the puhlic.

NICAP ran an article covering the
Travis Walton Case in the January
1976 issue of the UFQ INVESTIGA-
TOR. NICAP’s consensus even at that
time was that Walion and his associ-
ates were either invalved in a hoax or
that a psychological phenocmenon was
involved. It was decided that no further
manpower would bs ailocatsd, This
decision was based on NICAP’s origin-
al data, and the knowledge that APRO
was continuing the investigation. |t has
been a normal pracedure in the past for
the two organizations to exchange
information on cases, and we felt that
duplication of efforts was not
necessary.

A summary of the incident as it was
presented by thz news media is
included far your information.

On the evening of Nov. b, 1975, at
approximately 6:15 p.m. MST, a crew
of seven young woodcutters, headed
by Michael Rogers was returning
homea. Rogers {age 28) was under con-
tract to tha U.5. Forest Service to thin
out 1,277 acres of National Farast land
near Turkey Springs. According 1o the
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story later told by Rogers, and other
members of his crew {ages 17-25}, they
saw a UFQ hovering nearby. They
claim that Travis Walton jumped out of
the moving car and walked/ran under
the UFQ, that he was "‘zapped” by an
intense glowing beam from the UFO,
and that the rest of the crew panicked
and drove off, leaving their friend
bahind_ A short time later, they claim,
they returned to the spot ta seek Travis
but that he had disappeared — seem-
ingly carried off by the UFQ It was not
until more than two hours later that
Rogers end his crew decided to report
the incident to Under-Sheriff L.C

Ellison in nearby Heber, Ariz.

While Travis was missing, Hogers
and the other five young men took a
polygraph test, on Nov. 10, admini-
stered by C.E. Gilson of the Arizona
Dept of Public Safety of Phoenix. Five
of the voung men ‘'nassed” the
examination but the results for one
(Allen M. Dalis) were “inconclusive,”
according to Gilson. The reparted test
results have been widsly interpretad as
endorsing the authenticity of the
alieged UFO abduction.

Shortly after midnight on Nov. 11,
Travis telephoned his sister, Mrs,
Grant Neff, of Taylor, Ariz. {(near
Snowflake}, from a phone booth in
Heber, about 30 miles away. Mr. Netf
and Travis’ older brother Duans, who
had ccme to Snowflake from his home
in Phoenix shortly after the alieged
UFOQ incident, both drove to Heber to
pick up Travis. They reported finding
him crumpled on the floor of the phone
booth, and in a very “confused”
mentat state, A short time after
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returning Travis to his mothar's homge
in Snowilake, Duane decided ta dri
Travis to Phoenix, reportedly to obtal
medical assistance. Later that sa
day he was examinad by two physifi-
ians at the request of APRQ,

On Feb., 7, 19786, almost thrds
months after Travis’ return, he aifil
Duane took polygraph tesis admi
stered by George J, Pfeifer, then
ployed by Tom Ezell & Associates gt
Phoenix. According to published r§-
ports, both men passed the exa
which involved many quastions deali
with Travis' claim of having been a
ducted by a UFO. The widely pu
licized results of thase tests ssem
confirm that such an incident actual
occufred.

In evaiuating the authenticity
such a case, UFO ressarchers muf
concentirate on the validity of availa
Aata Af"e' 'Dd\—l r‘ﬁ + :t: iup-.J 'LD p._n
lished by other organizations a
national newspapers, one would thi
that the Walion Case was a vary stromg
one for the following reasons.

1]

IT WAS REPCRTED THAT:

1. Walton passed the polygrar
examination.

2. There were six other witnesses, Fil
of the six passed the polvgrap
examination, |

3. Walton is of high character.

4, Walton and his family had very liti
prior interest in UFQs. Therafore, §
would be unlikxely that ha woulgl
concoct a story relating to UFOs. |

5. None of the other six wiinesses k
any motivation to participate in §
hoax.



Robert Sheaffer
Note
During the 1950s and 1960s, NICAP was the largest and best-known UFO group in the United States. By this time, Major Keyhoe and Dick Hall had departed, and NICAP had become largely irrelevant. They were apparently so hard-up for good material that they even were publishing stuff by arch-skeptic Philip J. Klass, and myself! 

    The UFO group APRO, NICAP's longtime rival, not only took a strong pro-Walton line, but was apparently involved in "helping out" Walton's story to better withstand criticism. Klass investigated, and blew the whistle. Obviosly NICAP was overjoyed at the chance to dish dirt about one of their major rivals.
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Far the information of NJCAP mem-
bers, these poinis are discussed in
detail. They give even stronger indi-
cation that NICAP's original conclu-
sion is tha correct one, i.e., the case is
a hoax.

WALTON'S POLYGRAPH
EXAMINATION

Mr. Klass revealed to NICAP that a
lie detector test had baen administered
to Travis Walton THREE MONTHS
EARLIER, ON NOVEMBER 15, 1975,
WALTON FAILED THE POLYGRAPH
EXAMINATION AT THAT TIME.

This first test was given in ths
Sheraton Hotel in Scotisdals, Arizona
on the afternoon of November 5. The
arrangements for tha examination
were made by Mr. James Lorenzen,
APRQO's directar, and the test was paid
for by the Nationai Enguirer. The
examination was administered by Mr.
John J. McCarthy, director of the
Arizona Polygraph Laboratory in
Phoenix. Mr. McCarthy's credentials
are excellent. He was trained at the
Army’'s polygraph school at Fort
Gordon. Mr. McCarthy is a member of
the American Polygraph Assaociation
and has bean licensed by the State of
llinois since 1964. At present, Arizona
does not require that poiygraph exam-
iners be licensed to practice in the
state

The examiner reported his findings
as instructed to the National Enguirer
and Dr. Jamea Harder, APRO’'s direc-
tor of research, immediately upon the
completion of the test taken by

Walton. Dr. Harder reportad that
information to APRQ’s James
Lorenzen.

MeCarthy was further instructed to
send a written report 1o the AMational
Enguirer. The Enquirer instructad
McCarthy not to reveal that he had
testad Waiton. An excerpt from the
report which was sent is, “Attempting
1o perpetrate a UFO hoax, end that he
has not bsen on any spacecraft.” The
report further stated that Travis
Walton had tried unsuccessfully to
distort his respiration pattern in an
attempt to deceive the examiner. How-
ever, he was unsuccassful.

APRO published a full account of
the Travis Walton case in their Novern-
ber 1975 newsletter which included the

events that had transpired during the
week following Travis’ return through
November 16. No mention of the
November 15 lie detector test was
included,

Mr. Klass has hard physical evidence
in his possession, which has beaen
checked by NICAP, that Mr. McCarthy
did test Travis Walton on Novemnber
15, 1975, and that Walton failed the
test. The evidence includes such docu-
mants 3s:

1. The polygraph examination state-
ment of consent dsted Nov. 15,
1975 and signed by Travis Waiton.

2. McCarthy's written report to the
National Enguirer dated Nov. 16,
1975 which includes his conciusion
that the UFO account was a hoax

3. The voucher receipt from the
National Enguirer payable to
McCarthy's Arizona Polygraph
Laboratory dated Jan. 14, 1978, for
“Travis Walion UFQ Incident.”

4. Agreement to conduct test and
supply report ta Nationaf Enquirer.
This statement is dated Feb. 15,
1976 rather than Nov. 15, 1978, This
is clearly a typographical error.

Three manths after Travis Walton
failed the first polygraph exam, he took
another one administared by George J.
Pfeifer, an examiner with only two
years’ experience, who was employed
by Tom Ezell Associates of Phoenix.
The results of this test were widely
publicized becausa he seemingly
nassed the test with flying colors. Mr.
Klass discovered that Travis Walton
oictaisd the qusstions that ha wanted
to be asked. Mr. Pfeifer complied with
Walton’s request. To check the validity
of the method of testing, the president
of Tom Ezell Assogiates, Mr, Tom
Ezell, was contacted. He stated that it
is perfectly proper for the sponsor of a
test {APRO) to indicate the areas
which should be explored. However,
Mr, Ezall in later correspondence with
Mr. Klass stated, “Because of ths
dictation of questions 1o be asked, this
test should be invalidated ' He further
stated that after examining the Travis
Walton charts, *'The reactions on the
charts, to my way of interpretation,
would not be readable. You would not
be able to say if he {Travis Walton) is
telling the fruth or if he's lying."”
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CORROBORATING WITNESSES'
POLYGRAPH EXAMINATIONS

As reported in the January 137
issue of the UFQ INVESTIGATOR, th
polygraph exam given to the othsf
alleged witnesses was designed t
determing whether or not Walia
might be the victim of foul-play inst
gated by his associates. Three of th
four relevant questions asked durin
the test dealt antirsly with this issu
The test was given by C.E. Gilson, a
examiner with five years’ experienc
His staterment to Mr. Klass was, *Th
was our sole purpose ... to dete
mine whether or not there had been
crime committed.”” The single questi
about the U¥QO was added at 1
request of Sheriff Gillespie. Gils
stressed . . . "'"That one question do
not make it a valid test as far
verifying the UFQ incident.”

WALTON'S CHABACTER

In the evaluation of witneas tesf-
mony, the credibility of the witnags
must also be evaiuated.

On May 5, 1971 Travis Walton a
Charles Rogers pleaded guilty to fi
degree burglary and forgery charg
(Charles Rogers is a younger brother
Michae! Rogers, who was also
volved in the UFO incident.) Ti=
information was revealed by Tra
Walton himself during a prelimin
discussion with the polygraph exa
iner, Mr. MeCarthy, and confirmed
state authorities,

The young men agreed to my
restitution of the funds and w
placed on a twe year probati
Arizona law provides that if probat
is fulfilled satisfactorily the party
later return ard ask the Court
expunge the record. Both of the
retracted their original pleas after
completion of the probation period

At the time of the report there isff
indication that Walton was continufng
his youthful misbehavior

o T -
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PRIOR INTEREST IN UFQs

Interest in UFQOs does not proljioit
the interested party from having a wglid
sighting. However, in a large maj
of hoax reports, prior interest is uzg

{Continued on page 4}
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present. It has been reported eise-
whaere that Walton had littla or no prior
interest in the field, Dr. hHoward
Kandell, one of the two physicians
who examinad Walton at APRQ's
request was asked if the Waltons had
indicated any prior interest in UFQOs.
Kendail replied: “They admitted 1o that
freely, that he (Travis) was a 'UFQ
Freak’ so to speak . . .”" He had made
remarks that if he ever saw one, he'd
like to go ahoard.

Dr. Jean Rosenbaum, a psychiatrist
who examined Walton was asked
whether he had mentioned any prior
interest in UFQOs. He replied, “Every-
body in the family claimed that they
had seen them {(UFOs} . . . Traws has
been preoccupied with this almost all
of his life...then he made the
comment to hiz mother just prior to
this incident that if he was ever ab-
ducted by a UFQ, she was not to worry
because he'd be all right.” Duane
Walton has stated that he and Travis
had ofien discussed the possibility of
getting a ride on a UFO.

FMOTIVATION OF THE SIX
WITNESSES

it has been stated that there was no
motivation, other than possible friend-
ship for the other six witnesses to
corroborate Walton's story if it were
not true. [nvestigation has revealed a
strong financial possible motive for
Miks Rogers and the other five crew
mambers 1o perpetrate a hoax

Mike Rogers had submitted a bid in
the spring of 1974 to the U.5. Forest
Service far a timber thinning operation
of 1,277 acres of land in a Naticnal
Forest, located in the Apache-5it-
greaves area. His bid was accepted
and was 27% under thz mid-figure

submitted by the other companiss. By
the following summer {1875} it was
clear to Hogers that he had grossly
underestimated the magnitude of the
job and could not complete it on tima.
He applied for an extension which was
granted but he was penalized $1.00 per
acre for all work performed after the
expiration of the original contract date.
The new work completion deadhne
was MNovember 10, 1975, As the new
deadiine approached, it became clear
that cnce again, they could not
possibly complete the work by that
time and he would have to ask for
another extension that would result in
another pay cut. More serious, the
Forest Service was withholding 10
percent of the payments until the job
was done. With winter at hand, Rogers
couid not finish until the next spring to
collect these funds. The alleged UFO
incident gave Rogers a legal basis for
terminaking his money-losing contract
on the ground that his crew would not
return to the work site out of fear,
allowing Rogers to collect the withheld
funds and pay his crew,

SUMMARY

The reaction of the Travis Walton
family when informed that he had been
“zapped’ away on a UFQ provides a
vaiuable measure of whether they had
prior knowledge of a planned hoax. If
they believed that the incident actually
took place, they would reaiize that {hey
might never see Travis again. Troopers
from the Navajo County Sheriff's
Department assembled late on the
night of November 5 and returned to
the alleged site to search for Travis. [t
was not until several hours afier mid-
night on Nov. 6 that the group then
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proceedad ta inform Travis” muothad
that her son could not be found.

One member of the troopers in
formed Mr. Klass that when hd
explained the horrible fate of her son
she simply repled, "I'm not sur
prised.”

Mrs. Keilet suggested to the law
enforcement officials that the search
be abandoned, saying, | just don
think there’s any use of looking an
further . . . | don’t think he’s on th!
earth.” Travis’ brother, Duane, stat
that he would stay on the site and wa
because . they always return th
victims to the same spot.

At o time during the entire episod
did the family or crew mernbers sho
or express any concern for his we
being. Mr. Klass stated that, “On
possible explanation for the reaction
Rogers and the members of his fami
i3 that they knew ths incident was
hoax and that Travis was safe in
terrestrial hideout, rather than aboa
an exiraterrestrial spacecraft th
might be taking him to a distant wor
from which he might never return.”

On November 8, while Travis w
“still missing,” Duane said he was n
at all concerned for his brothas
safety. Duane said he regraetted that
haven't been able to experience t
same thing.”

In any scientific investigation,
data must be considered. Any aroal
zation or corporation reporting on |
vestigations nas tha raspansibility
disclose all facts to its readers . . . i
just the information which supports
preconceived position.

When the strengths and weaknessi
of the Walton Case are evaluated, |l
seefns that the indications are that
hoax has heen psrpetrated. NiC
members now have additional data
their disposal and can reach their
conclusions

UFO INVESTIGATOR, Copyricht @ 1978 by thz National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenamena, Ine {NICAP®). Linda Kieffar, Editor
rights reserved, exceot quolations aof 200 words or less wiih credit, Published montbly at Kensingtan, Md., for NICAP rmembers and subscrily

[+ e

Carrespondance and changes of address should be sent to NICAP, Syite 23, 3525 University Bivd, Wast, Kensington, &d.20785_ For infarmation on bk

issues, write: Unwversity Microfilms, 300 N, Zeeb Rd , Ann Arbar, Mi 48106, Annual Membership Dues: U5, Can. & Mex.—S10, loreiqn =812,




COPYRICHT: Philip J. Klass

=

NCW_EVIDENCE THAT THE TRAVIS WALTON "UF0O ABDUCTION" IS A HOAX

The alleged "UFQ abduction' of Travis Walten on Nov. 5, 1875, in the Apache-
Sitgreaves Natiomal Forest [Ariz.] is @ hoax, and the claims of six other young
wood-cutters that they saw the alleged incident are not true. Evidence that
indicated that the incident was a hoax has long been known to APAN {Aerial Phenomens
Reseaqu {'rganization], a lqygg_1u:5un—ha5ed ['F0} group, and to the "National Enguirer"
newspaper. This evidence has heen withheld from APRO's membership and from the

general publie.

[Summary of the incident as reported in the news media: On the evening of
¥ov. 5, 1975, at approximately €:15 p.m. MST, a crew of seven young wood-
cutters, headed by Michael Rogers, was returning home. Rogers (age 28) was
under contract to the U.S. Forest Service to thin out 1,277 acres of National
Forest land near Turkey Springs. According to the story later told Ly Rogers
and members of his crew (ages 17-25), they saw a UF0 hovering nearby. They
claim that Travis Walton jumped out of the moving car and walked/ran under
the UF0, that he was ‘“zapped" by an intense glowing beam from the UFQ, and
that the rest of the crew vpanicked and drove off, leaving their friend behind.
A short time later, they said, they returned to the spot to seek Travis but
that he had disappeared -- seemingly having been carried off by the UFO.
However, it was not until more than two hours later that Rogers and his crew
reported the incident to Under-Sheriff L.C. Ellison in nearby Heber, Ariz.

{While Travis was missing, Rogers and the other five young men took a poly-
graph test (on Nov, 10), administered by C.E. Cilson of the Arizona Dept. of
Publie Safety. Five of the young men ''passed' the test but the results for
one (Allen M. Dalis) were "inconclusive' according to Gilson. These test
results have been widely interpreted as endorsing the authenticity of the
alleged UF0Q abduction.

[Shortly after midnight on Nov. 11, Travis telephoned his sister, Mrs. Grant
Neff of Taylor, near Snowflake, from a phone booth in Heber, about 30 miles
away. Mpr, Neff and Travis's clder brother Duane, who had come to Snowflake
from his home in Phoenix shortly after the alleged incident, both drove to
Heber to pick up Travis. They reported finding him crumpled on the floor of
the phone booth, in a very "confused” mental state. A short time after returm-
ing Travis to his mother's home in Snowflake, Duane decided to drive Travis

to Phoenix, reportedly to obtain medical assistance. Later that same day, he
was examined by two physicians at the request of APRO.

[On Feb. 7, 1976, almost three months after Travis's return, he and Duane
took polygraph tests administered by George J, Pfeifer, then employed by Tom
Fzell & Associates of Phoenix. According to published reports, both men
passed the exam which involved many questions dealing with Travis's claim of
having been abducted by a UFD. The widely publicized results of these tests
seem te confirm that such an ineident actually occurred. ]

WHAT THE PUBLIC AND APRO MEMBERS HAVE NOT BEEN TOLD AS OF THIS DATE (6/20/76) IS
THAT TRAVIS WALTON TOOK A LIE-DETECTOR TEST ON NOV. 15, 1575. HE FLUNKED IT!

This first lie-detector test was given in the Sheraton Hotel in Scottsdale on the
afternoon of Nov. 15, Arrangements for the test were made by Mr. L.J. Lorenzen,
APRO's International Director. The tests were paid for by the '"National Enquirer."

[OVER]



Robert Sheaffer
Note
A seventeen page "White Paper" of June 20, 1976 by Philip J. Klass about the Travis Walton abduction claim. It had wide circulation in UFO circles. 



Klass is publicly accusing the UFO group APRO, as well as the National Enquirer, of being complicit in Walton's "UFO abduction" hoax.
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This Nov. 15 lie-detector test that Travis Walton failed was given by John J.
sleCarthy, director of the Arizona Polygraph Laboratory in Phoenix. McCarthy, who
has been practicing for nearly 20 years, was trained at the Army's polygraph school
at Fort Gordon, considered to be the top polygraph school in the U,S. McCarthy is a
member of the American Polygraph Assn. and has been licensed by the State of Illinois
since 1964. (Arizona presently does not require polygraph examiners to take a rigor-
ous test to practice in the state although such legislation is now pending.)

Immediately after the test, McCarthy reported his findings of 'gross deception"”
to Paul Jenkins of the '"National [Enquirer" and to Dr. James A. Harder, APRO's direc-
tor of research and Harder then relayed the results by telephone to APRO's Lorenzen,
according to *lcCarthy. Duane Walton, upon hearing McCarthy's conclusions, became
furious with the polygraph examiner, McCarthy told me.

The 'National Enquirer" asked *¢Carthy to send a formal written report to Nr.
John Cathcart at the newspaper's headquarters in Lantana, Fla. and McCarthy was
instructed not to reveal that he had tested Travis Walton. In McCarthy's formal
report, dated Nov. 16, he said that his charts indicated that Travis Walton was
"attempting to perpetrate a UFQ hoax, and that he has not been on any spacecraft,”
The very experienced and perceptive McCarthy reported that he had detected a
deliberate attempt by Travis Walton to distort his respiration pattern in an
effort to deceive the polygraph examiner.

The 'National Enquirer' ran a feature article on the Travis Walton incident
in its Dec. 16, 1975, issue. But there was no mention of the lie-detector test
that Travis Walton had taken under MecCarthy.

The November 1975 issue of '"The APRO Bulletin™ carried an extensive account
of the Travis Walton case, including a report on events that had transpired during
the period that Travis had taken and flunked his Nov. 15 lie-detector test, but
there was no mention of this test.

