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5 e Spanky Taylor  
G - Gerry Armstrong
J e Jerry Whitfield

S: We're here with Gerry Armstrong on the 6th of November
1992. Hi, Gerry.
G: Hi, Spanky. _

S: Basically, what we're doing here is I want to find out a
little bit about your Scientology experience, or, more than a
little bit -- as much as we can, starting from when you got
involved. -

G: Ok.

S: So, tell me about that first.

G: I got involved in 1969 in.Vancouver, British Columbia,
Canada. And ... I spent a year and a half...

S: How old were you then?

G: Twenty-two. Spent about a year'and a half in Vancouver.
worked in the local franchise, Scientology Little Mountain.
And then in the beginning of '71 went off to save the world.
Joined the Sea Org. Flew to LA. .And was ... Signed my Sea
Org contract at what was USLO. Then was on board the Bolivar,
stationship down -- not exactly sure where it was...

S: San Pedro?

G: San Pedro, right. Then...

S: I loved the Bolivar. '

G: And then by mid-February '71 was flown to New York, Madrid.
Madrid took a train down to Algeciras. Algeciras across by
ferry to Tangiers. There sitting in the Tangier harbor was
the Apollo. I stayed on board except for brief missions off
the ship or sometimes I'd go ashore for brief periods. But
was on board ‘til the fall of 1975. And we were, in those
years, in Portugal, Morocco, Spain, and the little Atlantic
islands -- Madeira, the Canarys, and then we made a circuit to
the Caribbean islands -- Bermuda, Bahamas, Jamaica, Trinidad,
Barbados, Netherlands Antilles.

S: Sounds like a Beach Boys saga. (Laughter) And you knew
LRH?
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G: Uh huh. ‘

S: You married, your first marriage was... you married on
Flag.

G: Yeah. I married his head messenger. Terry Gillham.
Young Terry. She was a pretty good catch. -

S: She was. She was.

G: I was organizationally a social climber. I really was.
It just worked out that way, you know, I was in the right
place at the right time I guess.

S: You had quite the wedding. I remember the photos very
well.

G: Yeah? Yeah, I had a big double wedding along with Pat and
Trudy Broeker. _-

S: That's right. _

G: And through most of my time on board the ship I was the
Legal Officer. We called it the Ship's Representative. I
dealt with Immigration, Customs, and the Police and Harbor
Master and handled all the needs of the ship while in port.

' I And then I was the Public Relation's Officer Port Captain for
a period of time. And then I was the Intelligence Officer
through our time in the Caribbean. And when we went ashore,
landed in Daytona, I was the Intelligence Officer again at the

~ staging area for the Clearwater base which we had in Daytona
at that time.

J: What's an Intelligence Officer? '

G: Well...

S: It's a

G: ...they were talking about... »

S: ... jumbo shrimp, what are those things called oxymorons? J

G: Espionage;~ It's a Hubbard patterned'-- his intelligence
system, after Nazi system.- Perfected, created, developed by
Reinhardt Gehlen. And I was one person within a giant network
of intelligence personnel operated by the Guardian's Office
who were in turn operated by the Guardian, Mary Sue Hubbard,
and L. Ron Hubbard.‘ He merely directed on his long distance
communication lines all the intelligence operations
internationally.

J: What kind of intelligence operations -- we're talking
-q,
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‘about a church who has intelligence operations, a church with
intelligence operations? Is that what you're saying? And
you were there, you were involved in that? Is that what I'm
hearing?

G: Right. Now I have a different perspective of course and I
don't consider Scientology by any definition a "church? other
than the fact that they have edifices -- buildings -- which
could, if the activities therein were to change, could be
churches. But the organization itself is not a church. But
it's undeniable that it had intelligence organization and has
been described as outside of the FBI and the CIA, the most
formidable intelligence organization operating on the North
American continent.

S: At this time, in the early times when you on the ship, you
knew the offspring of L. Ron Hubbard. You knew his kids,
as well?

G: Right. '

S: Quentin and Diana, Arch and Suzette.

c: Right.
S: Tell me a little about them. I mean, you know, were they
happy, were they well educated, were they ... because, of
course, they were the offspring of this man with this
tremendous wealth, did they receive the best of possible
educations, did they lead a privileged life in terms of
the...what was accessible to them in terms of in a society
type of sense in terms of their education and their
upbringing. Did they attend the finest finishing schools?
Were they ... was Diana Hubbard a debutante. Do you know what
I mean? Tell us about that. ~

G: I think she could have been a debutante but I don't think
she was. I think that all the kids were pretty real in their
own way, given the environment in which they found themselves
and given the very odd circumstances of growing up in the Sea
Organization. I suppose that the one I got closest to was
Arthur. Arthur and I sort of ran tandem Sea Watch, or
rather, gangway Quarter Master Watch for quite a period of
time so I had the task of waking him up. He was pretty young
at the time, maybe l3 or 14, I don't quite remember. It was
always difficult waking him up and he would pull rank a little
bit in that I didn't want to make too much noise waking him up
in his cabin and there was always the threat that if you did
anything out of line at all, Ron... a y

S: Son of Ron.

G: Son of Source.
-.-,_
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S: Right. son of Source. Aauugh. That word.

G: But all of them, I was on Diana's Sea Watch and she was a
good Conning Officer. I think that all of the kids were
intelligent and I think that they were all decent, good
people.

S: Happy? Unhappy?

G: I think both. You know, happy at times, unhappy at times.

S: Sort of normal then.
DG: Pretty normal.

S: And Quentin?

G: Quentin, I think much the same thing. He probably was the
oddest of the lot, relative to the Sea Org experience. But
we got along fine. I always found him to be perhaps the most
understanding, in a way, in almost as if he had ...

S: Sensitive?

G: Yeah, sensitive. compassionate. Didn't pull rank and
wasn't threatening in any way.

S: So then you were at Daytona when the base was originally
moved there. .

O

G: Uh huh.

S: And from that point. -

G: Then we moved to Dunedin. At that point I was busted from
the Guardian's Office. I was in the Guardian's Office
Intelligence Bureau. And Mary Sue or Nikki who was her
communicator deemed me a security risk of some kind and so I
was removed from the Guardian's Office and I was assigned to
Hubbard's Communication Bureau. So I became what was called
the Deputy LRH External Communications Aide when we moved to
Dunedin which was in December of 1975 and we had a secret base
for Hubbard and his personal staff and Mary Sue and her
personal staff at Dunedin in an apartment complex I guess
about maybe eight miles from Clearwater. And I stayed there
until June of '76 at which time I was sent to Culver City here
in Los Angeles to set up a staging area for what became the
base that was built in La Quinta. H

And I was only there for a brief amount of time. I was there
to set up this unit along with three other messengers.
And Hubbard arrived, Mary Sue Hubbard arrived, and then I had

__\
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a fight with Nikki. and Hubbard then assigned me -- first I
was taken out of that unit and I was kept locked up at the
Intelligence Bureau in the Fifield Manor in Los Angeles.

J: You were locked up?

G: Right. I was kept under guard for a couple of weeks. '

S: which is where that Guardian's Office had moved to.

G: Right. The Intelligence Bureau of the G.O. was there. I
was picked up by the D/Guardian for Intelligence Dick-
weigand. V

J: Isn't that falsely (sic) imprisonment. Isn't that
illegal? .

G: Yeah. It was clearly false imprisonment.

S: At this point do you feel much of what you had done had
been illegal? On some level or another?

J: For Scientology.

G: Personally?

S: That you had done personally. ‘

G: I clearly had been involved in some illegalities while...
especially while I was on the ship. Smuggling things on and
off and...

J: What kind of things? Money, drugs? Weapons?

C: we did move a lot of money around. .Briefcases...
I

' J3 GO on.

G: Briefcases of money that were brought to the ship. Booze,
cigarettes, that sort of stuff taken off the ship and run
through Customs. And other things that were just done sort
of borderline activities. But I was willing to do those
sorts of things at that time and I considered that I was
doing ...it was the greatest good for the greatest number. -

S: When you were working in Intelligence did you ... were you
involved with any "dirty tricks" against other Scientologists
or other staff members?

. \. _

G: I was aware of dirty tricks against staff members and I was
aware of the way the Guardian's Office Intelligence Bureau ,
worked to some degree because I had a lot of the policies. I
had the Guardian's Office Intelligence hat, the Intelligence
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Manual which trained people to lie and steal and create false
identities and harrass the enemy.

- J: Why would a church need to do that?

G: Well, a Church doesn't need to do that, but Scientology's
not a church. _

J: Why would Scientology feel the need to be involved in that
kind of activity?

G: Because Hubbard was afraid and his idea on dealing with
enemies was to attack them. One of the ways that he attacked
them was through covert means.

J: Why would a man as great as Hubbard who had THE technology
to save the world, have to fear anyone?

G: Well, he didn't have the technology to save the world and
he simply had fear because he had fear and he was never able
to triumph over his fear, so he put his trust in attacking
people as opposed to doing the rational things in life and he
also had reason to fear because he had falsified his
credentials, he had lied about his life and he was afraid of
being exposed and he had also lied and cheated for many years
He knew that there were people around who knew what he really
was.

S: Now how did you come to find this out?

J: Can I ask one question? Answer that but answer this one
first because you've got me really interested. If
Scientology could do what it says it could do, would you
still be in it? If it had the technology to do what it says,
would you still be in anything? _

G: In answering that question you'd have to...if you assumed
that if it could do what it says it could do it would have a
different form from what it is, then the answer might be yes.
But both things would have to be true. It would have to‘
deliver and it would have to be different from its present
form opposed from the form which I came to know and
understand. _ _ 1

J: Thanks. That's what I wanted to know. Go ahead with
Spanky. How did you find out this?

S: How did you come to know that in fact Hubbard had_
fabricated his credentials, had in fact developed this
tremendous fear that he had of being found out, had this
paranoia? ' ~

—' J: What credentials? What would he do when found out?
--q.
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G; I guess the process of that discovery began when I first
got involved with the Sea Organization. Of course I worked
with the man for quite a period of time. I shot gnus with
him in the desert after we left the ship. He twice assigned
me to the RPF. I talked to many people about him. I read
hundreds of thousands of his words. I listened to him and
listened to his tapes so I had a great understanding before I
ever came to the realization that what I'd been led to
understand was false, but I needed that great understanding I
think in order to know what the falsities were. But I was, I
considered, quite fortunate in that in the beginning of 1980
and we then were in Gilman Hot Springs and there was a threat
of a raid and we were required to go through...each person
had to go through his...all papers in his area, whatever post
he was on, and all personal papers, and destroy anything
which showed Hubbard's control of the organization, anything
which showed his intent to live at the Gilman Hot Springs‘
property, anything which showed his control of organization
finances. .'

S: So now in January of '80 isn't that when, as far as the
rest of the staff at the other organizations knew, L. Ron
Hubbard went off the lines, so to speak, January '80 he was
like... Did he in fact go off the line or was it just made to
look like he went off the line at that point? Cause if
what you're saying, if I'm following you correctly, do you
know, there was this perception that he was now gone and had
cut ties to the actual on-hands running of the organization.

G: well, it's...part of that is true. There had been a
gradual decrease, I would say, of his hands-on involvement,
but even though he left from the location that he was at the
beginning of 1980, he continued to run the organization. He
just continued to run through a different conduit.

S: Now, so you went through the papers within your own
specific area. Was this prior to your being assigned to the
biography project?

G: No, this is what the biography project came out of. '
Because in the process of going through my things I was at
that time responsible for the Household Unit at the Gilman
Hot Springs property. One of my juniors was responsible for
all of L. Ron Hubbard's stuff -- his personal effects which
were stored at the Gilman property. She came to me with a
box of very old materials, very old papers, and asked if
they should be shredded. I looked through this stuff and saw
that it all predated Dianetics so thought, it should be no
risk whatsoever. It has nothing to do with his running the
organization. So, I also saw that it had great historical Q
value. And when we then began to look over inventories, began
to go through his stuff we uncovered some 20 boxes of similar

-s.
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material. And I knew that this stuff, could form the basis  
for a library and was incredibly valuable for its history and
just as original documents, and that it would form the basis
for a biography. So, it was at that time that I petitioned
Hubbard to be able to collect this stuff up to preserve it and
to contract with an outside writer to do the biography.

He approved the petition in January '80. And then we .
communicated another couple of times before I then did not
have what was that direct comm line to him, communication
line. We could then no longer admit to a communication line
to him. It still was there but we could not use it for fear
of civil litigants or the government then being able to
subpeona him. _

S: As he was under a lot of legal threat.

j o: Right.

Domestically, at that time, right?

Right.

Why would L. Ron Hubbard be under legal threat?

F G: Because he controlled the organization.

~ J: What's wrong with that? l ,

And because the organization was involved in criminal and
tortious activities.

S: I think additionally the church had, was also under
tremendous legal stress in terms of people who were filing
suit against the church now for fraud. There were attempts
made to name L. Ron Hubbard in a suit, to actually serve him
or subpeona him which is when he sort of "poof."

G: Right.

S: Disappeared.

J: So he disappeared, he ran and hid. _

c: Right. F
J: So, hiding is pretty down on the tone scale.

\

‘ S: So I hear, honey. ~

F J : But that's what the great L. Ron Hubbard was doing. You
were there and that's what you saw. A

'792
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G: Yeah. I mean he did hide.

J: I'm not trying -- it's just very difficult, the reason I'm
saying this. it'S very difficult for somebody who's in
Scientology to conceive that the great L. Ron Hubbard whom
they've never met, but have only heard these wonderful
things about. to even perceive or comprehend that this might
have been ... might have occurred with this man. How can this
man be human? He's not human. He was L. Ron Hubbard. The
reason that we're doing this interview is so that other people
can know. It's very easy for a non-Scientologist to
understand those things. It's very difficult for a
Scientologist because Scientologists don't get the type of
information that non-Scientologists get. And yet you were
there. You knew him. You worked with him for probably 15
years or so. B

G: I was in the Sea Org for ll years.

S: And Gerry, backing up a bit, you saw him as a fallible
human being, am I correct?

G: Yeah.

S: I mean he had had illnesses.

e G: Right.

S: A great many illnesses, a few illnesses?

G: Quite a few. _

S: I know that he had these horrendous allergies which when
we refer to them we would be heavily reprimanded and corrected
and told they were not allergies they were sensitivities.
(laughs) You know there was a brilliant way of sort of
smoothing over things.