There is hard physical evidence, whicn I have personally examined, to show
that “cCarthy did test Travis Walton on Nov. 15, 1975, and that Walton failed the
examination. This includes the following:

(1) Polygraph examination statement of consent, dated Nov. 15, 1975, and signed
Ly Travis Walton, in which he agrees to let McCarthy conduct the test.

(2) McCarthy's written report of Nov, 16, 1975, to the "National Enquirer,"
stating McCarthy's conclusions that the UFQ incident is a hoax.

{3) 'National Enquirer" payment voucher receipt, payable to McCarthy's company,
dated Jan. 14, 197¢, for "Travis Walton UFO Incident."

(4) Agreement to conduct the test and supply written report to ''National Enquirer”
signed by Paul Jenkins and Jeff Wells. (This statement is dated Feb. 15, 1975,
vhich is a typographical error.)

During the private discussions between McCarthy and Travis Walton prior to
the start of the formal examination, WALTON ADMITTED THAT HE AND A FRIEND HAD ONCE
BEEN ARRESTED FOR STEALING PAYROLL CHECKS, FORGING SIGNATURES AND CASHING THE CHECKS,
McCarthy told me during a telephone interview on HMar. 15, 1976.
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The accuracy of :lcCarthy's information was confirmed when I called the office
of the Clerk of the Superior Court of Navajo County, in Holbrook, on May 10, 1976.
!lrs, Leona Downing, chief deputy clerk, after checking the case file, informed me
that on MAY 5, 1971, TRAVIS WALTON AND CHARLES ROGERS HAD PLEADED GUILTY TO FIRST
DEGREE s L . arles Rogers 1s a younger Lrother o
iMichael Rogers, later involved in the UFQ incident.)

The charges arose from the theft of blank payroll checks from the Western Mold-
ing Co., of Snowflake, where Charles Rogers then worked and where Travis Walton had
earlier been employed on a part-time basis. The stolen checks were filled in with
a fictitious name, the signature of company president Robert W. Gonsalves was forged,
and the checks were then cashed.

Un liay 10, 1971, after the two young men agreed to make rastitution of the
funds, Charles Rogers and Travis Walton were placed on a two-year probation.
Under such circumstances, Arizona law provides that if the parties fulfill their
probation period satisfactorily, they can later return and ask the Court to expunge
the record, Mrs. NDowning explained to me. On Aug. 3, 1973, Travis Walton and Charles
Rogers took advantage of this provision to retroactively retract their original
"guilty' pleas and to enter ’''not-guilty' pleas, Mrs. Downing told me.

sicCarthy also told me that duriny his pre-examination discussions with Travis
Walton, that Iravis admitred that he had previously used "pot," “speed.' and LSD.
The importance of this will hecomé apparant shortly.

It was not until nearly three months after Travis failed the McCarthy lie-
detector test that he took another, whose results have heen widely publicized
becausa he seemingly passed with flying colors. The test was arranged by APRO
and was given by George J. Pfeifer, an examiner with only two years experience,

Pfeifer had abandoned his own private practice in January, 1976, to go to
work for Tom Ezell § Associates of Phoemix. A short time after the Walton test
was given, Pfeifer decided to return to private practice.

ihen I first talked with Tom Ezell about the Walton test on Mar. 13, 1976,
he explained that he had been out of town when the test was given and that APRO
had made all of the arrangements directly with Pfeifer. Ezell told me that when
he returned to Piioenix and discussed the Walton test with Pfeifer that he had
learned that APRO and the Waltons had told Pfeifer the specific questions they
wanted asked and that Pfeifer nad obliged., Ezell, who has himself been practic-
ing for five years, told me he wanted to dig into the matter and examine the
Walton cnarts.

Wnen next I talked with Ezell, on Mar. 22, 1976, he told me: "According to
his {pfeifer's] report, Travis did dictate the gquestions that he wanted asked."
Ezell axplained, and later confirmed in a Mar. 29 letter, that it is perfectly
proper for the sponsor of a test (APRO) to indicate the areas which are to be
investigated. But Ezell emphasized that the polygraph examiner should use his
training and expertise to frame the specific questions asked of the subject.

"Becauss of the dictation of gquestions to be asked, this test should be invali-
dated,” Ezell wrote. lore important, Ezell said, after examining the Travis Walton
charts: "The reactions on the charts, to my way of interpretation, would not bs
readible. You would not be able to say 1f he [Travis Walton] is telling the truth
or if he's lying." Ezell reaffirmed this appraisal in his Mar, 29 letter.
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Pfeifer acknowledged that Travis had come in with the questions he wanted to be
asked. When I asked Pfeifer if this was standard procedure, he first said it was.
But when I replied that T had talked with other polygraph examiners who said it was
not a normal procedure, Pfeifer replied: "Well, like I wouldn't say no. [But] we don't
have a standard situation here either."” When I asked: "In what respect,” Pfeifer said:
"Well, how many times do people claim that they've been picked up by a UFo?"

Pfeifer disclosed an even more '‘curious' aspect of the Travis Walton test during
our Apr. 27 conversation. He said that when APRO's Lorenzen called to arrange the test
he only asked that Pfeifer test DUANE Walton. There was no mention of Travis being
present or being tested, Pfeifer told me. Only after Pfeifer had completed the test
on Nuane on the afternoon of Teb., 7, and went out to inform APRO's Lorenzen that Duane
lial passed, did Lorenzen then ask Pfoifer if he would test Travis Walton also.

THERE IS AMPLE EVIDENCE THAT TRAVIS WALTON TOLD AT LEAST ONE FALSEHOOD DURING
HIS FEB. 7 TEST WHICH PFEIFER FAILED TC DETECT.

The question was one that Travis insisted that he be asked and which Pfeifer
(in accordance with accepted procedures) discussed with Travis prior to the test
to be sure that he understood its meaning and that he could answer it with a

clearcut 'ves' or 'me."
That question was: "Before November 5, 1975, were you a Uro ‘puff'2”

Travis answered: "NO.” Pfeifer believes Travis believed he was telling the
truth.

Yet according to McCarthy, during the pre-examination discussion with Travis,
he admitted that he and his brother Duane, and their mother Mrs. Mary Kellet, had
often speculated about riding in a UFO. This prompted McCarthy to pose the follow-
ing question during the formal examination of Nov. 15: “In the past, have you ever
thought of riding in a UFO?" Travis answered; "YES". The resulting polygraph
chart indicated that Travis was being truthful.

There is extensive evidence, from sources that can not be considered to be
prejudiced against Travis Walton, that the Walton family had a keen and long-stand-
ing interest in UF0Os before Nov. 5, 1975. For example:

Dr. Howard Kandell, an APRO member, was one of the two physicians who examined Travis
on Nov, 11, the day that he reappeared. During a telephone interview with Dr. Kan-
dell on Apr. 25, I asked him whether Travis or Duane had indicated any previous inter-
est in UFOs during his Nov. 11 discussions and examination. Dr. Xandell replied:

“They admitted to that freely, that he [Travis] was a 'UFO freak,’' so to
speak... He had made remarks that if he ever saw one, he'd lIike to go aboard.”

Dr. Jean Rosenbaum, a psychiatrist from Durango, Colo., journed to Phoenix and
interviewed Travis Walton several days after his reappearance. APRO's Dr. James A.
flarder was present during the interview. During a telephone interview on Apr. 26,

I asked Dr. Rosenbaum whether Travis had mentioned any prior interest in UFOs during
their interview. Ur. Rosenbaum replied:




"Everybody in the family claimed that they had seen them [UFOs]... He's

heen preoccupied with this almost all of his life... Then he made the comment
to his mother just prior to this incident that if he was ever abducted by a
UFO she was not to worry hecause he'd be alright." (Emphasis added.)

buane Walton was interviewed, along with Mike Rogers, on the evening of Nov. 8,
1975, while Travis was still 'missing.'" The interview was conducted by Fred Syl-
vanus, head of the Arizona Regional UFO Project and a member of Ground Saucer
Watch. The interview was tape recorded and I have obtained a copy. During the
interview, Duane Walton volunteered that he and Travis had often discussed the
possibility of getting a ride on a UFO. That if either one of them got such a
chance, he would try to get the UFO to go and pick up the other brother so he
could share the experience. Here are Duane's precise words:

‘Travis and I discussed this many, many times at great length and we both
said that we would immediately get as directly under the object [UFQ] as
physically possible... We discussed this time and time again. The opportun-
ity would be too great to pass up and at any cost, except that of death,
make contact with them and whoever happened to be left on the ground, if one
of us didn't make the grade, to try to convince whoever was in the craft to
come back and get the other one. He performed just as we said we would and
he got directly under the object, and he's received the benefits for 1t."

Carlier in the interview with Sylvanus, Duane said:

"T saw one almost identical to what they [Mike Rogers and other crew members}
described for a period of almost 30 minutes in broad daylight about 12 years

ago at 1 o'clock in the afternoon, about eight miles from this locatien right
here [site of the alleged Travis Walton Incident]. 2And it followed me around

these woods for about 30 minutes and was never more than 200 feet from me at
any time." (Emphasis added.)

Yet when I interviewed Duane Walton by telephone on Apr. 23, 1976, and asked him
when he and Travis first became interested in UFOs, Duane replied:

"About November 11, 1975."

For examnle:

Klass: “Hag Travis ever gotien in trouble with the law on any serious charges?"
D.Walton: “No sir! Everybody has trouble as a juvenile delinquent, even I."

Klass: "But to your knowledge, he has never been in trouble with the law in any
serious thing, except maybe being arrested for speeding?"

D, Walton:"or a traffic warrant or ticket, But mu brother is not a criminal if
that's what you're trying to imply... I think on twe occasions he was
arrested for outstanding traffic warrants, fer not paying a traffic
ticket."”

Ak TIVE YFARS PARLTER WHEN

™/
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According to NcCarthy, Uuane Walton was present when !cCarthy reported the
results of his test on Travis, and Duane was outraged at his findings. The
followiny exchange took place with Duane during our telephone interview of Apr. 23:

Klass: "Wihen did Travis first take a polygraph, or lie-detector, test?"

Walton: "I don't know. I don't have the foggiest notion. I know that he and
I took one together recently. That's been six weeks, maybe two months."

Klass: "liad he taken any polygraph test before that?"

Walton: “I don’'t have the foggiest noticn. I really don’t know.,.”

Klass: "Well, you were with him the first few days after he came back."
Walton: "Yup."”

KNlass: "And dia he take a polygrapn test at any time during that week?"
Walton: "I don't know. I mean I was with him just about every minute of the

time, but I have a job...and there were times that I had to be away.”

Klass: "Were you with him when he was interviewed by James Harder and the 'National
Lnquirer'?"

Walton: "Yes, I was there when a doctor {Harder] gave some hypnotic regression.”
Klass: “And was there any polygraph test given at or about that time?"
walton: "I don't know sir."

During my inteview with Duane, I asked whether he and Travis had told
Pfeifer the questions they wanted him to ask during their lie-detector tests:

Klass: "Who framed the questions that you were asked? Did you or Travis have
anything to do with the framing of the guestions?"

Walton: "That would be kind of at odds to the end [purpose], wouldn't 1t?
No sir, in answer to your question, no."

Puane Walton's answers to my questions provides another useful benchmark for
appraising the overall value of Pfeifer's polygraph examination of Travis and
luane Walton. During the examination of Duane, Pfeifer asked him the following:
“Nould you lie to help Travis in this matter? Duane answered: "No." Pfeifer
found no indication on his charts that Duane was not telling the truth.

In the polygraph test given to the six young wood-cutters, it has been re-
ported that five of the six passed. The results for the other, Allen Dalis,
were termed inconclusive.’” The test was given by C.E. Gilson, a man with five
years experience, emploved by the Arizona Dept. of Public Safety. The test was
given on Nov. 10, at a time when Walton had been missing for five days and there was
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great concera by Navajo County law enforcement officers that Travis might be the
victim of foul-play at the hands of his associates. For this reason, three of the
four rclevant questions asked by Gilson during the test dealt solely with the issue
of whether the young wood-cutters had killed or physically injured Travis. OCbviously
all of t w men could Cruthfully answer these three questions with a "N0." During our
tlav 20 initorview, Lilson sald: "That was our sole purpose...ta determine whether or
not there had been a crime committed.”

Gilson said that the one question about a UFN had been added at the suggestion
of Sheriff !'arlin Gillespie. With the perspective of hindsight, Gilson told me on
“ay 20: "That one question does not make it a valid test as far as verifying the UFO
incident. I wish these people ocut here would realize that, but there's no way vou
can even get them to listen to you...

This single UlO-related question was; "Did you tell the truth about actually
seeing a UF0 last Wednesday when Travis Walton digappeared2” Note that the question
Jig ! “I“PIP whiether they saw Travis Leing “EEELF“H by ca 11PN, neT whether they really
h'TIDFnu that Travis had been ahducted by a UFO.

Celestial bodies are sometimes mistaken for UFOs. At the time of the Walton
incident, the planet Jupiter was very bright in the early ovening sKky and would have
been visihle at 6:15 p.m, This is NOT to suggest that PFogers and his crew honestly
imagined that Travis had been “zapped™ by Jupiter.. But if they were all partners
in a pre-arranged hoax, all might be able to answer ''ves" to this one UF(O-related
question without displaying overt signs of telling a significant falsehood.

The testimony by Mike Rogers and the other five crew members has secmed to
some to substantiate the UFQ akduction story because these six witnesses seemed to
have no motive, other than possible friendship with Travis, to fabricate the story.
BUT INVESTIGATION REVEALS THAT THERE WAS A MOTIVE, A STRONG FINANCIAL MOTIVE, FOR
ALL OF THEM TO COLLABORATE ON A HOAX,

In the spring of 19874, the U.S. Forest Service requested bids on a timber-thin-
ing operation on 1,277 acres in the Turkey Springs area of the Apache=Sitgreaves
National Forest. Threc bids were received: §71,512 544,567 34,989, The
low bid came from Mike Rogers. His estimate was less than half the amount of the
highest bid, and 27% beclow the mid-figure, and worked out to only $27.40 per acre,
If Rogers had underestimated the amount of work invelved, both he and his crew
would suffer financially.

The contract called for the job to be completed in 200 working days, i.e.
excluding bad-weather and winter when work was impossible. Although the contract
was awarded on June 26, 1974, it was not until more than a month later--Aug. 7--
that Rogers finally assembled his crew and started work, according to “Maurice iarch-
banks, Forest Service contracting officer at Springville, Ariz. It was a portent
of things to come.

By the summer of 1975, it was clear that Pogers had badly underestimated the
job and he was stuck with his fixed-price contract. Rogers asked for an extension
and the Forest Service granted one -- for 84 days. The new work comnletion dead-
line was Nov. 10, 1975. But in return for the extension, Rogers would be penalized
$1.00 per acre for all work performed after the expiration of the original contract
date.

"ogers' financial situation was aggravated by the long-standing Forest Service
pelicy that calls for paying contractors for only 90% of the work performed, so they
can pay their crews, while withhielding 10% until the entire job is completed.
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As the Nov. 10 deadline approached, it was clear to Rogers that he could not
meet even his cxtended contract date. In the Nov. 8 taped interview with Sylvanus,
Rogers mentioned that "This contract we have is seriously behind schedule. In fact,
Monday the time is up. We haven't done any work on it since Wednesday because of
this thing, and therefore it won't be done. I hope they [Forest Service] take that
into account, this [UFO] problem." Without the "fortuitous' UFO incident, the best
that Rogers could expect would be another deadline extension, but he would be
assessed still another financial penalty in contract price.

rore serious, winter was near and its bad weather would prevent Rogers from
completing the job until the following spring. Thus the Forest Service would con-
tinue to hold back 10% of the earned pay. Rogers and his crew faced a bleak finan-
cial situation as the Nov. 10 deadline neared.

Then, on Dct. 20, 1975, NBC televised a two-hour special: "The UF0Q Incident.”
This dramatic llollywood produced film told the story of Betty Hill, who claims that
she and her late husband Barney, were taken aboard a UFO in 1961 and given physical
examinations. Dr. Rosenbaum says that Travis told him he saw this TV shew, and in
view of the advance publicity and Travis's keen interest in UF0Os, it would be surpris-
ing if he had missed it. (Travis has denied this in a recently published letter,
saying: "I did not have a TV and did not see the show. I know that at least a couple
of others [in the crew] didn't see it either.” FEven if only cne crew member saw the
show, it would certainly have been discussed with Travis because of his UFO interest.)

If a UFO could abduct the Hills in New Hampshire, why couldn't a UFQ abduct
a wood-cutter in Arizona? After such a terrifying incident, it would be only natural
for other members of the crew to refuse to return to the work-site. Rogers would
now have grounds to claim that he simply could not complete his contract for reasons
beyond his control, If the Forest Service agreed, Rogers could then collect the
10% of his earned funds that had been withheld and the ¢rew would not have to wait
until the following spring to receive all of their pay.

Travis Walton would be the logical 'victim. Hiz oft-expressed desire to
ride on a UFO could explain his seemingly foolhardy act of running under the LFO.
And th expertise in UFNlopy, compared to other crew members, would make it sasier
far .|m to :ﬂn:uL1 i story about his experiences ‘aboard the H’E

Plans could be worked out in advance for a hide-out, perhaps a cabin that would
not be used during the winter months. Travis's mother was then living in a small
house on the Gibson ranch, not far from the Turkey Springs area where the crew was
working. The two hours hetween the time that the incident allepedly occurred and
the time when it was first reported to Under-Sheriff Ellison at Heber would allow
plenty of time to drive Travis to the selected hide-out. (It may be simply coin-
cidence, but the day after the UFO incident, Mrs. Kellet decided to leave the Gibson
ranch house and return to her home in Snowflake. This would avoid visits by law-
enforcement officers to the Gibson ranch house.)

According to one account, Duane reportedly drove to the site of the UF0 inci-
dent each night in the hope of being present when Travis returned. Another possible
explanation for these nightly visits is that Duane was bringing provisions to Travis
in his hide-out.

Cn Nov. 18, 1975, Nogers wrote to inform the Forest Service that he could not
complete his contract because of the UFO incident "which caused me to lose my crew
and will make it difficult to get any of them back on the job site.” The Forest
Service put the remaining work up for hid, awarded it to another contractor and
later released the funds it had been withholding to Rogers.
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The reactions of members of Travis Walton's family when they first were told
that he had heen “zapped” and abducted by a UFO provide a useful clue as to whether
they really believed the story. If the family really believed that such an incident
had occurred, they might never sce Travis alive again.

Several Navajo County law enforcement officers had assembled late on the night
of Mov. 5 and had returned to the "UF0O site'' with Rogers and several of his crew to
search for Travis. Shortly after midnight, it was decided to inform Travis's mother
who was then staying in a small house on the Gibson family ranch, not too far from
where the incident allegedly had ccecurred. Rogers, who knew where ‘Mrs, Kellet was
staying, and Under-Sheriff Ken Coplan, of Holbrook, drove over to bring iirs. Kellet
the shocking news of the fate that seemingly had befallen Travis.

Coplan described the incident to me during our telephone interview on Jan. 5:
“"When Rogers told the mother what had happened, she did not act very surprised.”
She did not break into tears or become hysterical. Instead, hrs. Kellet proceeded
to tell of earlier UFQ sightings that she and Duane had had. (One possible explana-
tion for !irs. Kellet's calm reaction is that Travis had earlier informed his mother
that if he were ever abducted by a UFQO she should not worry because he would Teturn
safely, according to what Travis told Dr. Rosenbaum.}

trs. Kellet decided that she ought to tell her daughter, Mrs. Grant Neff, who
lives in Taylor, near Snowflake. Because the Gibson ranch house had no telephone,
“rs. Kellet, Rogers and Coplan drove to lrs. Neff's home to bring her the dreadful
news of the UFD abduction. Coplan described subsequent events in the following words:

“Mrs. Kellet woke up her daughter and said: ‘Travis iIs gone.' The daughter
asked: 'Where did he go?' to which Mrs. Kellet calmly replied: ’'a flying
saucer got him.' Then Mrs. Kellet called buane in Phoenix to tell him."

On Nov. 06, a large search party was organized to leook for Travis, or his
remains. !'rs. Xellet and Duane, who had arrived from Phoenix, joined the group.
But according to linder-Sheriff Coplan, by late in the day it was Mrs. Kellet herself
who supgested that the search be abandoned, explaining: "I just don't think there's
any vse of looking any further... I don't think he's on this earth.” This was con-
firmed to me by Navajo County Sheriff Marlin Gillespie, during our Mar. 15 interview,
As members of the search party were preparing to leave the site, Duane announced that
he would remain on, alone. Coplan said that Duane remarked that he would stay
"because they [UFOs] always bring them [victims) back to the same spot." This
suggests that Muane had considerable knowledpge of other alleged UFO abduction cases.