G: Right. Right. He continued to wear clothes when he was
stark naked. Right. _

S: Oh, yes. Yes, of course.

G: And we all'did that in our own mind, and we all stopped
ourselves from thinking critical thoughts of L. Ron Hubbard.
we really didn't do him much of a favor because he really was
human in every way.

S: Yes. Do you feel that the mindset of the group of -- all
of the adoration that L. Ron Hubbard received, contributed
to his delusion? "Or do you feel that he imposed the delusion
upon the group? Or do you think it's kind of 50/SO?
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G: There's no doubt that he was in control. And there's ...
we did not control L. Ron Hubbard. And although he could have
become the effect of his own lust for control, and his own
greed and his own avarice, so he created his sycophants. And
the effect of... often of what you create may not be that
pleasant so he did create his own prison.

Q

S: Ok. So now you contracted with Omar Garrison, am I
correct, to do the writing of this book which you were
researching?

G: Yeah, beginning in January, I collected up the materials
from the Gilman Hot Springs property.

S: Several boxes of materials.

G: Right.

J: This was in '80 or '81?

G: '80, beginning of '80. And then shortly after that I moved
them to Los Angeles and I began to add to them. I travelled '
around, travelled up and down the west coast and I bought
collections, other people's collections of Hubbard materials. -
I interviewed a number of people, his other living relatives.

J: L. Ron Hubbard, Jr.?

G: Yeah. I

J: His ex-wife?
-

S: Sarah Nordstrom. (sic)

G: No. No, I didn't talk to Sara. I talked to Sara after
that project was over.

J: His daughter Alexis?

G: I spoke to her as well some time later. I spoke to his
living aunt, living uncle.

J: That was his...

G: Yeah. It was good. Good. And they really saw him for
what he was, as well. They knew him in a real manner. They
knew that he was a big storyteller.

S: Now, at this time you're going around talking to these
people and I presume verifying his various degrees and his
education credentials, etc. And you're starting to see holes
in these stories, right? At this point, it's still 1980, are
you going, whoa. This guy's full of shit. Or are you gOlfl9. U

""~
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eh, something's wrong here? Or -— I mean I know so many
people within the church, despite the fact that these claims
and the intros to these books and L. Ron Hubbard's past, you
know, and he's been killed three times and come back to life
and born of a Virgin Mother or whatever the hell it is, they
consider that these things are factual. He was a war hero.
He did have these degrees. And that the government with a'
conspiracy against Scientology has gone in an altered all this
information. Do you know what I mean? It's like, to continue
their own delusion of what was what.

Now, at this point in I980 were you still buying the story or
would you concerned, you know, in terms of the validity of
any of that?

G: There were a couple of steps in the process. Initially, I
just collected the documents. Then I began to see
discrepancies. And although I saw discrepancies I continued
to believe that what he was writing about himself and what he
had been saying was the truth. And that the discrepancies
could be explained in some manner. Additionally, if there are
only a couple of discrepancies and they're minor
discrepancies, who cares. But, through the process of the
accumulation of the biographic archive, in my study of them, I
began to see that it wasn't just a few isolated instances but,
rather, that he had -- that lying had been his pattern and
that that's what was true about him. What was true about him
was that he was a liar and that he appeared to think that he
could lie with_impunity.

J: What lies did you see specifically that you could
enumerate a few.

G: The ones which were significant to me were the ones I
think which had been used to draw me into the organization
and which had kept me in the organization for all that time,
and they were not just used for that but used to create a
mystic about him which you could not penetrate, could not
question. It was significant ones. If he had been crippled
and blinded during the 2nd world War. That he had cured »
himself with Dianetics. That it was a matter of medical
record that he'd twice been pronounced dead. That he was a
nuclear physicist. Those, to.me, significant
representations, I was able to show in his own documents, not
the government's documents, but documents which he maintained
in his own archive, that they were false.

J: Gerry, how did you feel when this came to light? I mean,
you're a loyal Sea Org member. You have worked for the last
ten years as a Sea Org member working night and day very
hard, giving your all, complete dedication, sometimes l6, I8,
20 hours a day. How did you feel when you began to find
these things out and they began to dawn on you that this man

"'\
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was a bigger liar than he was a purveyor a truth? This must
have been the devastating thing to go through. You were
loyal. There was probably no person any more loyal than you.
You were one of the loyal Sea Org members.

G: well. it was initially like I say, I just noted the
discrepancies and carried on with my work. There came_a time
when my mind began to open. I began to see, and I began to
question. That period of time was also a period of great
confusion. There was also a period of time of some loneliness
because there really was no one to talk to because I couldn't
go to someone with a critical thought. I could not -- you
could not talk and say the things that I had to say inside
the organization.

Then there came a period of time in the fall of I980. I
actually had tried a couple of times. I'd gone to Laurel
with some discrepancies, cause Laurel had been his public
relations officer for many years. She knew the story. And I
was saying, "Laurel, this isn't true. We can't say that."
well she got really angry at me and silenced me. So I learned
to not say anything. 0 - - .

But there were a couple of points. One of them was
contracting with Omar Garrison. And Garrison had a couple of 1
very pro-Scientology books prior to my coming on the scene
although he was not a Scientologist..

S: He was a huge ally of the church, in fact ...

G: He was a huge ally so again even with Garrison I couldn't
just say, "Hey, Omar, you know, check this out. It's
bullshit!"

S: I've connected the dots and it's scary.

G: Right. Now, it was a gradual thing with him, too. I
would give him material and then we'd talk about it.
Gradually I began to see that Omar understood, and Omar was
an ally of mine, so we began to be able to talk freely. And
that was another key to my getting out of the organization
was... spending a lot of time with him, with his wife,
travelling around the country in different situations outside
the organization. And then going back into the organization
and having that comparison all the time where you do, having
the knowledge that I had, going into the organization and
seeing the craziness inside and then going out of the
organization and seeing that the representations the
organization was making about the outside was another aspect
of the big lie which was being run on us. S

But, toward the end of my existence inside the organization,
and also as I learned more I became, I guess, braver and

-'\
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braver and braver. You know, willing to stand up -- it didn't
matter any more. You know, you want to kick me out of this
organization? See you later.

But I was still there, still dedicated, so I developed
something of a cause during my last few months inside the
organization of attempting to get the organization -— and, of
course, I knew it would get to Hubbard and it was sort of a
challenge to him, but initially to get the organization to
change what it was saying. '

\-

S: I remember that part very well.

G: And I critiqued a number of the dust jacket material and
the "About the Author" sections of the various books, and we'd
go through them and line by line say, "This isn't true, this
isn't true." Here are the facts." This we don't know. We
can't document that. It sounds like bullshit to me. And so,
I did that with a number of pieces. And I think it actually
had a good effect up to a certain point, because they did
actually change them and tone down some of the hyperbole.

S: Now, didn't at that point you also feel -- this is per my
recollection cause I was a PR at that time and worked pretty ,
close with Laurel and -- didn't you feel that despite the -
fabrications and despite the inconsistencies that there was
still value to Hubbard? I think I recalled something about,
"Gerry said that we could still do a biography and just make
it truthful and still..." -- because LRH had contributed so
much, just do a truthful thing, and his contributions would
stand on their own. You didn't need all this fabrication.
And you sort of had platformed this campaign, right, where
you went over like a pregnant polevaulter...

G: '

S: ...as I recall.

G: It really, I think, ran his accomplishments and the
technology will have to stand on its own. If it's going to
stand, it has to stand on its own. We can't hold it up with
lies. That's the way I still feel about it and I think it
has fallen on its own. I don't think that it's workable and
I think that'it's an enforced technology. But that's
sometime later in my development.

S: Now, by this time, you and Terry were no longer married
and you had remarried to Joyce Brown.

\

G: Right. _ ' I

S: was your relationship with your wife at this time, where
you were very vulnerable and feeling alone, was that any

“H
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solace to you? ,

G: Yeah. See. she came along in...

S: Another catch, dude. I mean she was such a doll-baby. She
is such a doll-baby.

G: Yeah, she's a sweetheart. Initially, I'm working away on
the biography project and she's up there in SMI, Scientology
Missions International. And we connect. And you know what a
Sea Org romance is like, you know. "Hey, gotta a weekend
free, let's drive down to Tijuana and get married." You know
it's that kind of a thing. I think I drove her down one week
and got her a divorce and the next week got her -— married
her, sort of.

But she was in much the same situation as I was, in, that, if
you're free to talk to anyone inside the organization then,
for one thing, the organization wouldn't be Scientology -- if
people were free to talk it wouldn't be Scientology because
that's the essence of Scientology is its lack of freedom.
We at one point came to this realization that we could talk.
So, just toward the end of our being inside the organization
we formed something of a conspiracy of two. And so, knowing .
what we knew, and once I knew that I could talk to her and
what she knew is she could talk to me, and we formed this
little conspiracy...

J: It really wasn't a conspiracy though. It was open, honest
communication.

S: Between a husband and wife. '

G: Right, open and honest between us, but ....

S: But within the organization it would have been a
conspiracy.

G: ...but conspiring to not let the organization know because
they say you must talk open and freely to this sec checker_
but you can't talk open and freely to your spouse.

S: What? _
0 e

G: That's the organizational.paradonn. So we violated that
because when it came to sec checking it was -- I mean she had
to go through a sec check toward the end of our Sea Org
experience and by that time, I mean, once you know that the
whole thing is a scam, anybody can con a sec checker, because
you have a certain altitude. Go ahead and ask a question. I
don't care.

S: That's right.
-‘
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G: You know, it doesn't read. There's no more belief in that
meter. It's just a pack of garbage.

J: Are you saying that the B-Meter is not 100% effective?

G: The E-meter is at best a worthless, anti-religious
artifact. '

J: Thank you.

S: Don't sugarcoat it honey, give it to us straight, ok? I
0 mean, you know, enough of this pussyfooting around stuff.

J: You feel pretty strongly about that, don't you Jerry?

S: Yeah.

G: No, it's ... irrelevant. It has no meaning. It has no
value whatsoever."

J: I think the value that it has is the value that the person
holding the cans has...

S: Infuses into its... .

J: Yeah, places upon it because of what he's been told or
shown.

G: Thatis not the value. There may be some value in
answering questions. There may be some value of looking into
one's mind. And -- '

J: I agree with what you're saying. I don't disag.. I'm
saying the value that it has to the organization, not to the
person.

G: Oh, yes. It has the same kind of value that thumbscrews
had in another era. e

J: Yeah. -

S: Now, Gerry, when you had all those documents and you had
these boxes, did you not come across a lot of evidence in p
terms of not only inconsistencies in the fabrications that L.
Ron Hubbard had presented to Scientology as a whole, but also
things that made his past actually questionable in terms of
maybe alcoholism or drug use or things that you came across
that not only show him as someone who's made up these things,
but showed a quite -- A man who was the antithesis of what had
been presented. ~ p

G: Yeah. Yeah.

-1.
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5: Tell us about that. e

G: I began to see that his drug of choice in his later years
were steroids. And he dosed himself with massive doses of
testosterone and I remain convinced that that is what he used
to keep an edge on his belligerence. '

I

S: Interesting.

J: How did you come to find that out?

G: From his own writings.

J: Is there any way that we could look at those writings?

G: I don't know of any way of getting to them at this time.

J: Why? I know it's a simple question, but why?

G: Because the organization will not disgorge the true
information which it has on Hubbard.

S: Do you think they've kept that information or do you think
they've destroyed the information?

G: Both. So that there is certain aspects of what they've
done and the criminal activity that they're involved in which
they maintain and there're certain aspects of it which they
destroy. '

J: when you say the criminal activity they're involved in,
do you think that the majority of Scientologists have any
idea that that's going on?

S: The current Scientologists?

J: Yeah.

G: No.

S: Of course not.

J: Then? ' .5

G: when you talk about the majority -- the people at the top
know.

J: Like David Miscavige and Norman Starkey and...

G: Yeah, and Gene Ingram? Sure. The people who control _
Scientology. And the lawyers. Oh, yeah. the Earle Cooleys
of the world? Sure. They absolutely know that they're

__,



CD C9 ""3! s--4'1.

involved in criminal activity designed to destroy civil
rights of the members of the organization and the lives of
anyOn8 they perceive as enemies.

J: Can you give me two examples of civil rights that
Scientology has violated? 8

QG: Freedom of association, freedom of speech, freedom of
religion.

S: Just to name a few, honey.

J: Ok. Yeah. I mean, thanks because...

S: Gerry, keep going. -

J: That sort of thing I think is important. Most people
don't realize that that's what's going on. Most people have
no idea that that's going on. Did you feel like you were
manipulated while you were in there?

G: While I was in there I don't recall that the subject of
manipulation crossed my mind._ I don't think I could have
allowed myself to think that I was being manipulated. But...

J: Did you ever feel that way? _

G: I felt absolutely controlled. But my understanding of the
manipulation, the coercion, comes later.

r.

.» J: After one pulls back and views it from the outside.

G: Yeah, well, I mean, technically I was inside but I had
really begun to deprogram myself and so... _ '

J: Did you tie yourself up? I mean we all know about
deprogrammings. You get tied up, and ...

S: ... sexually molest yourself.

J: Did you tie yourself up and sexually molest yourself?

G: Oh, I mean, deprogramming has to do with that subject of i
manipulation. While you're programmed you don't know that
you are being manipulated. When you're deprogrammed you

~ realize that you have been manipulated.

J: So in order to be deprogrammed, one has to be programmed.

G: Yeah. _ '

J: Deprogramming doesn't work on somebody who hasn't been
programmed.
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G: I would think that's true.

J: Yeah. I would think so too. I would think so too.

G: Accepting the word and the definition.

J: When did you leave?

G: December '81.

J: Why?

G: It was time to go. (laughter) -

J: Would you tell me a little bit more about that. I mean, I
believe what you're saying but not everybody knows the Gerry
Armstrong story. And I think a lot of people might be most
interested.

1

G: Ok. Well, I came to the point I guess a couple of weeks
prior to that and I had been very vocal on the subject of the _
lies, Hubbard's lies, the organization's lies and the
organization's activities. And my vocalness had come to the
attention of Norman Starkey. Norman Starkey at that time was
on a mission operated by David Miscavige, the purpose of
which was to take care pf Hubbard's legal problems so that he
could come out of hiding. And Starkey one day came into my
area, Hubbard archives area, and we had a conversation. And
he accused me of saying things about Hubbard which were
untrue. And one of the things he said was, Hubbard -- he
wanted, Starkey wanted, to charge the PRs through the ages
with creating the lies which I have documented.