Duane and Travis had had a very close relationship. Mrs. Kellet's two ill-
fated marriages had left the family without a father and Duane told me that he had
assumed that rcole. GLven if Duane were correct that the UFO would bring Travis back,
Travis might have been blinded or seriously burned from the intense beam of radia-
tion that allepedly had zapped him -- TF THE INCIDENT IIAD REALLY OCCURRED.

Yet during the Nov. 8 taped interview with I'red Sylvanus -- at a time when
Travis was still “missing" -- Duane was very calm and confident. At one point in
the interview, NDuane volunteered: "I don't believe he's hurt or injured in any way.
He will be back sooner or later, whenever they get done what they're doing."”
(Duane's calmness on Mov. 8 is in striking contrast to his legitimate concern when
Travis later returned in a confused state-of-mind, to be described shortly.)

The Nov. 8 interview continued as follows:
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Sylvanus: "You feel he will come back?"

Walton: "Sure do. Don't feel any fear for him at all. Little regret because
I haven't been able to experience the same thing. That's about it.”

Sylvanus "You feel you just miss him and he'll come back?"

Walton: "He's not even missing. He knows where he's at and I know where he's
at.’

Svlvanus “You know where he's at?"

Walton: “Basically, he's not in the woods. They took him for whatever purpose

they take people, to run a few tests.’
Sylvanus; "“Well, where do you feel he is?”
WWalton: "Mot on this eartht”

(Later in the interview)

Sylvanus: "You know that he's golng to come back?"

Walton: “Sure do. It's a matter of time. They don't kill people....”
Sylvanus: “You feel that he'll be found?"

Walton: "Yeah, he'll be found and if‘he doesn't come back, it'll be voluntary

because he wanted to stay...’

The bulk of the Sylvanus interview was with ifike Rogers as he described events
leading up to the alleged UFO incident. DNuring the hour-long interview, Rogers
described in great detail the construction details of the UF0, even commenting
several times on its great beauty. [ogers described how Travis had been zapped
by the intense heam from the UFO that allegedly sent him 'flying" in the air
with his arms outstretched,

BUT AT NO TIME DURING THE HOUR-LONG INTERVIEW DID ROGERS EXPRESS THE SLIGHTEST
CONCERN OVER WEETHER TRAVIS MIGHT BAVE BEEN INJURED OR KTLLED BY BEING ZAPPED, UR
WHETHER HE WOULD EVER SEE HIS FRIEND AND ASSOCIATE ALIVE AGAIN!

ONE POSSIBLE EXPLANATION FOR THE REACTION OF ROGERS AND MEMBERS OF THE FAMILY
1S THAT THEY KNEW THAT THE INCIDENT WAS A HOAX AND THAT TRAVIS WAS SAFE IN A
TERRESTRIAL HIDEOUT, RATHER THAN ABOARD AN EXTRATERRESTRIAL SPACECRAFT THAT MIGHT
BE TAKING HIM TO A DISTANT WORLD FROM WHICH HE MIGHT NEVER RETURN, B

There is reason to helieve that Travis Walton may not have followed the origi-
nal "game plan' for the hoax. On the evening of the initial search party effort,
on Hov. 6, .irs. Kellet had urged that the search be abandoned on the grounds that
Travis was "not on this earth." The law enforcement officers, suspicious of a hoax,
were not umhappy to comply with the request.


Robert Sheaffer
Note
Notice that Travis Walton's mother is urging that officers abandon the search for her son. Obviously she knows he is not really "missing," or in any danger (unlike genuine missing persons cases, where family members show great concern). 



Probably Mrs. Kellet was worried that if officers searched too diligenty for her son Travis, they might discover where he was hiding out!
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Two days later, on Saturday, Nov. 8, Duane told me that he drove to Holbrook
to see Sheriff Gillespie whom he sharply criticized for failing to continue the
search for Travis. (Tecali that the search had been called off earlier at the sug-
testion of Travis's mother.) So another costly search effort was mounted on Sunday,
Nov. 9, and it continued on Nov. 10, being called off only a few hours before Travis
reappeared. Also on Nov. 10, Rogers and five members of his crew went to Holbreok
tu take a polvgraph test administered by C.E.Gilson.

Shortly after midnight, ’irs, Crant Neff told me, she received a telephomne call
from Travis who said he was calling from a pay-phone booth in a gas station in Heher,
aoproximately 30 miles west of Snowflake and about 10-15 miles from where the UFC
incident allegedly occurred, lirs, Neff said her husband drove to “rs. Kellet's house
to pick up Duane and the two men drove to Heber to pick up Travis. They brought him
to rs. Kellet's house, then Mr, Neff returned home so his wife could drive to ‘irs.
kellet's home to see her brother.

Puring my *ar. 12 intervicew with Mrs. Neff, she told me that her hushand said
they had found Travis "slumped in the bottom of the phone booth."” Mrs. Neff usecd
the following words to describe Travis's condition when she saw him that night:
"so shook-up, he was so upset...he was very panicky...even talking to us was a
real strain. He was very upset.”

This is confirmed hy other evidence that shows that Travis was barelvy aware
of what was going on at the time of his telephone call. During a tape-recorded
interview with the "National [nquirer," several days after his return, Travis
said: "I rushed into the first phone booth I came to and called my mother."
(Cmphasis added.) There was no telephone pither in 'irs. Fellet's home in Snow-
flake or in the house on the fibson ranch in the mountains.

Shortly after Travis called his sister, Sheriff CGillespie received a tip that
a man claiming to be Travis Walton had called !!rs. Neff from a telephone hooth in
lleher. Gillespie called Sheriff's Deputy Glen Flake, in Snowflake, asking him to
get dressed and drive to the highway from [ieher to watch for Travis. Flake did so
but without success. So he decided to drive to Mrs. Kellet's house, arriving there
around 2 a.m., he told me during our 'ar. 12 interview, [lake said he found "lights
were on in the house and there was a fellow out in the yard siphoning gas out of a
car.” The officer got out to investipate and Tecognized the young man as Duanc
talton. Duane cxplaincd that he had decided he had to return to Phoenix immediately
tu pet back to his husiness but had forgotten teo buy gas for the four-hour trip. So
he was siphoning gas fror his brother-in-law's car since there would bec no pas sta-
tions open at that hour. TFlake made no attempt to enter the Kellet house.

Cnly two days earlier, Nuane's criticism had prompted Navajo County officials
to launch another costlv scarch effort to find Travis. Yet now that Travis had
been found, Duane did not tell Sheriff's Yeputy Glen Flake that Travis had returned
and was just inside the ncarby house. ONE POSSIBLE EXPLANATION IS THAT DUANC DID
SOT WANT ANYBODY NUTSIGE TLE FAITLY, AND ESPECTALLY A LAW ENFOPCEMENT OFFICER, TO
SI'E TRAVIS IN LIS "CONTUSI! ™ STATE-QF='1IND,

Durine my Anr. 235 tele bone interview with Duane, I asked him why he had not
informed Sheriff’'s penuty Flake that Travis had returned. Ouane replied: "It was
none of his damn businerss!* Duane went on to explain that at that point his
primary concern was for Travis's health and well-being, and that he wanted to get
medical attention for his irother.
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When I asked Duane why he had driven all the way to Phoenix to get medical
attention for Travis, he explained: "Snowflake does not have a doctor, and as to
why I spirited him away to Phoenix in the middle of the night -- because those narrow-
minded, small-town red-necked people [in Snowflake] are dangerous.... There's no doc-
tor there and the reason I took him to Phoenix in the middle of the night was to get
him medical assistance."

Investigation showed that Duane was correct about there not being a physician
in Snowflake. However, only 16 miles south, in the town of Show Low, there is a
physician named Dr. Garver who operates a medical clinic there. If speedy medical
aid was Duane's principal concern, he did not have to drive all the way to Phoenix,
unless Duane had a family doctor there in whom he had great confidence. When I
asked about this possibility, Duane replied: “No. Nobody in my family is sick, ever,
very seldom.”

Polygraph examiner McCarthy told me that before he ran the test on Travis,
he had first talked with Duane. During this discussion, ilcCarthy told me, Duane
stressed what a fine young man Travis was and that he was NOT A DRUG USER . McCarthy
told me: "One of the things he [Duane] harped on was that when he found him [Travis]
in Heber, the first thing he did when he got him home was to strip him naked and
look all over his body. And he found a needle mark in his right elbow, and he
[Duane] knows this is foreign because this boy has never used anything [i.e. drugs].”
But McCarthy said that when he later interviewed Travis that he contradicted his
older brother's statement and that Travis admitted to having used 'pot,” "speed,"
and LSD.

The first person outside the Walton family to talk with Travis after he
returned was Lester H. Steward, of Phoenix, a hypno-therapist and health-consultant.
The meeting was arranged through William Spaulding, an official of Ground Saucer
Watch (GSW), a UFO group that is sympathetic to the idea of extraterrestrial visitors
in the form of UFOs. Duane and Spaulding had met during the time that Travis was
"missing” and Spaulding had offered to provide assistance if Travis returned safely.
According to Duane, he and his brother arrived in Phoenix shortly after 6 a.m. on
Nov. 11. Duane called Spaulding who in turn called Steward around 7 a.m. Shortly
afterward, Duane called Steward and arranged to visit him in his office at 9:30 p.m.

In retrospect, it seems that Duane originally thought that "Dr. Steward" was
a physician who could give Travis a medical examination. Steward is not. He is
a psychologist and hypnotist whose Ph.D. is from a small private school in Southern
California. Soon after the Waltons arrived,Duane realized that Steward could not
himself perform a medical exam and he made it clear to Steward that Travis was not
ready to undergo hypnosis. Steward agreed and called a friend, an M.D./psychiatrist,
to ask him to try to arrange for extensive laboratory tests. But by the time the
latter could make the necessary arrangements, the Waltons had decided to depart.

In the course of the discussions in Steward's office, the Waltons learned that
he had worked extensively in the field of drug-addiction. When the Waltons first
arrived, Steward noted that Travis soemed dazed and confused. Travis sat silently
holding his head in his hands, Steward told me in a telephone interview on Apr. 25,
while Dusne procecded to tell in detail what allogedly had ocourred to Travis
aboard the UFQ. At flrst, Gteward told me, he had assumed that Travis's dazed
condition was the result of his traumatic experiences aboard a UFO.
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But as the interview proceeded, another possible explanation for Travis's condi-
tion occurred to Steward as a result of his own first-hand experience with the with-
drawal symptoms of drug-users. As time passed, Travis began to emerge from his con-
fused and depressed state-of-mind. If his original condition had been the result of
a traumatic experience aboard a UFO, it should have persisted for a much longer time,
Steward concluded. More important, Steward had observed the small puncture wound on
the inside of Travis's right elbow.

This prompted Steward to suspect that Travis might have injected LSD, perhaps
in combination with an animal tranquilizer called PCP, Steward later told me. Although
LSD usually is taken orally, when injected in combination with PCP it can have a
very powerful hallucinatory effect. Steward told me that the effect would normally
begin to wear off about 8-16 hours after being injected. At the time that Travis
had arrived at Steward's office, it was about nine hours after he had called from
the Heber telephone booth in a "confused' state-of-mind.

It is not known whether Steward's growing suspicions of drug involvement were
obvious to Duane, nor what effect Steward's mention of his experience in treating
drug-addicts may have had in prompting the Waltons to terminate the interview after
approximately an hour-and-a-quarter in Steward's office.

Later that same morning {Nov. 11}, APRO officials made contact with NDuane at
his home. In response to his request for a medical exam for Travis, APRO called two
physicians, both APRQO members, to ask them to visit Duane's home and examine Travis,
The two physicians, Dr. Howard Kandell and Dr. Joseph Salts arrived about 3 p.m.,
Dr. Kandell tecld me during our second telephone interview on Anril 25.

Dr. Kandell said he brought along both a tape recorder and a camera, but
fuane flatlv refused tp let him record the interview or take #any nictures of Travis,
Kandell told me that Duane "asked me to limit my examination to just determine that
he Is alright and not to go into any detalls as to what had transpired [aboard the
UFc.} It was hard to examine him without guestioning him, and I did question him
somewhat , although most of the information that I got at that time as to what fhad]
transpired was from the brother [Duane].” (Emphasis added.)

[Considering that Travis had been in such a 'confused' state-of-mind when
picked up in Heber and that he apparently remained in this dazed condition until
late in the morning of ¥ov. 11, it is strange that Duane would have been able to
acquire so many details by 3 p.m. of the same day as to what allegedly had happened
aboard the UFQ, And despite the fact that APRO officials were very sympathetic to
the UFO abduction story, [mane was not vet ready to allew even APRD representatives
to tape record Travis's story of the alleged incidant. |

Dr. Kandell described to me Travis's condition on the afterncon of Nov. 11:
"He was lping there in bed with the shades drawn...looking up at the ceiling...
He really didn't show any emotion... He answered questions appropriately when
spoken to but he wasn't very verbal...his attitude was like a person who was dis-
turbed, depressed." In response to my question, Dr. Kandell acknowledged that he
has had no first-hand experience with drug-addicts because he is a pediatrician.

Dr. Kandell found no evidence of physical injury or burns, despite the claim
that only six days earlier Travis had been "zapped" by a very intense beam from a
UFO, However, Kandell told me that he did find a small puncture wound on the inside
of Travis's ripht elbow.




Dr. Kandell said this small puncture was similar to what would be found if a
blood sample had been taken. "I came across this in the course of my examination
and asked him if he knew how he got this, and he said 'no,' that he hadn't noticed
it before.” (This contradicts “cCarthy's statement that Duane said he had spotted
the mark shortly after Travis's return when Duane had him strip down.)

br. Kandell said that the puncture mark was not directly over the large vein.
When I asked him whether LSD injected into the spot where the puncture mark was
found could have caused a narcotic effect, he replied: "Yes, because whether it is
injected into a vein or under the skin anywhere, it is absorbed and would have its
effect. Most people who take drugs uswally inject it into the vein because you get
an immediate effect. If you inject it into a muscle or under the skin, you get an
effect but it is delayed."”

When I asked Dr. Kandell whether he had mentioned this puncture mark in the
elbow in his official report to APRC, he replied: "Yes, it was in my raport.”
YET APRC HAS NEVER MENTIONED THIS TRAVIS WALTON PUNCTURE MARK IN ITS ARTICLES ON
THE CASE. Instead, APRO has emphasized that there could not possibly he any drug
involvement because an analysis of a urine sample, allegedly the first voided by
Travis after his return, showed no evidence of drug use.

I asked Dr. Kandell whether this "first' urine sample had been obtained in
his presence so he could be certain that it had really come from Travis. Kandell
replied: “Duane gave me a jar and he said ‘'this 1s Travis's first voilded specimen
since he's been found.' All I have is his (Duane's] word for it.” (GSW's Spauld-
ing told me that prior to Travis's return, he had urged Duane to obtain an early
urine specimen because there would be speculation that there might be drug involve-
ment. If Travis's condition prompted Duane to helieve there was drug-involvement,
the urine specimen he gave Dr. Kandell could have come from Duane or his brother-
in-law.) Dr. Kandell told me that there is no possible way to determine if the
original specimen really did come from Travis.

Dr. Kandell commented on one curious aspect of the urine sample that Duane
provided, This was the lack of “acetones" in the urine. The physician explained
that if a person has gone without nourishment for several days, his body begins
to break down its own fat for survival. The waste-product of this process shows up

as acetones in that person’s urine. Despite the fact that Travis had been "missing"

for more than five days, lab analysis of the "first" urine sample revealed NO
geetones present, This means the urine sample came from & person who had not
gone without nourisnment for five days.

It might be argued that the sample did come from Travis and that he was fed
aboard the UFO. But in his frequent tellings of his alleged experience, Travis
never has mentioned being fed while he was ''conscious." It might then be claimed
that perhaps while he was 'unconscious,'' he was fed intravenously and this could
then explain the puncture mark in his right elbow, But as Dr. Kandell noted, the
wound is not over a large vein, which would rule out intravenous feeding.

According to Steward, when LSD is injected, ne traces of the drug can bs found
in blood, urine or saliva samples 18-24 hours after injection. When the Waltons

first came to Steward's office, Duane was extremely anxious that Travis undergo full
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lab tests. But by later that afternoon, when Dr. Kandell and Dr. Salts arrived,Duane
only wanted a more casual physical check-up. It was not until the afternoon of Nov. 13,

more than 48-howrs after Travis's return, that he came to Dr. Kandell's office to
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give bleod and urine sampies for lab analysis. Lab tests of these samples showed no

traces of illicit drugs.
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Not until Travis was in Phoenix, and outside the legal jurisdiction of Navajo
County Law Enforcement officials who had been suspicious of a hoax from the start,
did Duane notify the Navajo County Sheriff's office in Holbrook that his brother had
returned. At first Duane said that Travis had been taken to an unnamed hospital in
Tucson for medical tests. Duane later admitted this story was false and he said it
was released to avoid the news media. (Yet within several days he and Travis willingly
met with the '"National Tnguirer.')

According to Sheriff Gillespie, it was not until late in the afternoon on Nov. 11
that Duane called to give a truthful report on Travis's whereabouts. During my Mar. 15
interview with Gillespie, the Sheriff told me he had said to Puane: "I need to talk
to Travis, and he said, 'well, Travig is not available.' And I said, well, you need
to make him available so I can talk to him."” Duane finally agreed and Gillespie told
me that he promntly drove to Phoenix, arriving late that night.

(iillespie described his meeting with Travis as follows: “When I first went
into the house, he [Travis] was laying on the sofa in the living room... He appeared
to be tired, spoke in a very low tone of voice. I talked to him for cuite a while
and asked him numerous gquestions, and had him relate his story to me.”

When I asked the Sheriff whether he had tape-recorded his interview with Travis,
he replied: "No. They had mads an almost insistent request that thers be nobody
elge around, and no recordings, or anything like that.” (0One possible reason for
Duane's insistence is that this would be the first time that Travis himself would
have to tell of his alleged UFQ experiences, rather than having Duane tell them,
Travis had not had much time, since Tecovering from his 'confused" state-of-mind,
to master the story. Gillespie told me that he has since noted a number of changes
in the Travis Walton story as he originally heard it and as it has since been
reported in the news media.)

Shortly after APRO made contact with the Walton brothers, it alerted the
"National Enquirer.'' The newspaper asked APRO to arrange the polygraph test and
APRO called McCarthy. The newspaper also asked APRO to rent rooms at the Sheraton
Hotel in Scottsdale to shield the Walton brothers from the rest of the news media.
It was in the Sheraton where Travis flunked the lie-detector test given by McCarthy.

The Dec. 16, 1975, edition of the '"National Enquirer' ran a full-page feature
on the Travis Walton case under the following banner headline:

S Witnesses Pass Lie Test While Claiming
ARIZONA MAN CAPTURED BY UFO

There was no mention of the fact that the '"abductee" himself had been questioned
about the alleged experience by a very experienced polygraph examiner who had concluded
that the story was a hoax!

On Feb. 21, 1976, Travis Walton and APRO's L.J. Lorenzen were interviewed on
an NBC-TV network program called “The Unexplained."” The moderator (Leonard Nimoy),
after mentioning that APRO had carefully investigated the case, asked “ir. Lorenzen
why he believed Travis Walton's story. Lorenzen replied:

"Well, he's truthful and doesn't use drugs. We had psychological testing
carriad out and it shows he has a normal psychological profile.”

{Apperently it is quite "normal' to hope to be abducted by a UFQ!!)




The February, 1976, issue of "The A.P.R.C. Bulletin,™ (mailed in late April),
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carried another story on the Travis Walton case which began: "Pursuant to our policy

of attempting to present as accurate information as possible to the membership, and

because Travis Walton was kind enough to furnish exact information, we herewith correct

some inaccuracies which appeared in our initial recounting of his experience.”

These corrections included such minutia as: "The dividers did not glow but were

a dull silver color...The clothing of the creatures [abeard the UF0O} was not brown
but rather an orangish-tan which Travis designates as a difficult color to describe

,..He was not taken into another craft, but rather out of the enclosure which Travis

refers to as a 'hangar,' down a straight hallway to a small room..."

But there was no mention of the Nov. 13, 1975, lie-detector test by McCarthy
that Travis Walton had flunked. Nor was there any mention of the small puncture
wound on his right elbow, The article concluded with the following appraisal:

“The Consulting and Administrative staffs of APRO feel that the Travis Walton
case is one of the most important and intriguing in the history of the UFO
phenomena.” (Emphasis added.)