S: Well... now hadn't that happened to_a large extent? Did
Lizzie and Laurel -- for a period of time, I don't know what
happened to the whole thing, but they took the fall that they
had made it up and they had written these falsehoods about.L.
Ron Hubbard. E '

G: But they weren't around in 1950 and 1952 and 1965... '

S: No, but they were the ones who -- they had written down ;
the biographical information on L. Ron Hubbard, how it was '
dictated to them by L. Ron Hubbard, per my recollection.

G: But they were not there. If you look at -- what's the
book on the atom bomb, the nuclear physicist's book -- "All
About Radiation". If you look at that book and if you look at
the bulletins that were written in that era it says, L. Ron
Hubbard, a nuclear physicist. Lizzie wasn't there. Laurel
wasn't there.
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5: That's true. That's so true. ‘

G: How can You say -- I mean, it's like one thing to make
those People scape goats, but those people weren't there in
'56. Laurel wasn't old enough to be there in '56. She was
in our generation. I mean, you know, we're the 60's. We're
the baby boomers. _

S: Lizzie certainly wasn't there, either.

G: Anyway, what I did was show Starkey in Hubbard's
handwriting where he had called himself a nuclear physicist
and Starkey just went silent and he stormed out. And a short
time later I was called down to Gilman Hot Springs.

J: Do you think he had a major ARC break?

G: No, I think that he recognized that everything that he had
put his life into for so many years and had done so many
rotten things and attacked so many people in defense of. That
he saw that that hung in the balance and he had to go one way
or another. So he chose to close his mind. And he wrote to -
the ... one of the executives of La Quinta ... Gilman Hot
Springs and requested that I be sec checked.

J: This is the Golden Ere Studios, or Golden Era Studios.

G: Right, but at that time -- I'm not sure what it is now.

S: No, cause it's at Gilman's.

G: CMO headquarters...

S: This is at La Quinta.

G: No, this is Gilman.

S: Oh,.this is Gilman, ok.

G: Yeah, this is -- CMO headquarters, in any case. And so I
went -- I was called to Gilman and I spoke to Cirrus Slepp-
And she asked me about -- she actually showed me Starkey's
report on me, And I said that I -- you.know I was quite open
with her. I

S: Now Starkey reported that you had fabricated this
information?

G: No, Starkey reported that I was criticizing Hubbard and he
wanted to find out what I had been saying and what documents
I had been giving to Omar Garrison because I'm working ~
closely with Garrison, and if I'm giving Garrison documents
showing that L. Ron Hubbard claimed to be a nuclear

—-t
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physicist and L. Ron Hubbard lied about being a nuclear
physicist and Starkey knew about many more lies...

J: The cat would be out of the bag.

G: Right. So he wanted -- they wanted to keep a lid on it.
Cause his job, of course, is to continue the myth of L. Ron
Hubbard. Starkey's put a whole life into doing that. ‘He's
dedicated to that illusion.

J: Starkey got into Scientology in the 60's in South Africa.
So he's been in a long time, probably 30 years. -

G: Yeah

J: That's a long time to put in. It's at that point 20 years.

G: Right. And he was in a position of power. And he liked
those positions of power. And this is, of course, some kind
of a threat. I mean, here's just some guy down there making
all kinds of noise and essentially calling L. Ron Hubbard a
liar.

J: You know, one of things that always... I'd always thought
about in Scientology was the is-ness, as-is-ness, _ I
alter-is-ness and not-is-ness. It says in order for something
to survive or continue there has to be a lie in it. And the
question that always came to my mind —- the first question
that always came to my mind is, for Scientology to continue it
must have a lie because it says so right here. In order for
anything to continue it has to have a lie. So I always
wondered what the lie in Scientology was.

G: The lie is that is Hubbard's philosophy. Hubbard's
philosophy is flawed. It is a corrupt, dishonest philosophy.
And he was a corrupt and dishonest man.

J: You must hate his guts. You must hate his guts for a
person who's ... for a person who's been loyal...

G: That which will survive is that which can never be
altered. That which is altered and that which is hence
unreal, that which is a lie, will not persist. Now you can J
try and Hubbard can try but you will not get lies to persist.

J: That's true because there's always some truth under there
and they'll pull the truth out and it's fixed full of lies.

G: The truth will be there no matter what you do with it.

J: We need to go eat lunch, or dinner?

G: Oh, ok.
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J: So I think that you have an appointment.

G: Yeah.

J: Before we do that, let me ask you two quick questions. _

G: Ok.

J: You left in '81.

G: Right.

J: You were sued in '84.

G: '82.

J: '82.

S: Jerry?

J: It went to trial in '84.

G: Right. ‘

1 S: We should just pick this up, because...
1 *

J: We will.

S: Ok, I just wanted ...

J: We will. But, I just want to get this on here. They lost
the suit against you.

G: Right:

J: In '86.

S: Big time.

J: In '86. They sued you in '82. Went to trial in '84. In
'86 they settled out of court with you.

u
In °G: Right. ' _

J: For hundreds of thousands of dollars, if my sources are
correct, and you don't need to verify ... or hints at all, if
you can let us -- if you want to, it's fine. But there's no
reason to give anything. If my sources have been correct youD got saoo,ooo. You -- Scientology paid you $aoo,ooo becauser
you knew the truth about L. Ron Hubbard. You knew the
truth. And you have been harrassed and you've followed.

"You've been lied about. You've had people watch you 24 hours
-up
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a day for weeks on end. You've had to go through extreme
mental pressure today, yesterday, even. Gene Ingram says
things to you like, "Gosh, Gerry, you look like you have
AIDS," when in fact you're a very healthy person and you're a
marathon runner. And it's...

G: Right. .

J: Settlement aside, but, these other things are correct.

G: Right.

J: These guys are still harrassing you.

G: Right. -

J: And you were a loyal, loyal, Sea Org member. Never in
your wildest dreams did you think, when you got into
Scientology, and you dedicated your life to this, if ever they
had put you in this position.

G: Right.

J: Thanks. Can we continue this?

G: Yeah.

J: Thanks.

G: Thank you.

(arson: TAPING]
S: Hi Gerry, you left in '81.

G: Right, December '81.

S: Can you tell me what led up to your departure from
Scientology?

aG: Sure. I had come to the conclusion at the end of '81 that
the organization was not going to reform its ways, it was not
going to correct the lies L. Ron Hubbard had told about
himself. L." Ron Hubbard was not going to correct the lies
he'd been telling about himself. The organization was not
going to change its -- what I considered -- criminal and
anti-social behavior. And I knew that my days were numbered,
that I could not continue to be in the organization taking
the stand that I had been taking, being vocal on the subject
of Hubbard's lies. So I really was faced with only one
choice to make and that was to leave. So, I carefully, S
cautiously, and over a period of a week or ten days removed
my few belongings and my wife's few belongings out of the

"\
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building and we cleaned our living space before we left. Left
the few pieces of Sea Org uniform that I had, and we drove
away.

S: I see. Now didn't you at this time do something rather
brazen which is like —- didn't you keep some of the
documentation for some period of time and send copies to the
church or vice versa kept copies and sent stuff back to the
church?

G: No.

S: No? _

G: No, I didn't. I worked very diligently and my wife Joyce
-- and Jocyln -- worked very diligently for the last couple
of weeks copying whatever we could copy of the documents
which I had in archives, many of which I had already copied
and already provided to Omar Garrison, but I was dedicated to
Garrison. I sensed, or knew, that whoever took over the
biography project after I left, and I assumed that it was
going to be Vaughn Young, because he'd been working with me on
the project at that time and it was my expectation that he was
going to take over the project, that the organization once I
left would not allow Garrison the access to the materials that
I had so my dedication_to him, my dedication to the biography
project and my dedication to the attempt to bring to light the
truth brought me to copy everything I could, and what I
couldn't copy and all the copies that I had remaining, I took
to Garrison at the end. So I provided them to Garrison and
then Joyce and I drove up to Canada.. And at that time we were
completely documentless. I did not have any documents.
Didn't do anything with the documents for a period of time.

There came a time some months later because I began to work
for Garrison outside the organization that I, at his request,
copied a lot of the copies which I had given to him because
he wanted to set up a separate archives because he felt that
the organization was going to burglarize his place and steal
the materials that I had provided to him. .

So, that second set of materials was what I then provided to
Mike Flynn, or sent to Mike Flynn, after I knew that the war
with the organization had started, in the spring of 1982.

-

So, the organization's claim that I stole all these documents
-- that's simply not true. I was under contract to provide
the documents that I could to Garrison and I performed
pursuant to that contract. It was only as a result of the
organization's declaring me an enemy -- I knew that I was
then fair game. I knew that the battle had been engaged. And
I took it as what was the only sane thing to do. Anticipating
a legal battle. In fact I was told to get a lawyer. I did.
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I got Mike Flynn,

S: Okay. And so, then, how did it progress from that point,
the legal battle?

G: Through the Spring of '80 -- late spring of '82 and into
the summer I provided sets of documents as I was able to get
them from Garrison and copy them. I sent them to Mike Flynn.
Some of the documents that I sent were some of the originals
which I had provided to Garrison.

Some of the originals I provided to Garrison because he
needed, or, we felt, that it was very good to have originals
because he was considering including copies, photographs of
the original documents in the biography, some of the things
which were in Hubbard's handwriting and on the original paper
would have been great included in the biography. So some of
them he had for that reason.- Some of them he had because I
just didn't have.time to copy them. It was our intention
that Garrison would copy them and he'd provide -- give the
originals back to the organization. E

But some of the documents were originals, but most of them
were copies which I provided to Flynn.

S: Now up to this point Mr. Garrison had been, as you'd
stated before, an ally of the church. And Did he also -— was
he becoming disillusioned with all this newly discovered
information?

G: I think he was -- he wasn't probably as illusioned as I
thought he was. He really was an intelligent man living on
the outside of Scientology, and had provided as a writer a
service for them in doing the books that he'd done. But he
thought his own thoughts and he was independent of
Scientology. And he is a -- he's a fighter in his own way,
so he had already had his own battles with Scientology just
to arrive at the products that he'd done.

So it came to him as really no surprise. And It was a .
surprise to me that it was no surprise to him. He was pretty
real about the whole thing. But, he did begin to understand
that he had possession of very sensitive documents and that
the organization would then consider him, if not an enemy,
certainly a major security threat in that he possessed these
very sensitive documents.

S: Okay. So, you went to court. The Church filed suit against
you, am I correct? _

G: Yeah. August '82.

S: You countersued.
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G: Right.

S: This was a big suit. I mean this was well covered in the
LA Times. This was like a very big, visible suit. Can you
tell me how that progressed and what the outcome was? And who
all was involved? y

G: Sure. They sued me in August of 1982 seeking to recover
the documents which I had sent to Mike Flynn, and seeking
damages. And the causes of action were conversion. They
considered that my providing -- initially they claimed that
my providing the documents to Omar Garrison was conversion
because they did not know at that point that I had retained a
copy of the contract to show that Garrison legitimately had
the documents and that I legitimately had given Garrison the
documents.

I defended the suit initially by stating that the documents
were not the organization's documents but were L. Ron
Hubbard's documents and L. Ron Hubbard should bring the
lawsuit but L. Ron Hubbard would not come out of hiding, and
he was afraid to come into court. So then Mary Sue Hubbard
intervened on his behalf. And she claimed a proprietary
interest in the documents. -

That was the initial stage of the lawsuit. The judge in
Superior Court —- I think it was Judge Coale, then ordered
the documents which I had provided to Mike Flynn and to my
other lawyers Contos and Bunch in Woodland Hills -- he ordered
those documents be delivered to the court and they stayed
within the possession of the court through the lawsuit,
through the pendency of the lawsuit up until the time of
settlement which was December 1986.

So, they initially sued me, and then I filed a counterclaim
for the intentional infliction of emotional distress and for
fraud._ That then, the two cases were bifurcated -- they were
split apart so that initially all that got tried at my trial,
at the Breckenridge trial in the spring of 1984 was their
lawsuit against me. And out of that came the famous
Breckenridge decision in which he found that because of my
knowledge of fair game, of organization,intelligence
operations and of the fraud of L. Ron Hubbard that I was .
justified in going to Garrison, getting the documents that I
knew about and sending them to my lawyer. So ... That was the
result of that trial.

My case against them;..

S: Was that a jury trial? ~

G: No, judge trial. My case against them did not go to trial
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because that was settled. It was scheduled to go to trial.
At one time in December of '86, then in early 1987. And in
large part because it was scheduled to go to trial the

‘- organization settled it.

S: Now I know a lot of other executives at the time sort of
-- I wouldn't say rallied around you, but, but, came to '
witness against the Church during this time.

c: Right.
S: And that was a big thing at the time, right, because these
were some of the senior most executives of the church.

G: Uh huh. Laurel Sullivan who'd been Hubbard's public
relations officer whose history went back with him through the
Sea Org. Bill -- sorry, Bill Franks wasn't there. Homer
Schomer. Eddie Walters.

S: Kima, didn't Hima..

G: Kima testified. Nancy Dincalci. So a number of them
were, really my friends. People who I'd known inside the
organization and outside the organization. A group of 1
friends who were quite close to me and who had the courage to -
come forward and testify. r

S: That's great. Now, your suit settled and —- bring us up
to date to this point as well as how you feel retrospectively
about the whole situation, what, you know, what would like to
do now, are you under a gag order presently? Are you not?

G: I'll give you the history.

S: Ok. -

G: So in, From 1984 after the Breckenridge decision there were
a series of events -- operations that the organization mounted
against me to compromise me, to set me up, to get me charged
with false criminal charges, any number of things. The _
onslaught...

S: 1984, that was during the trial -— during your case or
prior to your case or after your case?

G: They began before -- in 1982 they had PIs on me, I was
assaulted, I was driven into. They tried to get me in a
highway accident. They harrassed me day and night for well
over a month. Then as a result of the court's comment about
this kind of activity, they backed off. They kept up the
legal onslaught and they deposed me in any number of cases
and within my own case. And they ran operations against me.
You okay?
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S: Yeah.