IT SHOULD BE NOTED THAT APRO IS THE OLDEST UFQ ORGANIZATION IN THIS COUNTRY AND
THE LORENZENS ARE AMONG THE MOST EXFERIEWCED INVESTIGATORS OF UPO CASES.
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Another very experienced UFO investigator is Dr. J. Allen Hynek who has been
active in the field for nearly 30 years and who now heads his own Center For UFO
Studies. In late March, 1976, Hynek visited Arizona to conduct his own investiga-
tion of the Travis Walton case. He was interviewed by the press and the Associated
Press released the following story:

Phoenix (AP) -- A leading national authority on unidentified flying objects
said yesterday there is "no substantiation” for allegations of a hoax made
against a young Arizonan who said he was abducted by a UFO last yeax.

pr. J. Allen Hynek...said he had interviewed Travis Walton and believes
he is "not hoaxing.”" He also said Walton had successfully taken a lie-detec-
tor test three weeks ago...”

"He has been .made the subject of a lot of unnecessary and unfounded
accusations," Hynek said. "There seems to be little support for the accusa-
tions made against him..."”

"T gtill don't know whether he was abducted in a nuts—and-bolts UFOD,"
said Hynek in the interview. "The case isn't open and shut.”

Hynek added that he would await hypnosis of Walton before reaching
more definite conclusions.

NOT ALL UFO ORGANIZATIONS WERE SO GULLIBLE:

William Spaulding, western director of Ground Saucer Watch (GSW), quickly
became suspicious of the Walton story in the wake of the incident in Steward's
office. By Nov. 15, both Spaulding and Steward had publicly denounced the case
as & hoax even though neither was aware of the then-secret McCarthy lie-detector
test. (I wish to express my appreciation to Spaulding for his considerable assist-

ance in my investigation by providing a copy of the Nov. 8 taped interview and
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copies of local newspaper ¢lippings on the incident which were most helpful.
Although Spaulding and I disagree on the fundamental UFO issue, we share the
common view that hoaxes ought to be exposed and that failure to do so can only
hurt the "UFD Movement,'")

NICAP (National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena), in its first
report on the Travis Walton case to its members, said there was cause for suspicion
that the case might be a hoax.

w & &

The Mareh 1976 issue of "The A.P.R.0. Bulletin" contained another article
on the Walton case, reporting that Mrs. Kellet had taken and passed a polygraph
examination given by Pfeifer, who had earlier passed Travis and Duane Walton,

The article concludes by suggesting that “individuals whose testimony con-
flicts with that of Mrs. Kellet, Travis and Duane Walton, as well as the six
individual witnesses, should volunteer, as the foregeoing have, to submit to a
pelygraph test to determine their roles in this case. Those individuals include
Sheriff Gillespie, Stanford Flake, Ken Copland, Bill Spaulding, Lester Steward
and Phillip (sic) Klass. APRO will be happy to underwrite the cost of these tests
and only await the acquiescence of the participants."”

On June 9, the day after receiving the March issue, I wrote to Mr. § Mrs,
L.J. Lorenzen. After expressing regrets at news of }lr, Lorenzen's recent surgery,
and citinp the above challenge, I wrote:

"I hasten to accept thils offer, subject only to the following condition:

that my test be given by a licensed polygraph examiner with at least 10 years
experience -- to assure his competence. Otherwise I leave the choice of the
examiner in your hands. I shall be delighted to take the test in Washington
D.C. area or in Phoenix 1f APRO will underwrite my travel expenses, ' whichever
pyou prefer.

"I ask, but do NOT set as a condition to my test, that Jim Lorenzen alsgo

agree to take a polygraph examination to be given by a licensed examiner

with 10 or more years experience. Investigation shows that there is a very
competent polygraph examiner in Phoenix who was trained at the highly respected
Army Fort Gordon school and who has practiced for nearly 20 years. He would

be my choice to administer Jim's test as soon as his health permits.

"I trust that your acceptance will be as prompt as mine and that APRO will
publish this brief letter in "The APRC Bulletin" so members can be informed
of my prompt acceptance and of my own challenge."

Sincerely
{signed) Philip J. Klass

Any or all portions of this report may be quoted in print providing written permission
is obtained from the author and that full credit is given to the author as the source.

CREDIT: Philip J. Klass; Author: "UFOs Explained" (1974, Random House) (1976 ,Vintage [ -
[Home Phone: 202-554-5901 560 "N'" St. SW. Washington D.C. 20024

June 20, 1976
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"He who does not bellow the truth when he knows the truth makes himself the accomplice
of liars and forgers." ... Charles Peguy.




July 19, 1976

Mr. Philip J. Klass
550 PH" S5t. S.W.
Washington, D.C, 2002L

Mr, Klasas:

We, the persons involved in the Travis Walton UFO abduction of November 5,
1975, hareby make thls challengs to you, a challenga to either put up or shut
up. Because, in your own words, "Talk is cheap. Put your money whare your
mouth is,"

Being as you are attacking our honesty and are attacking the truth of our
experience on the basis of polygraph exsminations that we have taken, we hereby
chalYenge you to either have us retested, or to admit to the validity of the
previpualy passed tests,

It is true that Alan Dalis had an inconclusive polygrapn test hecauss of
belng overly agitated. And it is truos that immediately after Trazvis Walton's
return his emotional state (as confirmed by experts from APRO and the National
Enguirer) prevented any significant determination to be mads of a privately ar=
ranged polygraph experiment that was performed.

However, the tests from the Arizona Department of Public Safety that fivae
of us passed and the tests from Ezell Polygraph Institute that Travis, his bro-
ther and his mother passed, definitely far outweigh those two immaterial re-
Zponses,

It is your contention that, for a number of reasons, the=e lie datector
tests we have passed do not substantiste the truth of our experience, We do
not agres with your eriticism of that evidence. However, rather than argue ad
infinitum the value of those previcus tests, we challenge you to provide poly-
graph tests that do not have the elezments that you feel invalidated our pre-
vious tests,

The conditions of acceptance of this challenge are as follows:

{1) The tests must be arranged and financed by you. Due to the scattered
residence we now hold, travel expenses and time lost from work must be compene
sated for, Afterazll, it is you who are first challenging us on the basis of
our henesty.

(2) The individuals on whom you have focused your accusations, Travis
Waltor, Duzne Walicn, 2nd Mike Rogers, nmust be retests We ars not aware of
what financial burden this retesting might bring you, hDWever, at least three
of the other five witnesse= must be retested, all five 1f posaible. Travis's
mother is also willing to be retasted.

{3) Cost can not be sn excuse for not asccepting the challenge. Yoo will
be reimbursed for amy of our tests that are negative in result. You see, if
you really do believe wa will fail, you must alsc believe i} will not cost you
anything.

(4) Testing will be performed by a2 mutually acceptable examiner of high
standing and proper credantials, using modern conventional polygraph equipment.

(5) A1l examiner's reports and polygraph charts from the tests, regard-
less of outcoms, will immediately ba mada avallable to public knowladge.

(6} GQuestlons must pertain directly to the original UFC experience begin-
ning November 5 and ending November 11, 1975. The examiner will be providad
with coples of this challenge and of APRO's written report on the Travis Walton
case and of Philip Klass's sevanteen page written report, to familisrize the
exzminer with areas from which to formulate questions, so that it will be un-
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necessary for any of the parties involved to sugpest questions. Specific worde
ing of test questions will be at the discretion of the examiner. The standard
pretest rehsarsal of questioning will be used to assure that a clasrcut yes or
B0 response can be given to all guestions.

(7) There will be present ons other mutually scceptsble polygraph expert,
Eis capacity will not te to participate in the testing but only to observe and
assure that the exsminations are correctly and fairly administered.

(8) Prior to our undergoing these tests vou must sign 3 notarized state-
ment (enclosed) that states that you accept our subsequent passing of these
tests to be positive proof of the truth of our experience with a UFO and, when
we pass, that you will make public retracticns of all accusations of hoax made
agalnst us. The enclosed statement includes the agreement by you to cease any
further accusations of hoax about us to the public., This statement, when sign-
ed, will also be made irmmediately availzble to public knowledge.

(9) Your acceptsnce or refusel of oir challenge must be sent bty register-
ed mail to the Snowflake address given bzlow and postmarked no lster than twen-
ty-four hours after recelpt of this challenge. If you do not reply within that
twenty~four hours or do not arrange for the retesting to take place according
to the conditions stated above within thirty days, it will constltute refusal
of our challengs.

{10} We have besn completely fair and explicit in compiling these condi-
tions for acceptance of our challenge, Al) of these cornditions must be met be-
fors retesting will takes place. T

You must take a stand on the validity of polygraph examinations. Either
you support the fact that properly administered polygraph tests constitute
proof of troth when passed cor you believe that polygraph sxaminations, however
well administered, are proof of nothing, whetber the results be positive or
negative,

In your efforta to deny the existance of UFOs you employ 2 very contradice~
tory tactle that allows you tp use polygraph results, whether nepative or posi~
tive, in your own favor.

If a man has a UFO experiences and fails a polygraph test you sav, of
course, that it is proof he is lying. However, if he passes the test, you
claim that the test does not mean anythine, This is a totally inconsistent
argument., Either properly administered polyeraph examinations are proof of
truth when passed or they are proof of nothing., Which is it, Mr. Klass?

If you dp not believe that prolveraph tests are proof of anything then you
should stop attacking our integrity and the truth of our experience on that
basis, If ynu do not accept this c¢hallenge you must either admit the valldity
of the polycraph tests wa have passed, or admit that you do not believe poly-
graph tests have any meaning and therefore you should not use them in your ar-
guments, If you continue to use that tactic, you are proving that you are not
really interested in whethar UFOs are real or not and that you are just forcing
the evidence to fit your own preconceived ideas.

You openly admit to carrying into every UFQ case you 'investigate', the
preformed conclusion that UFOa do not exist, Tet, you ¢ritisize other investi-
gators because you say they have already made up their mirnds that they do
exist.

In your seventeen psge report, which you sent out %to so many people and
the media, you claimed to have come up with what you call facts and evidencse,
which you claim proved our experience was s hoax, The report you sent to Sher-
iff Marlin Gillespie was turned over to the Navajo County Attorney, Bob Hall,
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Naither Sheriff Gillespie nor the County Attorney think your so called preof of
hoax amounts to anything more than theories and hearsay. These men are profas-
sionals in thair jobs and would certainly file charges against us if there wsre
any real evidance to support such charges., However, they are not filing charg-
es against us and certainly not because of your report. They need facts, Mr.
Klass, not thaory, and the only facts are those which support the truth of our
exparience.

Since you have chosen to write negatively sbout us to the public, we chal-
lenge you to not stoop to those kind of smears, insinuations and quoting out of
context, We challenge you to stick te the facts of the case in trying to provas
your notion that the UFQ incidant did not occur. DBecauss we know that if you
do stick to the facts you will not have 2 thing to say. We know it did happen.

A man can live in a community for years, building a good reputation for
himself. One person c¢an tear all that down with one viscious rumor. It is
eazy for you to sit on the other side of this continesnt and accuse us with nev-
er having interviewad or talked with us prior or having made any sort of an in-
person investigation. Now is the time for you, Mr. £lass, to put vup or shut

up.

If you wish to accept our challenge, you may contact us by writing by reg-
istared mail, care of Box 1072 Snowflake, Arizona 85937 within twenty-four
hours from the time yon receive this letter,

If we receive your letter of accaptance it will be copied and distributed,
Your acceptance or decline of this challenge will immediately becoms available
to public knowledge.

Very Serinusly,
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the following:

I, Philip J. Klass, do hereby give my word on my honor and my agraement to

(1) These polygreph tests that are now commencing have bsen ar-

;jl.ﬂﬁfh. anged to standards I accept to b2 a valid testing situation to determine ac-
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ok (sl truth or falsehoodjin th the UF0 abducti Heber, A
o= tudl truth or falsehoodyin the report of the abduction near Heber, Arizona

on November 5, 1975. (2) I tharsfore accept any subsequent passing of these

e

polygraph examinations to constitute Hpsitive proof of trutﬁ?in answering the
s S _.-F"'ll

questions on the part of the individual(s) passing the test(s). (3) If nons of

the tests on these individusls are failed I will make immediate public retrac-
tion of all previous accusations of lying and hoax I have macde against the in-

dividuals tested. PRetraction willl be made from all parsons to whom 1 have sent

my saventeen pags report and from all medisz who carried my story of charges of

hoax., (L) If none of the t=sts are failed I also agree to cesse sny further

accusation of lying and hoax on the part of these individuals,

Slgned,

Notary Public: Philip J. Klass
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PRILIP J. KLASS
560 "N STREET, 5 W.
WASHINGTON, D. C, 20024

July 26, 1573

ir. iiichael Pogers
Box 1072
Snowflake, &riz, 385937

Iy MEMBERS
TO BL GIVEN

I EAGERLY ACCDPT IK PRINCIPLE YOUR 2ROPOSAL ToAT YOU, THE OTHLR
OF YOUR CRE., AND DUAXNZD WALTON, '"DAPPO =5 NZAd POLYGRE THATI

Y FE AYTHA

ZY AY BAPEXRIGSUCED oXAHMINER W=2 i8S LUTGLALLY ACCESTASLS TO BOTh Of US, £S5 SOON A3
Tin nzCISSARY ARRANGEIIDNTS CAN 33 JORKLD OUL, AHD TEAT TAL rULL REsULIS AXD CRARTS
GF THL TSETS TILM BE .ADE PUSLT == =

FURTHER, I AGPEE TO PAY TLE COST GF TESTS FOR BACH SUBJECT WiO. IN THE
OPINICH OF Th= SELECTED EAa-<l P, TRUTETULLYBHUSHUPE ZLL s?L"' ;
ADDITIONALLY, FOR THOSE JUBJECTS WHO WEZT THIS CRITZRION, I WILL iy Tazfﬁ“
CO3T OF TRAVEL TO THE EXA-INATION SITL, AT 15 CENTS/ILE. ns WLLL AS FRILBURSE
EACIY FOR LOSS Or DAY INVOLVED IF T:ioY 4UST BE ASSENT FROM WDRX rOR Tnb TESTS.,

In cur telephone conversations today, you azZresd to extend your deadline
for my response. Your latter of July 1%, received by me at noon today, demandsd
that I reply with a notarized statement via certifisd mail withirc 2B hours of
receipt. Because this is a physieal impossibility, vou sgresd to extend your
deadline to Yonday noon, July 26. EBarring thysical inecapacity, this letter will
Le posted by your ultimatws dsadline,

You insist that there can be no otaer changes in your list of 10 conditions.
Gne of tnese is that the tests nust take place ‘within tiirty days. 1 agree
that the tests should ba conducted as soon as all arrangenents can be wads,
But they cannot 5ezin until w2 Dotk have agrsed on the choiece of polygraph
exaniner and he can find four days in his regular scoedule to concucet the
tasts, i.e2. 1/2 cday per subject, on average. Furthermore, it will be necessary
for each of us to eztablish an Escrow account of apororimately $1,500 in advanca
to assure that ths examiner will be paid regardlzss of the outcome of the tests.

Yiore important, the tests cannot begin until you have located two members
of your crew: Alan Dalis and Dwayne Smith to get their agreement to take the
tests. You told me that you nave tried to locate them for two weeks without
success. All things considersd, it should be clear to you that the timing of
the tests involves many factors that are beyond my control so 1 cannot agree to
your 30-day deadline.

Ancthaer one of your 1¢ conditicns, that you stress are 'not ne’otiabl_,'
ig that tne Examiner's "questions must pertain dirsctly to trne original UZO
ewperience beginning with Novexber 5 and encing November 11, 1275." .y discuss-
iona of this issus with a very ewperiancad examinar prompted him to stzfe that
he could aot accept this constraipnt. This exanlner sald that a 2olyzradh exanineg
TSt De Iree to explora any related areas that he Selieves ars aecessary or
desirable to appralse the truthfulnus of thz cubject.

tnother one of your 'mon-negotiable" conditions is that 1
statemant trat states that you {Xlass] aceapt our sulLsequent pass‘
ts to be positive proof of the trutn of our experiencz with a
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I cannot agres t¢ endorse your statement which I know
ienced polygraph examinsr knows, is not trus. Tne vary b
most skilled erxaminer, cannot provide 'positive proof.
tests could baz used to eliminate longz, costly trials and
of a good polygraph test provide only one more piean of ¢
welghed alon* withn all otper pieces of evidence. £ I be
zraph test administered Ly a very exparisncec examiner could or
proof,' I would have ended my investigatica of this incident wh
learned that John J. ileCarthy's test of Travis UYalton on hov. 1
in the conclusion of thz examiner that Walten was enzaged in g
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In urzing that I endorse your 'positive arcof! orincipla, vou se2em To over-
look the reverse side of that coin. If even one of the elght subiects should
fail-to pass on relevant guestions dzaling with the alleged UFO incident, this
might be construad as '"positive oroof” of a hoax. Fould you uant Navajo County

officials to act on thne bazis that such an evant amounted to ‘positive proof”
of a hoax?

M
rk

In fact, the Courts have hel i
offer "pos 'lee proos,” and I know of no polvgraph exani
ontrary

w2t the polyzraph test rasults can not
inzp ”Ho claims to the

Furthermore, as noted on page 31C of my book "UF2s Explainsd,” a very
experienced polygraph examinar, ijax Burleson of Trut: Inc., told me that a
second or third polygraoh test may lose its effectiveness bzcause "once a sub-
ject has gained confidence that he can 'beat tha machice,' Lt makes a falsenood
more difficult to detect.”

ts pass all relevant guestiocns, I shall be delighted to

If ail eigat subje
Q"\

issue & punlie staten ving that these new results should Ye given ths fullest
consideration, along with other evidencs, in 637Pa1a155 the validity of the UF3
incident, I would take the resulis into account in ny future appraisal cof the
incident.

If ona or nora of the subjects should fail to pasd one or wors of th
relavant gquestions, I do pot a5k that you igsue a oublic statement stating

that the whola thing was a loax.

Durirgy the next few days, I will draw up & bricf proposed llerioradum of
Understanding, incorporating nmost of your 10 principsles with the required
clarifications to assura “ther=s is an unambiguous meeting of minds on the
arrvangements. Inasmuch as you took 10 days to formulate and execute your
letter-challenge, it seems only fair that I be given 10 days tc formulate v
formal response and more precise torms of ths agrsement.

- e A
!j OL\

Thare wi

|.J
130 3

b 1 be no dsedline for your rasponse, with the thouzht that soth
of us are desirguus of reaching prompt azreement te procesad with the ra-tests,
You Zave my odernission to reorocucs this letter in ita entirztv and to
marxe such distribution as you wizh.
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C:)niroversy

CONCLUSION

APRO supports the efforts of Phil
Kiass and others to comment critically on:
our case invesligalions. Such commeni,
when executed objectively and in good
faith will only result in the sirengthening
al o pgood s For esample,  Klags®
inplled sog=vban that the siy & gy
i thu Inddal phoase ol Travis Wallon's
B3 TS noe st oralid urderpo mass
el npg_:-: PiTI:.'_EJ:'FII.' [ -.‘:.-,5‘_ L]
commetable, If prasent plans proces=d as
expzcted they will all be retested. |

It is commendabie too, that Mr. Kiass!

understands  and  respects  the' T

time-h rad jounglistic tenek tr

gn_lnvEaaniy

™ for Fri profic

the

[denbity of s soypies asd e falirs of.
privitessd  infarmatiorn Dunrg o

lel=phone comvraation whnich foak pl .:||,.=|
whil= the existnoe of Trawls' first!
polyzraph was pnvﬂeged tnformation, Mr. '

Eema LisSras] o

1 pelyigaph {esl of 'l'r.w'q which ook

CE eprlisr tsan Pleiers F-1™
iﬂ...e_n,! quickly that an gpgwar of

Myt o ml commear  weuld

campromie privilegsd infprmatign agd

Betruy  frust ;1_1:|-.a|! in_me | gmoly;

angwesred 0 o™, Tlils mespors coutd brave |

been rcported out of contaxt in a way

that woul) discredit me personally but it

vasn't. Such geantlemvanlmess should not

pass unnoticed. :
LI Jim Lorenzen

w® . @ B N R ¥

John J. McCarthy, the first polyeraph
examiner to test Travis Walton od
November 153, 1975, was guoted ln the
ARIZONA REPUSBLIC for July 12, 1275
as foilows: *‘I decided to break silence!
beczusa the National Enquirer is mvolved|
in compl.rc:l.‘y which is detrimental to our?
profession.” |

A number of his peers feel that it is
McCarthy's action that has damaged the:
unage aof the profession. After all, he had
advisad Travis of his rghits against;
selt-incrimination and assured him that
the test results would become the
property of the National Enquirer's Paul |
Jenkins, “1f there’s any release of the |
information it will comez from him, not|
me,” he had promised. And he had signed
an agreement to presarve the |
confidentiality of the test. Prospectivci
polyzraphic subjecty are assured of the
privileged naturs of the pre-test interview. |
What happens when they can no longar|
take that assurance seriously?