G: But it was really after my trial in 1984 when they
escalated the war. They sent around my friend Dan Sherman.
You may know him. And I liked Dan. We were really close.
And we hung out a lot. But the whole thing was an operation
to get Dan close to me so that I could be set up. And what
they tried to do through Dan was to convey to me the idea that
there was a group of people inside the organization who wanted
to reform it, who wanted to get rid of the criminal element at
the top of the organization and have it revert to its
pre—Guardian's Office, pre-criminal days. Get rid of the
criminality. -

S: Now, so at this point, were you supportive of that
effort, on Danny's part?

G: Well, at first all it was was him telling me that there
was this group of people and then he would send me messages
from them. And then gradually I built up a relationship with
them. These people claimed to be a core group of 35 people
inside the organization who were working covertly because of
their fear that should it become known that they wanted to
reform the organization they said they were afraid for their
lives.

S: So at this point despite everything you knew about Hubbard
you must have had some faith in the technology of
Scientology. Or am I wrong? Am I mistaken? I mean if you
thought well we can restore this organization to its original
intention to be, you know, this may be humanitarian group or
maybe this ... .

GA: No. No, it's more like downstairs here there could be
any number of Catholics, Protestants, Jews or whatever, but
I support the cause that they're involved in. It's that sort
of way. I did not consider myself a Scientologist, but, if
Scientologists want to continue to be Scientologists and at
the same time clean up the criminal element in the
organization I can support that without myself being a
Scientologist. So I supported their intention of reforming
the organization. And I didn't know who they were. I'd never
spoken to them so it was sort of a support from a distance --
there was nothing to do. He was relaying this information to
111.6.

Then they initiated a dialogue with me. They wanted to
communicate with me. And they would send messages via Dan,
the message that they really respected me for what I did, the
integrity that I showed during the trial, and so on. I got a
phone call one night from one of these guys just after the
trial and just the day before I was to fly to London to

—-.
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testify in the child custody case, the one that Jolly West
quoted from today, the Latey decision came out of that trial.
I went over there and testified. Well the night before I
received a telephone call from one of these people claiming to
be one of the 35 Loyalists. And he said, "We can get your pc
folders. We know you want your pc folders. We can get them
for you." "Oh, ok. What do I have to do?" "Oh, well you'll
have to drive to a certain place in Los Angeles..."

S: Griffith Park.

G: No, this was a different -— I never went, I never bit. I
never rose to the bait on that occasion. I said, "Well, to
me this could be construed as accepting stolen property and
it also could be an attempt to get ... to stop me, because of
the times that were involved, to stop me from flying to
London, cause they did not want me testifying in the trial. I
said, "As much as I'd like the pc folders I can't do it." In
any case I flew to London and testified. There, in London, I
was harrassed at Heathrow Airport by private investigators.
And they, in fact, wrote sworn affidavits that I was observed
passing sealed documents to a bearded Arab in the Old Cock
Tavern, pardon me, on a particular Tuesday night. I had in
fact been at the Old Cock Tavern for lunch on the day previous
but I was not there now on a Tuesday night. And the whole
thing was concocted, but that's true to form of Scientology,
you know, manufacture evidence. So they ... a Scientology
operative will swear to anything. The fact that it's a sworn
affidavit doesn't mean anything. But it was just another
piece of the ongoing operation to compromise and set me up.

I returned to the U.S. and then I was contacted by two
people. One of them was David Kluge, who I only knew at that
time as Joey. And the other one was Mike Rinder, who I'd
known from inside the organization in the Sea Org. And both
of them -- and all of this was video taped, illegally,
covertly, by Gene Ingram. And I didn't know at the time and I
talked to them like I ... , '

S: This was the meeting in the park.

G: Right.

S: The famous'meeting in the park.

G: Right. And there were a series of meetings in the park but
I talked to them like I talk to you and I -- you know my
language was atrocious. I made bad jokes. Just rotten. I
had a foul mouth at the time. But I was also -- you know, I
mean, I could pick up that there was something weird going on
because what they would tell me off camera seemed to be so  
different from the questions that they're now we're sitting on
a park bench and they're talking to me. And I'm ... was

'\
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completely open about the whole thing, but I also knew that
there was something weird about it so a lot of what I'm saying
on the video tape reflects that aspect of the thoughts that
are going through my mind about how strange this is.

But there are some really funny things that occurred. If
you've never seen the videos, they're very, very funny;

S: You know, I on't know, Gerry, that the videos were ever
shown. What I do know is that a transcript of these meetings
was published in Freedom News Journal.

G: Right. A part, part of it. L

S: In part. But it was very interestingly written because it
would say -- it would have a quote and it might be a
sentence, and then it would say, "And then he said..." and
the rest was all just like editorialized, "And then he said
this and this and de-de-de—de-de-de-de-de-de." And then
there'll be another quote. And I thought, "Well, if he said
these things why didn't you just publish the dialogue? Why
are you giving me your interpretation of what he actually
said?"

J: True to form.

S: Of course. It amused me. I was still involved in
Scientology. Still a believer. I saw this. I have to tell
you, this shook me, cause I went, "This is nuts." Who could
ever believe this article? And I was truly, truly committed
to the organization at this point. -But it really made me go,
"Please, this so discredits them. Why would they do this
this way?" . -

G: When they first broke the videos in 1985 up in the
Christofferson trial, before they were shown to the jury the
judge viewed the first two videos. And he viewed them in his
chambers, then he came back out and he said, "These are very
damaging, damaging to the church." Right. And they polled the
jury after the trial. And they said that the video tapes of
me only proved one thing. And that was that fair game was
alive and well in 1985.

So, the Scientologists are so blinded. Here's the way I think
it went down. People are reporting to Hubbard through this
time that they have an intelligence connection to Armstrong.
And Hubbard hates Armstrong, you know, cause I've been saying
all these things. And they've been telling him that I took
the documents. y

S: Pull back the curtain.

G: I mean, out of what I did came the Breckenridge decision
--.
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which stated, "This guy is a paranoid, schizophrenic." I
mean just the worst thing that he ever wanted to hear. But
true.

But they -- the organization could never tell Hubbard the
truth. And Hubbard could never hear the truth, so there's a
perfect situation there for Hubbard to get partial truth and
it always happened inside the organization, then he would
issue an order. He would issue an order, in this case, like,
"Get that into evidence. That'll destroy Armstrong." Because
they're telling him, "We've got video tapes of Armstrong
saying ‘this,’ and of course, they take one line out of
context." But that's the big win that they want to convey
uplines to Hubbard.