Of major concern to polysraoh
operators in  the Phoenix arza is |
McCarthy’'s  apparent  willingnes  to
.‘|_|;..L_|1|E o |'||:|=r|.|:.aj information indye
violatton of verbal committment and
written contract. He has also ralked freeiy |
about infermation gleansed during his
“confidential” pretest interview. It was |

otHE M ENR ORI IO St T
— WHAT ARE TEE CORRECT PACTS? i
COAMENTS BY PHILIP J, KLASS |

Not trua. I did not offer an "implied sugzestion"of naw
polygraph tests anywhere in my YWalton Case Peport of 6/3’.'/?5.
As noted in my book "Ur0Os Explainad" (p. 310), quoting
experienced polvgraoh examiner, '"once a subject has ga;iﬂd
confidence thzt he can 'beat the machine,' it makes a f e~
hood more difficult to detect.”" However, I am willing
proceed with a new test providing all seven membeprs of 1.31&
Rogers Crew take the naw tsst.

An investigative reporter, or a UrQ inmvestigator, has a
duty to report all significant facts he uncovers, even IT
some run contrary to his own beliefs. During my telephqma
interview of 3/21/76 with L.J. Lorenzen, following the
widely publicized polygraph test given by George Pfeifzn
whic¢h Travis VWalton "passed," I asked Lorenzen: '"Do you
know, has Travis taken any cother polygraph tests?"
Lorenzen replied: "NO. NEVER." Hs need not have told tﬂls
falsehood. He could have replied: *Yes ne has, but T &
not at iiberty to disclose the rasults or to say anything
more about the earlier polygraph tests at this time."

What were/are the terms of APRO's asreemant with the
"Natlonal Epquirer” and with tha waltons. What informat
tion did APRO zors=a to withhold and for hew lopg?? Is

there still other imsortant information that APRO is still
withuolding because 1 have not yat uncovered it?

IF TRAVIS WALTON HAD PASSED THE FIRST TEST BY MeCARTHY,
WOULD THE RESULTS HAVE BEEN KEPT SECRET?

APRO has criticized HeCarthy on the grounds that he was
the one who first revealed the earlier test of Walton.
What are the true facts?

On 3/13/76, I first talked with Tom Ezell, for whom
Pfeifer worked when he tested Travis on 2/7/76. During
this interview, Ezell volunteered that Travis had taken
and flunked an earlier polygraph test. When I asked w’:j:
had given the test, Ezell replied: "I believe by Jack |
McCarthy, who I would say is one helluva geed sxaminer '
Ezall had lsarnad of ths first test from Pfeifer, who
Dresumably learmed Of it either irom APRU or from [ravis,

On 3/15/76, when I first talked with MeCarthy and askeg

if he had tested Travis Walton, McCarthy faced the sanq
issue that would confront APRO's Lorenzen a few days Lgter.
Both knew that widespread publicity had been given to the
fact that Walton had "passed'" Pfeifer’s test, but the
Public did not know of the first test that he had flunked!

McCarthy opted to teil the truth. Lorsnzen opted for
falsehood.

Bichard M. Nixon also gprted fop falsshood when he desiged
that maintalning the confidentiality of Presidential cgm-
versations was justification for lying about when he kb
first learned of White House imvolvement in the Waterpgate
break-in.



Robert Sheaffer
Note
The APRO Bulletin of August, 1976 contained a long pro-Walton article. Here is a detailed rebuttal by Klass to the APRO/Lorenzen piece.




dunng tals wierview thar Travs confided
thef fg foed \::f:]_-rl__r.'lh',_-,_,___-l tte L
pur fhe thelt gnd Foigary ol payenl]
_,_:J_-.'.‘_:Q. Alrthoumn Usoemagh Leressizatsan
coblicms that (hipwos an solared cvenlia
what Tovis galls his "“wid  fsen-tes
frhass'’ and ki poihirg to-do wich the
LIEE s bhot way _IJp'i.":nI 10 Be LhA
focal point of McCarthy's tase, McCathy
seems o feel perfectly comfortahle in
using tnis mareeal to “erminalize’ his
former subject.

Ia addition, McCarthy, possibly due to
faulty memory, is propigating false
information as to what took place in that
pre-tast intzrview. He claims thar Travis
admittzd that he, his brother Duamne. and
Iue motoer, oiren @paculated abenar —I_I"J'[q
| Ll llr-'l Lhe tap= reoorditg made ol
that interview shaws thar (1) Duane and
his mother were not mentioned by Travs
in connection with UFO nding and (2)
that in response to McCarthy's repeatad !
and parsistear questioning about riding in '’
i UFD, Teods maintiined thod he lad
mersly wp _I."\Jli II E:E JL_, g oamnigst
weith UFDF being, mof in taking o ride per
8 When seviewira the question i1n the
pait kave You evar theught 6F riding in &
UFQ™ Tiavi decided {0 meioand with 3!
s ke probohly hod thoughto
phout i SOMALimE (e ol 181, He axpiamad |
Ml o MelErly. 5 once’ amln
MeCanhy hed asked the wrong Guestion

“Have you receatly thought a lot
ubout riding in a UFOQ?" would have!
given a lot better indication of whether or
not Fravis had been planning 4 hoax !

In the test admunistered by Pteifar the|
question, “Before November 5, 1975)
were you a UFO buff?" (suggested by
Travis) was asked Travis answered “No."!
Kiass Inplsls thod this ansswerin o liz, We
grafntatn thal & petson mak ot voms tims
nf pthar hars -|..-|uJ:-|r o silesa b= = TR
amd may Frden specoigied phouf contgel
with  exiripapiestonin  and  wifll el
Ropds - himedl qg b g SECY by fd
Trrwls hwl et reed a baok oo UFCE, did !
that there waere UFU 1essarch,
organizations and in  fact did not
recommize the name J. Allen Hyvnek.

Klass' investigatlon is targeted ro prove
thyt e Walton bpothers  andl  ther 5
tbar W Moy Ezlistr, wene ey
it ifeslesl o the LIFO =u|||+|_'r il

Wiyt [=f L] .-M'.i'_'?.
lpdticyn @i -tandyeisd b lI ,-!':'_- =]
L7 tear B3 oul The members of this!
inleliigent family group have an actitude|
in common with over half the citizens of,
the United States: ie, thev think that
somz UFO reports are buased on the;
existerce of real vehiclss and cthat these
vehiclzs are posibly extrazerrestrial n:
origin. They wers interested enoush 1o,
read rcports that appeared in the press)
bur not concernesd encugh to buay (or
horrow) Dbooks or magazines on  the
subject

Duusne reports that he saw a UFQ close
at hand when huntihg about 12 years ago |
It came nearly to trze-top level and
seemed Lo be following him, He ran home,
and of course told the famyy about it. I-'l

tiy 3 b

Aul anow

s
mu;
Iying

=

APRO admits mow that it intantiomallv withheld infermatibn
about Travis Waltoa's earlier crisinal act and his 'wildl
teen-agze phase" begause APRO dsacided that it had no Unuiiblg
bzaring on whethar Travis--five years after the felcny—j

was a truthful, credible person.

Dr. Jean Rosenbaum and his wife Beryl, also a psychiatrist,
spent considerable time interviewing Travis when they 4.'-]:1:1:
to Phoasnix a few days after hs rsappeared. Following im a
varbatim transcript of a portion of my telephone conversga-
tion with Dr. Jean Rosenbaum [JR] on 4/28/75: jﬁ

PK: "In the course of your discussions with Travis Walqan,
did you discuss with him, or did he voluntesr, anyghing
about his prior interest in the field of UFOs, or fh;t
of his mother or brother?"

JR: "A great deal."

PX: "Could you tell me?" |

JR: "Everybcdy in the family claimed that they had see@

one [UFD}...and he [Travis] has been preoccupied with
this alwost all his 1ife, Lot of talk about it in the

family. hen b ] 3 b i
pripr ko Ainei £ th as_evsr .:'_‘-‘:d'ugc,ea g

4 UFQ she was not to warrcy becauﬂu he'd be alright
So hg was, like, prepared for this kind of a {1nc1runtj

"Who else was present at the time he was telling Hou
this?"” [

JR: "My wife Beryl, who 1Is a psychoanalyst, and his
brother Puane." |
|
Fr: “Duane was present?”
\JH: "YES- 113 '
PK: "How about Jim Harder [APRO's director of researmﬁ}?"
JR: "Now let me think a second. Yes, Harder was thes_ru-;l=+ o
PK: "are you fairly sure about that?"
JR: "Yes, I'm fairly sure of that. It's bean a while lago,

but Harder knew about this. I
about this because he mentioped jt.”

"Did Harder seem concerned about this proclivity #nr
UFOs?"

PX:

JR: "No, because you know Harder's bag is that he's cén-
vinced it happened and it really did happen and all
that. And so anything that would inr any way inflgence
the case, he had explanations for everything..."

PE: ‘tEge £ 'e r = ptha
ggﬂ his brother wera UF0 epthusiasts?”

JR: "Qh for sure, They talked about it all the time. o

Were the Waltons "'very much involved in the UFO subjrn;

?‘“
A FPIRST-HAND INVESTIGATION CONDUCTED BY APRO DOES NDTT
BEAR THIS QUT."

"ONE FALSEHOOD TREADS ON THE HEELS
OF ANOTHER*....TERENCE |




ensuing  years the subject bas been
discussed occasinnuly amd Duanz has

peemigpced bes advenldis fie ol these

A ———TT
noCad oy Trivls Rt v isle ]

jotrea-nCReek fmark, o] pne ol pircay S
filags pvar fmbs you mogs sure Lhey S0
come hagk and oot me” Luions, dunag .

Trove ameicd, nbdalled this eeipark amd
repeated it with a far amount of
embeilishment to newsmen and other
investicators. In the press this developed
into a “pact’” beiween Lhe two broters
Also, duting Travis' absence Duane made
quite a lew positive statements about
] QLT B U | fErorer o irndiEatng

that Fhiame §3d g Hoeooeh Snowiglds of, 47

LES o ihe -game [acty can jusil Es
casily support the hypothesis that Duane
betieved the accounts given by the six,
witnesses, some of whom he knew,
personzlly, and that he was talking to’
keep up his own hopes as well as those of
his mother

In oariar  COSTE ndence with Mr.
Lorenzen, Fiasi had forwarded o report,
to the cflect that when Mr Kellet had:
een norified of the incident involving
her son’s disappearance she  had.
responded with, “Well, I'm not the least |
bit surpnsed.” He included the names of|
a half doven law-men who were supposed’
to have been witnesses to this event,
APRO investigation discloses that Mrs.,
Wellert was notified by Mike Rogers, and |
that the only other person present was,
Under-sheritff Ken Coplan. The above'
guot: atrributed to Mz Kelletr could
only have come from Coplan bur Coplan;
has now retreated from such a p05itioni
und 3o has Phii Klass. Kea Coplan was Dr.l
William Bickel’s source for the talk show:
ramar (iee A PAE Bulleis far December!
[%75) Coplan laer denisd that he had
ev=r taard oF repessled mch 3 mimor

Cophin™s cumreni positon i that Mrs.
[P didn®  aet  wery  surprised.
However, we find that Copian_was nof:

A r x

ol lisr =ugtipns. Mike R auery noles that |
bth Travinand i mother noe cesgevesd 10
autire nod simply are nof m e habie ol
reacting visibly. Rogers says that when hei
told Mrs. Keliett of the incident she |
seemed unable to grasp what he wasy
ielding ber and insaned that h repeat the
dotails at Jeast pwics and that on the dave )
to Snowflake il comtimued to phy Rim |
with questions about delills inter-mii gled E
with her own recallections of Duans's|
experience and other accounts she fhad |
heard. Coplun does not disagree with!
Rogers’ account |

- Y-

Compare APRO's versicn with the agtual words used by
Duane Walton in an interviewsd with Fred Sylvanus of
GSY on 1i/8/75, at a time when Travis was still Umissing."

Poeayis and I discussad this mang, mang times at graat
lpngth. And w2 both said that wa woeld lmmediately get as
directly under the object [UFO] as physically possible...
wa discussed this time and time again. The opportunity
wogld ha too graab to pass up at any cost, axcept that pr
death, maks contact with them and whoever happened to b
left on the ground--if one of us didn't make the grade—to
try to convipee whoever was in the craft to come back and
get the other one. But he performed just as we said Wt
would and he got directly under the object. And he's
raceived the benefits for it.”

When Sylvanus asked if [uana wasn't concarned that his
~other might be harmed, Duzne rspiled: "I don't fael
any fear for his life. He's net in any dapger...all I
can say ia chat I wish I was wikh Rim.” A few moments
iater [uane added: "Everybody in my family...Wa'va pai
4 1ot of attention to ir. We've lived with it for 10
years. The fact that they're [Ufos] hers and we ses

phiem guite resgularly, and they don't kill peopla.”

h :
i aTT ial hide-oyt, hog Qo Ame sonfigant?
Since Mrs. Kellett was not present during the interview,
thepe was no need for Duane to lie simply to buoy up her
spirits.

The Meawlier correspondence’ te which APRO refers was |
an informal letter written shortly after 1 had begun ﬂy
ipvestigation of tha Walton cass. #y formal Tepert of
B/20/76 statas: “Hogers, who kEnew whers Mrs, Halletit was
skaying, and Under-Sheriff Ken Coplan, of Holbrook, dfove
gvar to bring Mrs. Kellett th= shocking news of the the
that sesmingly kad befallen Travis. Coplan deseribed the
incidsnt to me during our telsphona intervisw an Jan. 5:
'When Rogers told the mother what had happened, she did
pat act very sarprised.’...” |

I

I
No matter hew stolc a woman Mrps. hellett may be, if she

really bellisved that her son had b2en carriad off Ly 8
{70, that sne miznt npever see him alive again, ons might
—7mect that her reactions Of shock and griel would ba
apparent even to a strangsr 1ike Coplan. i

LLET'S CALM FEACTIO
- TFE

BUT PERHAPS THE EXPLANATION FOR MRS. KE
IS TYUAT TEAVIE B TAGIGHTTU £

BE WEEL EVER ABDUCTED HY A Nro sy T WO
YE WOULD RETURN SAFELY, ACCORDING TO DR. ROSENBAUM'S |
ACCOUNT. GSREMINGLY TRAVIZ HAS THE poyrHIC ABTLITY T3
PREDICT FUTURE EVENTS! |




==

Anothec Ucrimmabesing” ltem tha Which APRD statesment 4dre we to believe? That 12R0 ltself
MoCaiiny ovg gled from Travis . s o'k 1 k x » vonn  wd
. . i e Apgdis Wal b [ M 2 T - = (5 a e

Coonlulential” pre-test intesview was his [ gk E':'t 4 tan's clai OaT e 81O ?Hd “Sl_jg 1] .t.

revelaliz Hal he ol ekperinentsd with drmigs at ledst two yeany befors the UFQ incident? O
=ane™ Al i pid ol ey J?;f that “we are depandent on Travis' basic lonesty ror all

#}I.T'].?!ul UL PR U S ol - knowledge we have of his drug experimentation”? (Emphaslis
Wa £k thit- his Fifirtiinrating

wad 0 THrporary  phoge, fermimii=d  uf dded"’

lenil twu vezrn poor-tn she sldeietion

incidant Klass, however, indulgss in some
wild conjecture concstning a red mesk
that looked like che iemnanl of a
puncturs  inside  Travis”  rwizht elbow
theorizang that Travis could have ingected
L3D. However: (1) Travis 15 nght-handed
s e mark is in the wrong place to have
been sell-admintstered; (2) why, when
LSD is eusiiy ingesled orally, wouid
anyone i this  situation resort o
injection?; (3) if Travis was indeed
participating in a hoax as Klass claims,,
whiy would he resort to drugs at all at this
crucial 1zms?

Hiis 0f bmpdntance fo note (ot we gre.
dependent on Traels' hasle honssty far 111
growledize we  bave  of  his  dess

If Duana Walton did not suspect that Travis was under th
irflvence of drugs when recoverad from Heher shortly aftEr
midnight, why did Duans withheld from Sheriff's Desuty
Glzn Flake whepn he talked with Duane outside Mrs, Kelleft's
housz in Stnowflaks that Travis had been found and was |
inside the house? Why did Dusne "smugzle" Travis cutr of
Snowflake to distant Fhoenix, allegediy in search of medi-
pal attention for Traviz whan thers was a doctor only a

few miles away in Show Low? Why did [uane refuse¢ to leg
two APRD=zent doctors photograph Traviz oo Kov. 11 op |
tape record their interview with him? And why did

Duane ask the doctors to limit their examination, defer+
ring for 48 hours a controlled obtaining of a blood and'

experimentation, He volunteered thus! urine sample from Travis. Such a delay prevents detsac-
informatian in good faith, He did not tion of drug after-effects

have to do so

Steward says that it was a warm day and that he first
spotted the puncture-like mark on the right elbow when |
Travis rolled up his sleeves during thes interview.

To help portray Travis a5 a drug uger

Kiass relies on “Dr’" Leser Sceward,
already exposed in these pages as having
an unaciredited correspondence school
doctorate. Steward claims to have ralkad
about his alleged experience in treating:
drug abuse and to have noled the’
puncture mark, The Waltons, howevcr_,'
fuw LAt Provis wos wsaning a longalssved
n'l | ol B el apryes) teia a1l HI

APRO claims that while the Waltons were in Steward's
office he "spent most of the time on the phone trying
to arrange for an M.D. to give Travis a physical..." |
And ths hNovember 1975 issue of "The A.P.R.0. Bulletin”
challengaes Steward's statement that the Waltons spent
ﬁ:tfi ﬂ&emf ﬂfu% TMES$1;§?f approximately two.hours in Steward's office, claiming
Fime on the plage rwotng 1o arreage o it could not possibly have been longer than 15-20 '
an M.D. to mve Travis 2 physical and! minutes: “uane Walton claipmed Lhat he and his hrother
when it became apparent that he was' ware only in Steward's orfice for 15 or 20 ninutes,
betng unsuccessful they left beginning at 9:320 a.m. It takes one half hour to drivﬂ
from the Westward Ho Hotel where Steward’'s office is .
located to Duane Walton’s howe, and considering at least
a half hour for breakfast...they could not possibly hawe
arrived home before 12:15. liowaver, Mrs. Lorenzen l_qad'_u_
her first telephone contact with Duane at 10:45 a.m., |
indicating that Duyane Walton's version Is the correct
oRre.” (Emphasis added.)

APRO's arithmetic, based on Duane Walton's claims and
Mrs. Lorenzen's statement sounds quita convincing.
Howazver, when Duane Walton was given a polygraph test
by Pfeifer on 2/7/76, he was askad the following ques-
tion: “DID YOU SPEND APPROXIMATELY 1-1/4 HOURS IN |
LESTER STEWARD'S OFFICE?"

Tuane Walton answered: "YES."

LS

Mrr

He wio permits himself to tall a
lie once, finds it much easier to
do it a second time and a third
time, till at Iength it becomes
habitual.” |

PFEIFER CONCLUDED THAT DUANE WAS TELLING THE TRUTH! |

«+» Thomas Jafferson



B

F-zors  and  misteoroientations  are _._.A false guote foom D, ':(___a."..’:'_ell"?:.‘_ Following is a ver-
nreant 1 the Klags paner and M some ., baztim ‘C‘:‘%.‘l;‘.-‘c‘_'.‘;p‘t ol my tzlephone convsrsation with L. |
sTances hey are prramided to preaduce’ o el at Sl ] i ] i
i;i$,°lfi‘ﬂgi‘;lii-l?ﬁfﬁd Howard Xandelli LB on 4/25/756. {Th# underlined porticp
L SR Eis st SAivH e SpmipIel 5 g L = . ~ x

DS ATS omilris - e Smenm abbad di was used in my Yalzon Case Report of ©/20/78):

Travis' sllessd obsgssion with LIEQs jv o

spaftftboEd b Friuit femm A LT

.I .. .I il ) . F P ;-
1wt Rapdell ores e wa- R LT |

lhese e thenm used =35 o basis for

discreviting Travis’ noimal pevchologial,
profile o3 established by M M 12T rest
APRO s desenioved as havmg ajested
the Mufional Enguerer and i3 implied to
have rented the rooms al the Sheraton!

wnzn o fuct, the Ewgquurer contacted HX:
Duane Wallon first and then conlactedl
APRO when they learned from him we)
ware invasiigating. The Lnguirer snled
1= rooms ¢t the Sheraton. We notzd PX:
these basis facts 1n the Nov 1975 A4PRO
Huliet:n  Ine  peceipt of which 15 ..
ascknuwledzed In Klass™ 17-puge report’ HK:
dated june 20, 19786,
PK:
HK:
P
HX:

“"at any tine during your discussions, eitier alone-=
whan I say alone I mean ths fizst [exam] on Tussday
or Thursday [second exam] or in the supsequent ones),
did the guestion come up of ths prior inferest in
Uros by Travis and/or Duane apd/or the mother?”

“Thay admitted to that freelw, that he was, Lou kngL.
a 'UfQ freak,’ so to sSpeak. He's interested in it.!

"which one?”

1
=z had made remarkxs before that If he ever
sa,

Yrravis.
saw ona, be'd like o go aboard, this and that,
ges, that was menticoned. That was ovue,"

"When was that? Was tkat when you and Dr. Salts wJ:e
there or when more of the people were thaere [at hoTel]?

"No, that was, I thinx,
I don’t know whether it
could have been that I,
(oxr) that somebody else

subsagquently, it came out.
was that Friday night, or qt
that it was in the newspapdrs
might have mentioned it."

"But you heard it from tieir cwn lips?"

|
I can't be 1l00% positive,.

They didn't de?y

"I think so. I think so.
But if I didn’'t, it was discussed,
that. That wasn't denied.”

When I first talkad with Dr. Kandell on 4/23/76, I asked
him to verify the accuracy of varbatim quatations attr{bute
to him in the 12/16/75 issue of the "Natismal Enquiren,"
One quotation was: "And there was a small puncturs wound

on the inside of his right azm —= the kind you get from a

It i dlio implisd  jhye  APED ;
pts e whgt  Riag  flescribes a5l blood test. But he said that nabody hed stuck a needle in
Infabnetzan  diboud  Trsvis  “supcturs his arm.“
zaund’ and he i{mplies thag handell

refers to it as such in his medical repott,
o APRO. Kaadell’s 2ctual reference!
reads, “a 2mm red spot in the crease of
the rialit clbow,”” Dr. Kaadell rold us that

Ir. Kandsll responded: “There was a small mark in the
crease of the Ieft (sic) elbow which was compatible Wigh 3
o

5w comualetely il mher T puncture wound s?ch'as when somebody rtakes élooq from you..
discovered it and _thar i weg qurte, I came across this in the course of Ay examination and aske
Duzaidy wid davy ol whey Fe sxaminad | him [Travis] if he knew how he got this and he said nﬁ, he

Irmvs Aaany rate il 17 wda the remnand
of a punchire, it had been made too farin!
thz past to decount for the drug induced
stare theonzed by Klass' ““Jyug expert”
Stewand Travis and some of the other
woodeutizrs  have reported that they
sumetimes vick up splinrers o- fhorps in
the course af their work, Pupciurgs from
the buckthorn bush, whichh wrows in that

hadn't noticed it before."

During my 4/25/76 interview, Dr. Kandell said: “I am Jot
saying it was a puncture mark. I'm saying it was a tﬂnq

scab that could have bsen a punctvre mark."
When I asked Dp. Handall for his astimate of when the.

wWerE ¢ = enough that one . 2 . B [ - e
could concewably go unnohced, This wound had cccurred, he replied: "J would say it was =¢s

tained anywhera From, probably, 24 to 43 hours beforeI
sow fiim." Xandell saw Travis approdimataly 14 hours |
after he was recovered from Heher.

T e e P e R e |
PERHAPS THERE WERE THORNS OR BUCK-
THORN BUSHES ABOARD THE UF0??

seems 1 much more likely wyv ta gecount
i X and as such it
was nol cunsidered to be a particularly .
sieniticant detail in reporting ihe case ‘




Kiass's fiman conelusion is that e case
¥as 2 heax piapned by Hogess and
Wailon with the hzlp of the rest o0 the
crew o endble Rogers oo braak a forast

Service conrract thar had B:m o in serious

Fimermeogn
Fizanowt trouble,

The raets are that Rozzrs was benind
on s cuirent cantract simcs ne had been

wathing  on throe  ather  contracts
aimiilianedddy, Fuot, Be hod collected on a,.!n’f
e othes wbnl Ju.:._'ul PACESL DT s 0 -%“")
fo Nyl rrosbly ”"
Als l!'.'.-.:'-l-,-*r age
o > Biw advantage and o lhe q,b""

nedvamtuge of the cree (0 work as long as
possible on the contract. Rogers knew
[rom exnperience (hat 2 5;;al time overmn
wouid ke Loleszted provefling they were,
muking good progress In addition, a
gaptract _eonld be  dufaulfed. wirhoup
serous Degalty  or  preeudice  winoud
gous to all the irouble of creating an|
s Fossry Kn=w |his tgeausd be Hayd:
hieeti gl @ ponrrsst s (pWw visirs Enploer -

Hojss Bod respesgisd

i inspeciion |

trom the Forest Service to lake place on

Novemb=r 7, which would enable hum ta

collect for lhe past three weeks work |

lhe UFQ incident short-siopped thus
nrocedure and held up monies alieady
carned

Kogers did not have a regular

|—&

Fogers camz to the end of the allotiged
200 wapking cays of hiz Forest Szrvice coatract, hea had
matazed to complete B52 acres, or woughly 70% of the jobl
(Hz had gotten the contract 13 monathz esarlisr but the
wint2p snows come early and stay lats in the mountalns 50
there had been only 200 working days during this mariod.))
Rogers had averagad H-1i/4% acresfday durlng thiszs paricd.

O Augz. 3, J.L‘?S, as

The Forest Sarvice agread to give Rogeprs an 04-day extejsion
to Nov. 10, 1975. If he maintained the L4-1/4 acre/day aver-
ags he could complate the “emalnlng 353 acres within tbld
time. As a penalty, the price par secre waz reduced frea
$27.40 to $26.40. Furthermore, the Forest Sarvice retaimned
10% of the mopev that Regers had already earned, untll unu
Job was completed. This thent amounted to Sa,dd5.

But by Oct. 16, 1975
115 of the remalnlqi_§53 acres.
between Oct. 2 and Oct. 156, Rog=rs and his crew had com
only 15 acres, or an avarass of barely more than ONI AT
BZR DAY, according to PorEst Borvice Tecords. {Roen 1 tl;ked

fozers had been 2ble to complate gnly
Puring the two-week pa@iod
ylate

by telephone with Mike Rogers on 7/11/76, he falsaly told
me that at that time "we ware moving at about 135 acres EE_
az. ') -

ON THE BASIS OF ROGERS' PERFORMANCE BETWEEZN OCT.2 and OCT. 16 (ONLY A FEW WEEXS BEFORE
THE UF0Q INCIDENT), THE CREW WAS EARNING LESS THAN $30.00 PER DAY, OF WHICKH THE FOREST |

STRYICE WITHHELD THE “10% RETENTION," LEAVING LESS THAN $27.00

PER DAY- TO BE DIVIDED

AMONG ROGERS AND HIS FIVE OR SIX CREW MEMBERS--Ad AEFRAGE OF LESS THAN $5.00 PEELPhﬂi

PER DaY.
Err——m———

In our telephone conversation of 7/11/76, Rogers admitted that he bad been

"moonlighting"

by hiring out hiz crew to other Forest Service prime contractors, rathen

than devota his best efferts to trying to complste his own prime contract H*th11 the

contract extension period. This
Mzurica Marchbanks had not known at the times ha prant

was zomething that Forest Sarvice Eﬂn:rnmtlnz Of ficer

sd Rogers the O4-oay axtanqL¢n+ |

Mzechbanks d2id not lsamn of

it vwotil the morninz alter my

——
telzpnone converzsat lon with

Rogars.

whan Fapers nurriedly drove to the Iorest Sepvice offica early tne next day

5o That Warchbanks sould lsarn tha facts

from Rogers rather than From me. Marchbanka

told me:

have insisted 'to hell with what you've got with someone elsa.

here. [

YIF¥ I had known this [about Rogers moonlighting activitiesj I would almost

This is your obligatioJ

During my 7/il/76 conversation with Fogars he claimed that althaugh he and his

crew had been able to complete only 115 agrpss r-

4 to Oct.

nom AaT. . that hz would

bave b2en able to complete the rnmalngﬂg 238 arrea by Nov.

= hi rek hoan
la PROVIDEZS A USE-

for the UFO incident.

POGLAG " PLALOAMANCE BETWESH AUG.

3 and OCT,.

Ful, BoMCiMARK FUR JUDGING THE TRUTHFULNESS OF THIS ROGERS CLALH.

APRO claims that Rogers "was not in fipancial trouble.”

Here is what Rogers himself told me during our 7/11/76 conversation:

"You sae

the problem of it was that the money I had made con this contract was the 10% retention

which I had intended to carry ma through the winter.

And, and that's why I was In a

financial bind thls winter."

As a result Rogers told me, he "fiad fo uss food stsmpg



Rogerss, knowing the unfaveradbis report that had he2en turnsd in by the Forest Service
inspector after his Oct. 16 visit, dacided to writz a letter to Contracting Officer
Marchbanks on Oet. 20, in which he said in part: "I cuannot horestly say whethsr oz not
w2 will finish on time or not. However, we afe working every day with as much manpcwer
as I can hire. I will not stop work until the job is fipished or until I 2u asked to
stop. I have had considerable trouble keeping a full crew on the job. The area is

i,

vary thick and the guys have poor moralz bacause of this. I have had toe breakx in saveral

] = ] = = - el
green men.” (Emphasis added) [It is not surbrising that Rogers was having trouble keepling

a cre4 on the job considering that at the then current rate of work he could only afford |

to pay each man less than 5$5.00 per day.]

As an experienced woodsman in that area, Rogers knew that early winter snows can arpive
in October and almost certainly hit in November. If It had ta taken Rozers from Aug. 3

to Oct, 16 -- roushly 2-1/2 months--to complete 115 acres, there was NO WAY HE COULD
HOPE TQ COMPL ETE THE REMAINTNG 233 ACRES BEFORE WIMTER SHNOWS3 !llT—-certaian not with
gn insxverienced crew suffeping fprom "poor morale.”

]

Fopawve pould pnot poss

until late snring or eaprly suymmar the followine vesrs., #nd 5 Pogers hims
m=, he was ecounting on that "10% retention” ta tlde him and his family avep tha' lanpe
winter.
Ll PSEH S

It is true that Rogers could simply have defaulted on

crew on payroll Hepwkﬂlupmena*hﬂ his contract. It would then be put up for re-bid, If
J":f‘ii'; ;:Lcjf‘“\:grtkt‘;" ‘:;er}pu“;ﬂ:g;:fg the new contractor's price was less than Rogers' fig-
the UFO incident occurrzd on the Lhird ure, Rogers eould colleact the full Y10% retertion.”
day he worked for Rogers, e had nof| If th2 new bid were higher, the excess would be dedue-
seen a payday. He was a stranger to the| ted from Rogers' "10% retention" fund.

rest of the men There sumoly was not the:

closeness between the man that would -

support the 1dea that they could| Rut Hl:l.':"m.‘:'! glready had an eariier contract default on
coliskorare on a hoax :hai would gan! his Tasard. .ﬂ-]‘.ll.':lt.l‘.l.E"" default would not 1'r|'r'|m|||lp. f‘L.—.

them nothing — which i fact could Wg,ll|

lose  them  three  weeks pay ai-cady’ reputation uith the ﬁﬂ‘f‘"‘ﬂt Jcﬂlcn-'-nr'ﬂecla—-? i7 It

learned the true reason for default was that ha nﬂq
bean "moonlighting” for other contractors instead of
discharzing his own contractual obligatiom,

carned,

If only there wsre some way to provide "extenuating
eircumstances” -- like an "Act of God." On Qet. 20,
the same day that Rogers felt impsalled to write to
Marchbanks to try to explain his preblems (but without
revealing the tyrue cause), NBC-TV telscast its two-hour
special on the Barney/Betty Hill "UFO abduction."

}n;“J”TT |”“U= bormar dao If a UFO could abduct a New Hampshire couple, why
simbeng  flaf ke esld wit fmdlets fle -
TR R T ,'Ds TN couldn't a UFO abduct.a member of the Rogers crew -—-
tam wriiiny Hegers s working on J||:.-|herr & young man like Travis Walten who was so eager to fly
fmnmﬂgCmﬂ?CtT{‘h?FUWSuSMTEQ in a UF0 that he would throw caution to the wind apd
usinit a Special machine that renders the o . . = -
indiidual woodeutter with chain  saw mn dlrectly u?der a UFd in an effort to get aboard.
If such an inecident ocecurred, who could blame members
of the Rogers crew if thay refused to go back to work--

obsolete Are we to beleve that six menl
wlio perpetrated a hoax [or Houers'|

considering that the crew already was suffering from
poor morale."

bergfi! arz now gomg ro remain silane
while Rogers coliegts his hest acreage rars
ever without them?

Rogers did not mention UFOs in his letter of Nov. 18,
asking the Forest Service to terminate his contract.

But he did refepr to the incident in the following words:
"It appears now that I will be unable to completa the
Turkey Springs thinning and piling contract due to an
incident that happened on the job site two weeks ago

which caused me to lose my crew and will make it somewhat

difficult to get any of them back on the job site.”



What dp Forast Service perseoileal t“lr.k

aho g Iy a0
\;,+h'}i“ ?fx . “; 2 “_' During a telephonz conversation an 7/18/76 Marchbanks
L [ L .‘\-: II-"-;': 3

gOnLtiCiiae allioer, thTks IF 4 domenss. o Tade the following comment about the Travis Waltsn story
He i se= 0o way thnl Rogers cnnd ey ""»1 of pbeing abductad by a UFQ: "I d’i‘.i":l"t calisve 1t then.
b-'nét,.*m_ from ihe allegac}' hoax ’ I don't b=licsve ik now."

Persisteni phone calls from Phil Klass
hove faled to convinge lum otherwise -

Witai doeg Shertrf Ciflesplethink about HFether or not APROC members agree with my conclusions on
Khass' hosx rheosy? “A  evllection o . th= Walten case, there ¢an be no doubt that as a result .
personul  opivinas ond uvuknuﬂddd' of my invastigation 2nd casz rebort AFRO membevs have
rhicory.” he saya,

T |nﬁ:uﬂm T ““1 learned a great deal more about Travis Walton and the
Wi e ynay evin se-in Vi fimel background to the incident than thay had previously been
analvs:s 3 Dleswing in dpowse. 10 fasl told.
socllseC  dlt2ptlon on the \Wwalton casel
unat 'no-e, largzeiy through lus (Klass™)

-4 At the tice of this wrltlng. I am still =aitine to heap

Viialonzing of the vatdiee o the Pluiler r e e

i g i
polypraph It and  his fauling  of from Mike Hogars, In writing, that he and tha other L%
Ll -’u iy Iesk Rowen spd Walton, et wmankbers of his grevw ara willing and able to take th= mey
il l”'uuﬂ.IUuuhh.uuh“|wﬁhm' leFqTEﬁH test. fe told me over the telgpnonn that he had

11; 2ives every¥ andication of accepting,
\\rn:r-*py ne will pay for the new tests if; -
the wirnesses pass them but he will pay,

r1na_lv managed to locate two "migsi ng pambens of the crew
TDuane Smitn and Allen Dalis) and that both had agread to
nothing if thay do not pass. APRO hasi fake the new test but so SA- Eocers pas re—UEed to coni e

obrained & committment from a +hi

: : : a is in writing.
pGiyzraph examiner <[ national sra[ur-| k- = £
and reputation, suggesied by \10L.1rrhyl i
and upproved by Pleifer, to conduel the.

now tast, hgﬁghﬁ?wﬁbﬂﬂpwﬂwloq AND I A STTLL WAITING TO HEAR FROM APRO IN REGARD TO ITS
hope 10 b bl 10 ronart i st Tl CHALLENGE THAT I URDEAGO A POLYGRAPH EXAMINATLON AT 1714
future ssue of the Bullecin ; EXPLNSE, AND MY OWN CHALLENGE THAT MR, LORENZEN ALS0 AGHEE

IO TAKE SUCH A TEST AT MY EXPDNSZ IN CONMECTICH WITH i
TRAVIS WALTON CASE.

The APRO challenge was published in thes Harch, 1976, issue of "The A.P.R.0. Bulle-
tirn,” received by me on June 9, 1976. I replied on ths same day:

"I hasten to accept tihls offer, subjact only to the following condition: that my test
be given by a licensed volygraph syamiper with at least I0 years exparisnce to agsure
his competance. QCtharwise I leave the choice of the examiner in your hands. I shall
be dalighted to take the test in Washington D.C. area or in Phoenix if APRO will under-
write my travel expenses, whichever you pr=fer.”

"I ask, but do NOT set as a condition to my tesk, that Jim Lorenzen also agree to take

a polygraph examination to ke given by a licensed eyanipar with 10 or pors Usdars sxpsar=
fence... I trust that your acceptance will be as promp: as mine and that APRO will

publish this brief letter in "The APRO Bulletin" so members can be informed of my
prompt acceptance and of my own challenge.”

A copy of my acceptance (above) was also contained in my Travis Walton case report
which was received by APRO on July 10, Still another copy of my lettar of accept-
ance was mailed to APRQO on Sept. 28, and again by Certified Mail on Cet. lb. Nearly
five months now have passad since my initial lstter of acceptance for the polyzraph
tast. et there has bzen no publishad word of my prompt acceptance, nor of my chal-
lenge to Mr. Lorenzen, mnor have I heard directly from APRO.

13 THE AUGUST ISSUEZ OF "THE A.P.R.G. BULLETIN," MR. LORENZEY CONFESSES THAT HE TOLD
EE‘5ﬁE‘?3EEEE665'EEﬁ'?TTHﬁiii‘:??ﬁﬁﬁi?fﬁﬁ“ﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁhE OF THZ OBLIGATION OF "CONFIDENTIAL-
TTY." PRIOR TO THLS RECENT PUBLIC ADMISSION, IT 1S UNDZRSTANDABLE THAT HE WOULD BE
STLUCTANT 70 UNDERGO A POLYGRAPH TEST. BUT UNLESS THERE IS STILL MOPE INTORMATION
BHAT 18 BETUG WITHYELD. THERE WOULD GEZM TC BE MO PLAUGIBLE REAGON WAt 207H MR. LOA-
ETotN AND T CANNOT DonWPTLY CROCSLD WITE THCD POLTGRAPH T551S &N RESPONSE TO THL APED
CRALLENGE MADE FIVE MONTHS AGO!

Philip J. Klass
November B8, 1976



PHiLIP J. KLASS
560 *N' STREET, S W.
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20024

Nav. 11, 1976

Mr, L.J, Lorenzen
4.P.R.O.

3910 E. Klzindale Road
Tueson, Ariz, 85712

Dear Jim:

This will be only a partial response to yours of Nov. 5 because I am
leaving on a short trip. I hope to reply to the other issues within two weeks,
Here I will focus on the "Backster Affair."

On Aug. 17, 1978, vou wrote to Mr. Cleve Backster {with copy to me),
a letter proposing that he be named to conduct the polygrapn re-test of Rogers
et al. The letter began as follows:

“This letter recaps todays (sic) phone conversation for the record. I
don't know hew Ffamiliar you are with the work of our organization or the Travis
Walton case but the enclosed copies of our publication should set the stage for
what I am going to discuss.

“An extant problem with this case is that Travis Walton has taken two poly-
graph tests with respect to his experience aad the results of the two are contra-
dictory. One examiner concluded that Walton participated in a hcay and the other
concluded that he was telling the truth about his experience.

"Last thursday (August 12} I participated in a Television (sic} program in
Phoenix in which this matter was discussed. As somebimes happens in situations
of this sort the discussion continued after the show was over. During the dis-
cussicon, Mr, Jack MctCarthn of ths A;iggg!_?alggraphia {sic) Laboratory suggssted
your name as_that of an authority in the polugraph field who might be willing to
come to Phoepnix and settls this matter. McCarthy also furnished your address and
ohone numper, arriving in today's mail...." (Emphasis added.)

How very cleverly you worded this letter of Aug. 17 ss that 1 would be mislad

into thinki ng that YeCarthy hsd proposed Backster's name for the re-test and that
your very Elpsr monversation with Backsten D:cu“rcd on Aug. 1V, only after you
tha_ntd Backster's phone number and addrass from Pciarthy, tven after talking

With Backster on Aug. 17 you profess to be uncertain as to how much Backster
knows about the Walton casa.

If I had not become suspicious and begun to probe the PRE-Aug. 17 discussions
that you and your associates had with Backster, you would have kept these "under-
the-table” dealings secret. But thanks to my probing your lettar of Nov. 5 now
reveals that "I made an exploratory contact with him {Backster) by telephone on
August 9, 1976, to feel him ocut on the UFO subject gsnerally and question him
concerning the special technigues he had developed.” IT IS CLEAR THAT WHEN YOU
WROTE YOUR AUG, 17 LETTER, YOU CAREFULLY WORDED IT SO AS TO MISLEAD ME INTO THINK-

ING THAT THEAE HAD NOT BEEN ANY EARLIER CONTACTS WITH BACKSTER., Very Tricky!



Robert Sheaffer
Note
Notice that the Lorenzens have chosen Cleve Backster as their prefered polygraph examiner for Travis Walton. He is famous for "the Backster effect," i.e., hooking up plants to polygraph machines and testing their telepathic abilties.



For some reason, Klass declined to raise an objection about this fact. 


Hp. L.J. Lorenzen: e Nov, 11, 157%

On Howv. 12, THREE DAYS AFTER YOU NOW ADMIT YOU TALKED WITH BACKSTER, follow-
ing the TY program on the Phoenix station, you pretend to McCarthy that you do
not know how to contact Backster and ask that HeCarthy supply you with Backstep's
address and telephone number!

Your letter of Aug. 17 c¢laimed that it was McCarthy who first raised and
suggaested 3ackster's name as the potential examiner for the re-test following
the Phoenix TV program. After your Nov. 5 letter admits that you already had
had telephons conversations with Backster three days before the TV prozram, you
g0 on to explain: "I did not volunteer Backsters (sic) name on Aug, 12 because
I wanted McCarthy's recommendation to be entirely speontansous.” ([Emphasis added.]

WHAT A REMARKABLE COINCIDENCE! You (and as will be discussed below) Pfeifer
had carried on extensive discussions of ths Walton case with Backster PRIOR TO
AUG. 12 and find him and hkis views to he to your liking and you want him to be
selected to conduct the Rogers et al re-test. Accordingz to your version of what
transpiraed following the TV show, you ask deCarthy to suggest the name of an
experienced polygraph examiner for the re-test. Out of many thousands of pely-
graph examiners in thes U.S. -- MIRACLE OF MIRACLES-- McCARTHY RECOMMENDS THE ONE
MAN [BACKSTER] WITH WHOM YOU ALREADY HAVE TALKED AND WHOC YOU WQULD LIKE TC CONDUCT
THE RE-TEST. A VERY 2EMARKABLE CCINCIDENCE INDEED!

McCarthy's recollection of what transpired suggesis another possible explana-
tion for this seemingly remarkable colncidence: “Actually it was Jim Ryerson, the
young TV announcer who was the moderater at this little panzal [who first raised
Backster's name]. After the thing was all over and we were off the air, he said
that he had tried to get zhold of Backster a wagk or two age but he had been in
Brazil. "And I said, yes, I know, I saw him at our seminar in New Orleans and hs
had recently returned from Brazil. So he [Ryerson] was trying to contact him on
his own. Who recommended Backster to Ry=rson I haven't the faintest idea. And
they asked me is he satisfactory, end I said absolutely, he's nationally Xxnown...
And I sent Lorenzen Backstar's phone number and address in San Diego...”

Either a verv memarkable coincidence or a very gleverly stacad evant that
iz deserving of an Academy Award "Oscar.’

When I first hegan to suspect there nad been "under-the-table discussions"
prior to Aung. 17, it seemed entively within my legal and ethical rights to deter-
minea the forthrightness of the examiner vou had proposed, since the one selected
was--by agreement--to be "mutually satisfactory" to both sides of ths coutroversy.
Although you had been the first to discuss possible employment with Backster, if
he were selected we BOTH were his potential "employers" and he owed =ach of us
EQUAL CANDOR AND ALLEGIANCE.

My latter of Cct. 12 to Backster (with copy to you and Rozers) posed four
straight-forward questions, two dealing with his prior interest in UF0Qs and two
dealinz with pessible pre-Aug. 17 discussions with you and your associates.
Backster's reply of Oct. 18 prefaced his replies with the statement that "the
answers to each of these four guestions, in my opinion, in no manner would have
a bearing on the outcome of an ethical polygraph examination." Assuming that
this statement is true, there was no reason for Backster mot to reply fully and
candidly, informing me of his Aug. 9 discussions with you and his extensive
discussions of the Walton casez with Pfeifer during his visit to Phoenix on
April 10-11, 197%.



Mr. L.J. Lorenzen: =3~ Mow. 11, 1976

Instead, Backster's answers were very cleverly constructed so as to avoid
falsehood without revealing the full truth. T[or example, in reply to the qu=s-
tion as to whether he had talked with you prior to Aug. 17, Backster replied:
"I have had no conversation with Mr. L.J. Lorenzen...prior to Auqust 1975."

By intentionally omitting the specific dste of the 17th, ne2 couid avold mention
of your Aug. 9 discussions.

In response to my guestion as to whether Rackster had ever discussed ths
Walton case with Pfeifer or the other three polygraph examiners involved, Back-
ster replied: “I balieve I was Introduced to Mr. George Pfaiffer (sic) and was
told that he had conducted polygraph examinations as related to the case con-
cerned.”

One would conclude from Backster's words that during his visit to Phoenix
in Apri) the extent of his discussion with Pfeifer was merely a faw words of
introduction, lasting for no more than a minute or two. Yet in reality, accord-
ing to Pfeifer himself, he and Backster discussed the case for 'several hours®
and Backster was very interested in the Walton incident!

During my April 27, 1975, telephone interview with Pfeifer, he suggested
that I call Backster to discusz the Walton case with him., When I asked whether
Backster had also tested Travis Walton, Pfeifer replied: "Wg (but] he_and I had
several hours of conversation at tha sumposium hers in Phoenix not too land ayo
and he is very interested in this.”

So, Backster and Pfeifer had a long discussion of the Walton case in Phoe-
nix in April, and, to use Backster's own words from his Oct. 18 letter, "I may
have had a telephone conversation with George Pfaiifer some time in July" (after
my June 20 Walton Case report came out), and you yourself talked with Backster
on Aug. 9, and again on Aug. 17. Yet in your letter of Aug. 17 to Backster
(with copy to me) you wrote: "I don't know how familiar you are with...tha Travis
Walton casa.”

If you really believe that all of these Pre-Aug. 17 discussions with Backster
could not possibly have any influence on the results of the proposed re-test,
WHY DID YOU GO TO SUCH GREAT LENGTHS TO CONCEAL THEM FROM ME AND TO COMPOSE YOUR
AUG. 17 LETTER TO DISGUISE AND COVER-UP THESE 'UNDER-THE-TABLE' CONVERSATIONS?

In my very first letter to Backster following your Aug. 17 letter, written
on Aug. 22, I mentioned that I would like to chat with him by telephone. You
responded with a lettesr dated Aug. 31 to Backster in which you asked that h=
make tape recordings of all such telephone conversations with me 'for the record."

If you and Pfeifer’'s pre-Aug, 17 discussions with Backster could not possibly
have anw infiuence ia the rasults of the re-test, why was it so important that
tape recardinegs to whicn vou could have access be made of my telephone conversa-

tTions wich Backster? Yet I would have no egquivalent recordings of vour Auz. 17
or pricor discussions with Backster. Is this your idea of '"Fair Play'?

Your letter of Nov. 5 states: "Your [PJX] implication that whoever gets to
the examiner first can somehow maneuver him is an insult to the profession.”



Hr. L.J. Lorenzan: Y- Nov. 11, 1976

Every parson Wwho reads the details of this episod2 must decide for himself
what you and your associates hoped to accomplish by your “under-ths-+able" sfforts
and attempted cover-up.

Under these circumstances, iy, Backsitar [3 not now eaziisfaciory to me fop
the proposed re-test of Rogers et al. Had the ciroumstances hasn the peverse,
I have no doubt that you would have reached the same conclusion.

Before any steps are taken to find a mutually satisfactory examiner for the
re-test, I urge that you and Pogears et al agree to an above-board procedure, such
as that proposed in my Nov. 6 letter to Rogers, capy of which was sent to you.
Under thils proposed procedure, none of th2 principals on either side of the
controversy will appreoach or hold discussions with any other prospective examiner
until the other side has been informed and gives approval,

I hereby swear that I have not to date discussed with any volygrapbh examiner
the matter of the re-test except for Backster, following receipt of your Aug. 17
letter, and McCarthy, who obviously is not himself a candidate for the re-test.

LET ME EMPHASIZE AS STRONGLY AS POSSIBLE THAT THE FOREGOING SHOULD NOT
(REPEAT NOT) BE CONSTRUED EBY YOU AND YOUR ASSOCIATES AS INDICATING ANY DESIRE
TO WITHBRAW OR BACK-QUT FROM THE PROPOSED RE-TEST OF ROGERS #ND THE OTHER SIX
MEMBERS OF HIS CREW.

LET MZ REPEAT FOR EMPHASIS: THE FOREGOING SHOULD NOT (REPEAT NOT) BE CON-
STRUED BY YOU AND YOUR ASSOCIATES AS LNDICATING ANY Doolfb TO WI HITHDR}W"O__‘EAC'K-
QUT FROM THE PROPOSED RE-TEST OF RCGERS AND THE OTHER SIX MEMBE2S OF HIS CREW.

But if you agree to an above-board no-sacrest-discussions with any prospec-
time polygraph examiner for the re-test, I caution you that I will not tolarate
any violation of such an agreement.

Sincerely,

ga: Cleve Backster Philip J. Klass
Michael Rogers
et al



ME

EVIDEHCE THAT MIXE ROGERS WILL RESORT TO DECEPTION TQ ACHIEVE HIS OBJECTIVES

On Aug. 28, 19756, Hike Ropers called me in an intentional effort to deceive me.
Rogers and APRO's L.J. Lorenzen already had dacided that they wanted Mr, Clave Back-
ster, of San Diego, to conduct the proposed new polygraph tests op Travis Walton,
Mike Rogers and associates, aftar secret discussions with Backster. To try to get
me to accept Backster, Lorenzen and Rogers us=d deception te try to make it appear
that Backster had f£irst been proposed by Jack MeCarthy, the polygraph examiner who
had fipst testad, and flumked, Travis Walton. And Rogers' call was intended to
wislead me into thinking that Rogers was reluctant to accept Backster for this
reason.

I had first learned that Backster was being considered when I received a copy
of Lorenzan's letter of Aung. 17, 1976, to Backster which stated that his name had
been suggested by McCarthy onwghg.‘lg, following a TV program in Phoenix in which

cCarthy and Lorenzen appeared. Lorenzen's letter of Aug, 17 szid he had asked
HeCarthy to supply Backster's address and telephons number and that Lorenzen had
not received this until Aug. 17, at which time he called Backster.

RECENTLY, ATFTER I BECAME SUSPICIOUS AND BEGAN TO INVESTIGATE THE POSSIBILITY
OF SECRET UNDEE-THE-TABLE COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN APRQ, ROGERS AND ASSOCIATES WiTH
BACKSTER, DID LORENZEN ADMIT THAT HE HAD TALKED WITH BACKSTER BY TELEPHOWE ON AUG. 9,
THHES DAYS ORIURE LURENZEN HAD FALGELY CLALMED THAT McCARTHY HAD FIRST SUGGESTED
BACKSTER'S NAME AND EIGHT DAYS BLUIORE LORENZEN RECEIVED BACKSTER'S ADDRESS AND
PHONE NUMBER FROM McCARTHY.

Note how Rogers' telephone call of Aug. 28 to me was cleverly contrived to
strengthen this deception:

ROGERS: "I got this letter in the mail, this copy of the letter [from Klass to
Backster, dated Zug. 22, in response to Lorenzen’s letter of Ang. I7].
The first thing I want to say is that I think that's kind of jumping the
gun. We shouldn't, I don't think =- in our proposal we said that there
should be no verbal exchange with any examiner, you know. Of courss,
maybe we can do that, but I think that you should at lecast [have] talked
to us before you started doing that [writing to Backster with copy to
Rogers and Lorenzen].”

KLASS : “wWell, let me Interrupt you for just..., well, you go ahead Mike, Go ahead.”

ROGERS: “Well, vou know wa've of course checked up on Backster because he was

e suggested to us by McCarthy. Mr, MeCarthy was on a television shown down
in Phoenix. I'm not saying, I should say we're not saying that we're
against Backster, because his credentials seam to be in order. But I'ad
like to ask you one gquestion.”

KLASS: “What's that?”

ROGERS: "pid you put McCarthy up to suggesting Backster to us?"

KLASS: "T did not. Y did not. In fact, the first time that I heard the name
Cleve Backster was from George Pfeifer (the polygraph examiner who had
passed Travis Walton] when I interviewed him [on 4/27/76]..."

ROGERS: "well, 0.K."

{Cont.)



During cur subsequent telephone conversation, Rogers acknowledged that he him-
self already had talked with Backster by telephone to 'check on him.” Yet earlier
e had chastised me for "jumping the gun" by writing a brief letter to Backster
even though I had sent a copy to both Rogers and Lerenzen to keep them fully informed
of my actions.

As the conversation proceeded, Rogers’carefully "staged" hesitation to accept
Backster disappeared and he began to pusn to pget me to firmly commit myself to
accepting the polygraph examiner that ne and Lorenzen were so EEFE“ to hire for
the re-test of lravis Walton, hopers et al.

ROGERS: "Well, I supposed thet we could agree on Backster. Like I said, we've
checked intc him and he seems to bz on the level, you know. He meets all
the regquirements that you made in your proposal-agreement. I assume that
by this lIetter [Klass to Backster, E/Z2/76] that you're with him, that von
would as soon have him (perform the re-test].”

KLASS : "well, as I say, you have telked to him on the phone. Lorenzen has talked
Eo him on the phone, I think thaet I ought to be entitled to talk to hkim
on the phone and form [an opinicn}] before I give a final go-zhead. In
other words, since you end Lorenzen have tzken the liberty of talking to
him."

ROGERS: "I assumed from uour letter that vou were kind of suggesting him, or
affirming him."

KLASS: "Well, I was simply Iindicating that I certainly have no cobjection to him
and he seemed to have good gualificeations...

At the time I was a little suspicious over the vrapid change in Rogers'
attitude toward Backster--from hesitation to eagerness. Later in our telephone
comversation I said: "I suggest that you leeve z blank for the name of the examiner
[in the pew draft of the proposed re-test 2greement] and after I have had a chance to
talk to Backster as you and Lorenzen have done, then hopefully we will be able to
agree on him.”

IT IS CLEAR THAT ROGERS AND LORERZEN ARL EAGER TO HAVE BACKSTER PERFORM THE
NEW POLYGRAPH TEST -- £0 EAGER THAT THEY WERE WILLING TO KUSORT TO DECEPTION AND
FALEEHGOD TG GET ¥E TO ACCEPT THEIK CHOICE.

IT IS ALSO CLEAR THAT MIKE ROGERS CAN BE A VERY SKILLFUL PERFORMER IN CARRY-
IXG OUT DECEPTICN WHEN NEEDED TO ACHIEVE EIS OWN OBJECTIVES.

THIS PROVIDES USETUL PERSPECTIVE ON THE MORE IMPORTANT ISSUE OF WHETHER
ROGERS MIGHT CONCOCT A HOAX "UFO ABDUCTIOR' TO PROVIDE AN "ACT-OF-GOD' SITUATION
ﬁ GET CUT OF HIS BI\DI_V PEYING CONTRACT WITH THE U.S, FOREST SBRVICE IN TEE HOPE
OF AVOLIDING ANOTHER OUTELGRT DLFAULT GN HIS RECORD.

Fhilip J. Klass
Washington D.C.
New. 30, 1876
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WOULD MIKE ROGERS RESORT TO FALSEHOODS TO DECEIVE THE U.S. GOVERNMENT?

The record shows that he did in copnection with his Turkey Springs contract with the
.5, Forest Service several weeks before the Travis Walton 'UFO incident." This,
along with other evidence, provides the motivation for & concocted hoax.

By late October, 1975, several weeks before the alleged "UFO abduction” of Travis
Walton (a member of the Rogers thinning crew), Rogers was seriously delinquent on his
Forest Service contract to thin the Turkey Springs area in the Apache-Sitgreaves Nat-
ional Forest. Rogers' contract, originally signed in July, 1974, required him to com-
plete the 1,205 acres within a year. But by the end of this peried, July, 1875, he
had finished only 70% of the work and had 353 acres left to complete.

So Rogers had requested a contract extension from Forest Service Contracting
Officer Maurice Marchbanks, and received an extension to Nov. 10, 1975. If Rogers
could average as many acres per day between early August and Nov. 10 as he had done
the previous year, he could finish by Nov. 10. But he would be "docked" $1.00 per
acre and thus would be paid only $26.40/acre instead of the original $27.40/acre.

On Oct. 16, 1975, less than four weeks from the Nov, 10 deadline, and less than
three weeks before the "UFO abduction incident,” the Forest Service inspector made one
of his periodic visits to inspect Rogers' progress at Turkey Springs, and he filed a
discouraging report back to the Contracting Officer as follows: "CONTRACTOR HAS COM-
PLETED APPROXIMATELY 15 ACRES OF FUEL-BREAK IN LOCK-D SINCE LAST PAYMENT WAS MADE
[i.e. for work to Oct. 2}. CONTRACTOR HAS BEEN WORKING STEADILY. HOWEVER, PROGRESS
HAS BEEN SLOW DUE TO THE DENSITY OF THE STANDS BEING THINNED. TODATE 80% OF THE TIME-
EXTENSION HAS PASSED AND 37% OF THE WORK HAS BEEN COMPLETED. CONTRACTOR CLAIMS RE IS
TRYING TO INCREASE THE SIZE OF HIS CREW [from 5 men] BUT SO FAR HAS HAD VERY LITTLE
SUCCESS." ([Emphasis added.]

Although the inspector reported that "CONTRACTOR HAS BEEN WORKING STEADILY"
this is something that the inspector could not know from first-hand knowledge because
he had last visited the site on Oct. 2. Presumably this was something that he had been
told by Rogers himself. This was a falsehood.

Because the inspector's report showed that Rogers was very seriously delinquent
on his contract extension, Rogers decided he had some "explaining" to do. So, on Oct.
Rogers wrote to Contracting Officer Marchbanks as follows:

*I AM WRITING TO TELL YOU PERSONALLY OF OUR PROGRESS ON TURKEY SPRINGS THINNING.
I CANNOT HONESTLY SAY WHETHER OR NOT WE WILL FINISH ON TIME. HOWEVER‘ WE ARE WORKING
EVERY DAY WITH AS MUCH MANPOWER AS I CAN HIRE. I WILL NOT STOP WORK UNTIL THE JOB IS
FINISHED OR UNTIL I AM ASKED TO STOP. I HAVE HAD CONSIDERABLE TROUBLE KEEPING A FULL
CREW ON THE JOB. THE AREA IS VERY THICK AND THE GUYS HAVE POOR MORALE BECAUSE OF THIS.
I HAVE HAD TO BREAK IN SEVERAL GREEN MEN. WE WILL KEEP WORKING AND TRYING HARD."
(Emphasis added.}

ROGERS WAS USING FALSEHOODS TO TRY TO DECEIVE THE U.S. GOVERNMENT/FOREST SERVICE. THE
REAL EEASON THAT HE WAS 50 DELINOUENT WAS THAT ROGERS HAD BEEN SECRETLY "MOONLIGHTING”
1N OTHER, BETTER-PATING JOBS. But Lontracting Officer Marchbanks would not learn the
true facte until the following sumser (1976} as & direct result of my investipation
inte the Travis Walton "UFO abduction™ incident.

Evidence of Rogers' deception has recently become available as & result of admis-
sions made by Pogers himself in his two letters of April 19 and May 3, 1977, 0 L.dJ.
Lorenzen of APRO.

MRx
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In the Rogers letter of 4/19/77 to Lorenzen he wrote: "DURING THE TIME BETWEEN
10/2/75 AND 10/16/75 WE SPENT MOST OF OUR TIME ON ANCTHER PROJECT AND ONLY A COUPLE
OF DAYS ON THE TURKEY SPRINGS CONTRACT." But when the Government inspector had visited
the work site on 10/16/75, Rogers had convinced the inspector that he "HAD BEEN WORKING
STEADILY" on his Turkey Springs job. THIS WAS A BLATANT FALSEHOOD!

In the Rogers letter of 4/19/77 to Lorenzen he says: "BETWEEN 10/16/75 and 10/28/75
{date of iInspector's next visit] THE INSPECTORS (sic) DIARY CLEARLY SHOWS WE LOST
3-1/2 DAYS ONE WEEK ALONE DUE TO SOME UNFORTUNATE CIRCUMSTANCES. THE 1/2 DAY ACCOUNTS
FOR THE QTHER 4 ACRES [that were completed between 10/16/75 and 10/28/75 at Turkey
Springsj. THE OTHER 8 DAYS WERE SPENT ON ANOTHER JOB, AND OF COURSE, A WEEKEND OR
TWO." ([Emphasis added. ]

Simple arithmetic shows that if Rogers is telling the truth in his letter to
Lorenzen, then he MUST HAVE BEEN WORKING ON THE OTHER JOB (not Turkey Springs) UNTIL
AT LEAST OCT. 24. (Oct. 16 + 8 days = Oct. 24, or even later allowing for weekends.}

Yor on Oct. 20, Rogers wrote to Contracting Officer Marchbanks saying: "WE ARE
WORKING EVERY DAY WITH AS MUCH MANPOWER AS I CAN HIRE."

When 1 challenged Rogers on this "discrepancy," he replied on 5/3/77 and he
claimed: "WE NEVER WORKED ON ANY OTHER PROJECT BUT TURKEY SPRINGS AFTER 10/20/75."
But this contradicts Rogers claim of 4/19/77 to Lorenzen that “BETWEEN 10/16/75 AND
10/28/75,.,.8 DAYS WERE SPENT ON ANOTHER JOB."

But even if one overlooks this serious discrepancy, and accepts his claim that
he had been spending most of his time on the other job, it is clear that Rogers’
original letter of 10/20/75 to Marchbanks resorted to falsehoods to deceive the Govern-
ment. 1In an effort to get out of this, Rogers wrote to me on 5/3/77 saying: “MY STATE-
MENTS TO MARCHBANKS OF l10/20/75 MEANT THAT WE WOULD BE WORKING TURKEY SPRINGS EVERY
EVERY NORMAL WORKING DAY POSSIBLE.”  How terribly “"careless'" of Rogers to write the
Forest Service and say “WE ARE WORKING EVERY DAY..." when what he really meant to
say was that in the future he would abandon his moonlighting jobs and concentrate on
his contract obligations to the U.S. Government. (Yet the very next day, on 10/21/75,
Rogers decided to give his crew the day off so they could pay their bills!)

In my telephone interview with Rogers on 7/11/76, he denied that there would be
any need for him to try to deceive the Forest Service by concocting the '"UFO incident”
Rogers told me: “I WOULD NOT HAVE EVER HAD TO DREAM UP THAT [UFC] STORY OR ANY SILLY
STORY TO GET OUT OF A CONTRACT. BECAUSE EVEN IF I WAS IN TROUBLE ON A CONTRACT, ALL
I WOULD HAVE HAD TO HAVE DONE WAS TO HAVE GONE TO THE CONTRACTING OFFICER AND SAY 'HEY,
I'M IN TROUBLE ON THIS CONTRACT...WHAT CAN WE WORK OUT.! IF NOTHING AT ALL CAN BE
WORKED OUT, HE WOULD SAY THEY WoOULD DEFAULT ME..."

Rogers had an opportunity to use this direct, honest approach after the next visit
of the Forest Service inspector on 10/28/75, barely 8 days before the "UFQ incident."
The inspector's report back to Marchbanks said: "DURING THE PAST WEEK, THE CONTRACTOR
HAS ACCOMPLISHED 4 ACRES OF FUEL BREAKRS. THE REASON FOR THE SLOW PROGRESS IS THAT IT
RAINED ONE DAY. CONTRACTOR'S VEHICLE WAS BROKEN DOWN FOR TWO DAYS. AND A FOURTH DAY
OF WORK WAS LOST DUE TO AN ON-THE-JOB INJURY THAT REQUIRED MEDICAL ATTENTION. THE CON-
TRACT TIME EXTENSION WILL TERMINATE AT THE CLOSE OF BUSINESS ON [Saturday] NOV. 8,
1975. IT IS APPARENT THAT THE CONTRACTOR WILL NOT BE AELE TO COMPLETE THE ENTIRE JOB
UNDER THE PRESENT TIME-EXTENSION. CONTRACTOR HAD STATED THAT ME HAD WRITTEN YOU A
LETTER [10/20/75] EXPLAINING SOME OF HIS PROBLEMS AND WOULD LIKE TO SET UP A MEETING
TO DISCUSS WHAT COURSE OF ACTION MIGHT BE TAKEN FOR HIM TO BE ABLE TO COMPLEYTE THIS
CONTRACT ." [Emphasis added.]
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Presumably the purpose of such a meeting with Forest Service Contracting
Officer Marchbanks would have been to request another contract extension, at still
another reduction in per-acre price. But if the $26.40/acre price already was so
low that Rogers found it more profitable to engage in 'moonlighting" for other
contractors, another contract extension was hardly worthwhile.

More important, a contract extension could not possibly solve Rogers' most
pressing problem: getting enough money to tide him over the long winter, The For-
est Service withholds 10% of a contractor's earnings until the job is satisfactorily
completed. As of late October, the Forest Service was holding approximately $2,638
of Rogers earnings. The winter snows would soon hit the Arizona mountains, putting
an end to all work at Turkey Springs until the following April or May. This meant
that if Rogers obtained another contract extension he could not possibly hope E{
complete the Turkey Springs job until the next June or July and thus could mot
possibly collect his $2,638 until the summer of 1976. That Rogers was hard pressed
financially is evident from the fact that he admitted to me later that he was forced
to go on ''food stamps'' in December, 1975.

It is clear that Rogers had no intention of requesting a contract extension.
He made no effort to set up a meeting with Contracting Officer Marchbanks, despite
the opportunity to do so during the week of Oct. 27 when it rained one day and
he could not work at Turkey Springs. Even as late as Wednesday, Nov. 5 (the day
of the alleged UFO incident), Rogers had not arranged to meet with Marchbanks,
vet his contract extension expired on Nov. 10 [Mondsv), making Saturday, Nov. 8,
the last available working day.

The only other legal alternative open to Rogers was to simply allow his
Turkey Springs contract to be terminated for default. If this occurred he would
promptly receive most, perhaps even all, of his $2,638. The remaining 238 acres
would be put up for re-bid. If the new low-bidder's price was $26.40/acre or less,
Rogers would receive the entire $2,638., If the new bid was higher, the additional
cost-difference would be deducted from the $2,638 and Rogers would receive the
balance. This could carry him through the long winter.

BUT THIS WOULD BE A SECOND CONTRACT-DEFAULT AGAINST ROGERS AND IT WOULD NOT
ENHANCE HIS REPUTATION WITH THE FOREST SERVICE--ESPECIALLY IF THE FOREST SERVICE
SHOULD LATER LEARN THAT ROGERS HAD LIED ABOUT THE REASON FOR HIS DELINQUENCY AND
HAD REALLY BEEN "MOONLIGHTING' ON BETTER PAYING JOBS.

Since Rogers had made no effort to meeting with Marchbanks as of Nov. 5,
one might think that he had decided simply to let the contract be terminated for
default on Monday, Nov. 10. Put on Monday, Nov. 31, Ropers did a strange thin
for a man who 1s resipned to termination for default; HE FXPANDED THE SIZE OF HLS
LREW FROM FIVE MEN TO SEVEN MEM. WHY? In the three months since he obtsined his
contract extension, Rogers had completed only approximately 115 acres, and has 238
acres left to finish in six working days. There was not the faintest possibility
that seven men could complete in six days TWICE the acreapge that five men had done
in three months, to avoid termination.

The most lopical explanation is that Rogers had expanded his crew “for show,'
a4 part of an ingenious new option that he hoad devised in the hope of obtaining
the advantspé of contract termination without [te disadvantages: AN "ACT-DF-uiD, !

OVER
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All contracts, including those with the Forest Service, protect contractors from
freak events of nature that might intervene to prevent a contractor from fulfilling
his commitment, as for example an earthquake or a flood. What Rogers needed at this
point was an Act-of-God, but it had to be tailored to his peculiar situation. If an
Act-of-God should intervene, to prevent Rogers from completing the Turkey Springs job,
he could hope to quickly receive his 10% retention funds to tide him over the winter,
and this might avoid a second default against his Forest Service work record.

On the night of Oct. 20, 1975, the very same night that Rogers sat down to write
to Contracting Officer Marchbanks, and resorted to falsehoods to deceive the Govern-
ment, NBC-TV telecast a dramatic two-hour Hollywood produced film telling of the
alleged UFO abduction of a New Hampshire couple, Barney and Betty Hill. Whether
Rogers himself saw the TV show can never be known with certainty. But since Travis
Walton and his whole family had had a keen and long-standing interest in UFOs, it
would be surprising if Travis did not himself see the show, or at least hear about
it from friends/family.

If a UFO were to abduct a member of the Rogers crew, it might provide the Act-
of-God excuse he needed, but ONLY if the incident occurred under the right conditions,
For example, if Rogers were to visit Marchbanks and negotiate another contract exten-
sion to the following summer, a UFQ abduction would be of no help because Rogers
would have many months to round up a new crew and would not get his 10% retention to
carry him through the winter. This would explain why Rogers never called Marchbanks
to set up a meeting, even though he told the Forest Service inspesctor he would do so.

Furthermore, the UFO abduction incident had to occur near the Turkey Springs
work site, so Rogers could then inform the Forest Service that his crew was afraid
to return to the area and thus he could not finish the contract. If the incident
were to have occurred many miles away, say on the highway between Heber and Snowflake,
it would not provide the excuse that Rogers needed. Fortuitously for Rogers, the
alleged abduction occurred near the Turkey Springs area.

If Travis Walton had been as frightened of the alleged UFO as Rogers claims
that he and the other five crew members were, so that Travis had remained in the truck
no UFD abduction could have occurred. But fortuitously for Rogers, Travis Walton

Mhx

had long wanted to ride aboard a flying saucer. According to his older brother, Dwayme

Walton, the two had made a pact earlier that if either of them ever saw a UF0 he would
run under it and try to get aboard.

If Travis Walton had not been seated next to a door of the truck, according to
Rogers' story, so his exit had been blocked by one of the other "terrified' members
of the crew, Travis could not possibly have jumped from the moving truck to Tun under
the UFQ0 and the alleged abduction could not have occurred. Fortuitously for Rogers,
Travis was seated next to a truck deor!

If Travis Walton had been taken aboard a UFO in "more conventional fashion,"
as claimed by Betty Hill, or as reported by Charlie Hickson and Calvin Parker of
Pascagoula, Rogers and his five crewmen might have mustered their nerve and rushed
over to rescue poor Travis as he was being led, or levitated, aboard the UFO. But
fortuitously, the Arizona UFO decided to "zap'" Travis with an explosive beam of
light so powerful that it allegedly sent Travis flying through the alr and caused
Rogers and his crew to panic and drive off, abandoning poor Travis to his fate!

If the alleged UFO had interfered with the ignition and lights of the Rogers
truck, as sometimes claimed in other UFO incidents, then Rogers could not have driven
off and he and his crew would have been close at hand to prevent Travis from being
taken aboard the UFD. But fortuitously no such interference occurred either with
the ignition or the lights, according to the Rogers account.
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The beam of light that allegedly 'zapped" Travis Walton had to be so powerful
that it would allegedly knock him unconscious, so he would not need to explain how
he was taken aboard the UFQ, and so powerful as to panic Rogers and his crew into
leaving the area, But the UFO beam had to alse be very mild so there would be no
visible burns or bruises a few days later when Travis reappeared and was examined by
two doctors. Fortuitously, the alleged UFO beam was precisely the right intensity.

IT IS AS IF ROGERS HIMSELF HAD DREAMED UP THE SCENARIO FOR THE INCIDENT, TAILOR-
ING IT TO MEET HI& "ACI-OF-GOD' WEEDS, AND THE UFO MIRACULOUSLY APPEARED AND FOLLOWED
THE ROGERS SCRIPT TO THE LETIER!

And it is as if the UF0 had communicated with Regers in advance of the incident
and assured him that despite the "explosive™ beam that would be used to "zap" Travis,
no injury or harm would befall Travis and he would be returned safely. This would
explain why Rogers and Travis' older brother Dwayne were so calm and confident that
Travis would be returned safely when the two were interviewed on Nov. 8, 15975--at
a time when Travis was still "missing”! (A tape recording of the interview by Fred
Sylvanus of GSW 1s in my possession.) NOT ONCE DURING THE HOUR-LONG INTERVIEW DID
EITHER ROGERS OR DWAYNE WALTON EXPRESS ANY CONCERN THAT TRAVIS MIGHT BE DEAD, OR
SERIOUSLY INJURED FROM THE "ZAPPING," OR THAT THE LrD MIGHT BE CARRYING HIM OFF TO
T1S NATIVE PLANET. NOT ONCE!

Dwayne, at one point in the interview, said he was confident that Travis was
“not in any danger." Dwayne added: "ALL I CAN SAY IS THAT I WISH I WERE WITH HIM...
HE'S HAD AN EXPERIENCE QOF A LIFETIME AND ALL I WISH IS THAT I WAS THERE..."

Or, all of these curious aspects of the incident are understandable if the
incident was a hoax, concocted by Rogers, to try to have his contract terminated
because of an "Act-of-God," rather than for default, The appealing thing about a
"UFO abduction' was that IF Contractlng Dfficer Marchbanks should later dishellieve

tha story, and decide to terminate the contract for default (as he later HE:L&:&?.
Fogers would be no worse off for trying. In three more working days, his contract
would be terminated for defsult so Aogers nad almost nothing to lose, if he was the

sort of person Who readlly resorts to tulsenoods to get out of a tight spot.

And there were other possible financial incentives. For example, perhaps NBC
might be anxious to produce a TV special on the Travis Walton case, as it had on the
Hill case, and the principals would then share in the royalties. Whether Rogers was
then aware of the large financial award offered by the National Enquirer for the best
UFO case of the year can never be known for sure.

How could Rogers get members of his crew to participate in the hoax? By offer-
ing to cut them in on his $2,638.00 retention fund when the Forest Service paid off,
and by cutting them in on any other income from a TV special and the Nationmal Enquirer
prize money. Why would crew members continue to support the story now? Because
Sheriff Marlin Gilespie has publicly stated that if he ever got positive proof of a
hoax, he would prefer charges against those involved. Thus to talk now is to risk
a jail term.

WOLLD MIKE ROGERS CONCOCT A UFQO ABDUCTION HOAX IF HE THOUGHT IT WOULD HELP HIM
FINANCTALLY AND AVOID A SECOND DEFAULT AGAINST HIS RECORD WITH THE FOREST SERVICE?
THE RECORD SHOWS THAT ROGERS READILY RESORTS T 10 FAESEEQODS AND DECEPTION, EVEN WHEN

DEALING WITH THE U.S5. GOVERNMENT/FOREST SERVICE!

Philip J. Klass
Washington D.C.
June 13, 1977

OVER
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ROGERS LETTER OF OCT. 20, 1975, TO U.S. INSPECT.
FOREST SERVICE CONTRACTING OFFICER: 2
: ‘ “I CANNOT HONESTLY SAY WHETHER OR NOT WE WILL

FINISH ON TIME. HOWEVER, WE ARE WORKING JOB
EVEE! D%r WITH AS MUCH MANFOWER AS I CAN TURKEY
RE...I have had considerable trouble keep- . .
'P.LLS.I&.E_J. , ing a full crew on the job...WE WILL KEEP SPRINGS IN REALITY, ROGERS WAS "MOONLIGHTING'
FALSEHOOD WORKING AND TRYING HARD." [Emphasis added.] [ON A BETTER PAYING JOB!
{ ¥
OTHER OTHER OTHER
5 NO 6  omier 7 JOB ? 8 o : 9 Jos 7 10 OTHER L} OTHER
"ORK? JOB? JOB? JOB ?

MIKE ROGERS LETTER OF 4/19/77: "During the time
between 10/2/75 and 10/16/75 we_spent most of
‘ our time on another project and only a couple

of days on the Turkey Springs contract.”

12 NO 13 OTHER 14 OTHER 15 TURKEY 16 INSPECT ] 17 %ﬂ 18 OmER
WORK? JoB? JOB? SPRINGS JOB
A TURKEY
SPRINGS
COLLHMBUS 1Ay 1 0:‘
19 20 ZLEK 21 22 23 24 25 o
NORK JO8 MIKE ROGERS LETTER OF 4/19/77: "Between 10/16/75 and 10/28 yopr
ROGERS NQ_BORK /75, the inspectors [sic] diary shows we lost 3-1/2 days one
WRITES (Rogers gives week alone due to some unfortunate circumstances. The 1/2
U.s. (57 L) (2144 day accounts for the 4 acres [completed during this 12-day
PFOREST periodf. The other B days were spent on another job, and
SERVICE i —
26 27 26 A NSPECT 29 Mo 30 1o f
WORK? PURKEY WORK WORK WORK
SPRINGS TURKEY SPRINGS MIKE ROGERS LETTER OF 5/3/77: "We worked Turkey Springs
1/2 day Rogers tells from 10729775 to 1175775 full time except for one week-
{Accident)? inspector he end off, one day lost due to the truck breaking down on
plans to meet the way to work, one day lost to rain and six hours
with Marchbanks because three of our saws broke down." -
WORK SPRINGS SPRINGS INCIDENT LAST WORKING
ROGERS LETTER OF 4/19/77: "It was I.I!'t:fri‘ that P e e gé\' gEFORE END
TOFIES T dded John Goolatis CONTRACT
h Edﬁnﬂm i ?gurc?a- by 13/3/75 Since Aug. 1975, Rogers had done  EYTENSTON
working Tu Spri i tum only 115 acres,’ lesving 238 acres :
e to complete by N:n.r B, _1_ .
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FINAL EXAMINATION ON THE TRAVIS WALTON "UFO ABDUCTION" CASE FiLy, 11

If Travis Walton's story is true, and he really thought that he was in a hospital
when he regained consciousness after being "zapped" by a UFO, why did Travis strike
out so savagely at the creatures standing at his side using a glass tube as a weapon?

(A) He did not have Blue Cross coverage and knew he could not pay the hospital
bill.
{E) He wanted the hospital management to know that he did not like the ugly
nurses who had been assigned to his room

(C) Despite his great pain, Travis wanted no medical treatment because he is
a devout Christian Scientist,.
1f Travis Walton really thought he was in a hospital, as he claims, why did he ask
one of the human-like creatures "if he was from Earth?"

(A} That is a standard greeting for Arizonians, who long .ago abandoned the
traditional "Howdy Pardner.™

(B) Travis knew that some Arizona hospitals employ extraterrestrial doctors
(from Zeta Reticuli) on their staffs and he did not want extraterrestrial
treatments.
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(C) Travis himself is an extraterrestrial and was not too sure what an Earthling
looked like.

According to Duane Walton, he and his brother Travis had earlier agreed that if
either of them ever saw a UFO he "would immediately get as directly under the object
as physically possible,'would attempt to get on board the UFO, and then would 'try

to convince whoever was in the craft to come back and get the other one [brother]."
Yet Travis has stated "I didn't have any intention of going any cleser [to the UFQ]."
How can we explain this discrepancy?

(A) Travis is not telling the truth.

{(B) Duane Walton is not telling the truth.

(C) Travis fell madly in love with the female creature he reports having seen
aboard the UFO and didn't want any competition from his older brother.
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If Travis Walton's story is true, by the time he had finished exploring the giant
UFQ, or hangar containing several flying saucers, and had seen strange-looking crea-
tures, and had even tried to ask one if he was '"from Earth," at that point, where
did Travis think he was?

{A) In Disney-Land.

{B) Inside a Boeing 747 Jumbo-jet.

(C) Tn a movie theatre watching a scicnee-fiction film,

(D) On a "bad trip."

(£} Aboard a giant UFO or in an extraterrestrial hangar.