And of course, Hubbard doesn't get the whole picture, but now
he has issued an order. And now they have to jump through the
hoops to get those video tapes —- illegally taken, and the
judge stated up in Oregon, these things are illegal. But they
fought to get them in. And after the judge said they're
damaging against the church, does anyone care? I had to go
through the incredible embarrassment of my foul mouth, and I
didn't know, you know, did I pick my nose, you know -- how did
I? You know there's four hours of video tape I was just -- I
was a total jerk. r

S: (Laughter)

G: But I understood after a while I really —- it was terrible
to me. 'Up in the Christofferson trial. When I knew that my
friend, Dan Sherman had set me up, that the whole thing was a
set-up, that they'd video-taped all of this stuff, the
betrayal was so awful to me. I was suicidal for just days. I
walked out of the courtroom. The judge got rid of the jury,
sent everyone home, and he was busy watching these things in
there. And I'm sitting, I'm alone out there in the courtroom
for an hour and then someone, one of the Scinos' lawyers
walked in and made some complaint about me even staying in the
courtroom and so I walked outside. r

And we were on the third floor of the courthouse. And there
was, you know, the stairs came up like this onto the third
floor and then they went around like that so there were two
places where'you could look down three floors onto the marble
floor below. It looked just hard enough that it would do the
job, just smack! I really considered it for a long time. I
walked over to the railing of one of these areas and I looked
down, and I was just contemplating just ending it right there.
Then I realized that down below was a set of pay phones and
that, you know, someone crossed over there to the payphone and
I realized, you know, here I go to end it all and I take some
innocent guy out walking to the payphones, so I couldn't do
that so I walked over to the other one, thinking well, you
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know, here's an opportunity. And there was a bank of Coke
machines. And so, you know, just out to save some other poor
guy, I didn't take my own life at the time.

But it was horrible. I just ... I came just so close. And
I... My heart -- there was incredible pain. One night I just
couldn't sleep and there was this pain and I just couldn't'
breathe. Awful! It went on for some days over a weekend and
then into the next week. I think they had me on the stand for
10 days, 7 or 8 of which were cross-examination with the great
Earle the pearl Cooley. Anyway ...

So that's what happened in 1985 and they just continued after
that. Then they culled my pc folders. And they sent all the
most scurrilous stuff out of my pc folders. And they put that
... filed the stuff in my case in LA Superior Court.

S: Well, you had to have of known that that was going to
happen.

1

G: Well, I mean, you get a sense but you really can't believe
it until you see it. And then you can't believe the twists
that they and their lawyers put on it. You know and there was
this dream I had. I had a dream up in Portland in '85 and I
sent it... I've had very few memorable dreams in my life and
only one or two of them have I ever written down. And this
one was so vivid and so memorable that I wrote it down. And I
wrote it, I think, very concisely. It was some of my very
best literature because it is really tight and really good.
It's also really foul. The language and the concepts are just
grotesque. But it was a great dream. And I sent it to Dan
Sherman because he's my literary buddy. It ends up the Scinos
get it and they got that! And they want to put that into
evidence in the ... the Christofferson trial!

That one, that one followed me this last year it showed up in
Johannesburg in South Africa. The organization provided it to
their lawyers over there to attack me with. A dream! And
they twisted that -- that the fact that I had a dream was the
proof of what a perverse, distorted guy I was. Anyway...

So, there was a series of things. When I first arrived in
Boston, in September of '85, well Octobsr '85, they brought
criminal, they attempted to bring criminal charges against
me with the FBI for impersonating an FBI officer. Five times
they brought either flat out criminal, or quasi-criminal
contempt charges against me. And they tried the same thing
in Marin County.

S: Gerry, let me stop you here for a minute. What motivates
you. I mean, why on earth wouldn't you say, "I did this. I
messed up. I made a wrong choice. I'm just going to go away
now. And have my life and just ... you know, I have my wife
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<and I have our birds or..." whatever you guys had at the time.
I don't remember. I used to get Christmas cards from you guys
-- I think you had birds or cats or something.

/—

G: Yeah! We had birds. That little guy could talk.

S: Nicky?

G: Mikey.

S: Mikey.

c: Right!
S: That's right. ‘

G: Anyway, there was a period of time, December '86. It was
the time of the settlement. And we'll get back to the
settlement in a minute.

I felt that I really could get on with my life. And I could
do a number of other things. I began to, I mean I'd always
written, but I wrote seriously. I drew seriously. I spent a
lot of time doing my things. I had my own life. And I
maintained communication with my friends you know, who I did
not disconnect as a result of the settlement. The
organization may have felt that I should have or had to or
that I was contracted to but I didn't do that. But I really
had my own life and I wasn't involved in anyone's litigation.
And I didn't have to do anything about them for a period of
time. ,

But the organization couldn't quit. They couldn't let the
Breckenridge decision stand. They couldn't let my image
stand, whatever I represented to them so they continued their -
attack. They continued in a false -- what they call a Dead
Agent pack that they put out against Bent Corydon in 1987.
They did it in the Russell Miller case, in London in 1987.
They filed 8 absolutely false, scurrilous affidavits regarding
me, specific to me in that case. .

S: And this was post-settlement agreement. J

G: Post-settlement agreement; Gene Ingram provided an edited
version of the video tapes -- the illegal video tapes to the

" London Sunday Times.

S: Now let me ask you something? In this settlement
agreement, does it clearly state that this was not allowed?
In the settlement agreement? I mean, were they thus in
violation of the settlement agreement? “

' ~ G: In my opinion, yes! Because the settlement agreement,
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unless it worked two ways, didn't work at all. But if it was
only one-way, then they relieved me of any duty to perform by
their doing that. In other words, they cannot —- if the
settlement agreement is only a lop-sided, one—sided
settlement agreement, that's fine! I honor it and I'm
silent. And I don't do anything to violate it. Then
everything works fine as long as they don't. But as soon as
they, in a new, as they would say, unit of time do something,
I clearly have the constitutional right to respond and speak
out. They waived the right. They had to remain silent
whether it said they had to remain silent or not.
Additionally --

S: Did it say? That they did? I mean, was it one of those
agreements that Okay, we're just going to both let by-gones
be by-gones?

G: That's exactly the words in it, yes! Anyone would
interpret it that way. And anyone did. But they interpret it
by saying -- --

S: You should let bygones be bygones and get over it but they
didn't have to.  

G: Not only that! That they have e right to say whatever
they want and I must remain silent even if they can say that
I was an ax murderer. ;And I must remain silent? It doesn't
work. But not only that, I realized that my silence was in
fact an obstruction of justice. Because all of those people
who depended on my testimony, and I have great testimony
regarding the fraud of Scientology, was vital to anyone who'd
been defrauded by Scientology. So I felt that I really have
a right and a duty now to stand up to the organization. I did
not --

S: So you were feeling like you were getting over it and you
wanted to leave it alone and you wanted to get ahold of your
life, for a period of time until they began to lash out at.
you, at which point you said, "Hey, I don't need to lay down,
for you to run over me."

G: Well, there was a series of -- even though they published
the Corydon Dead Agent pack, even though they published the
material in the Russell Miller case in 1987, shortly after the
settlement agreement, I didn't do anything. And I didn't do
anything until I got a series of telephone calls from Larry
Heller, organization attorney threatening me with law -- with
being sued if I were to even testify pursuant to a subpoena.
So I knew at this point, "This has gone too far." And whet
happened was I was subpoena'd to testify in a deposition in
the Bent Corydon-case. Toby Plevin subpoenaed me. Now I had
maintained some communication with Bent because he is my _
friend. I had not assisted him in any way in his litigation
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because I had agreed not to do that but I knew that if he
subpoenaed me, that that was senior to whatever settlement
agreement existed.

Another aspect of the settlement agreement that you should
know, was that I was told before signing it by my lawyer,
Mike Flynn, that it was "not worth the paper it's printed
on. You do not have to obey this. It cannot be enforced."
So I signed in large part because Mike Flynn said that.

Now, in addition to that, Mike Flynn had told me through time
-- and I had grown to understand that l) the organization had
attempted to assassinate him 2) it had destroyed his marriage
and 3) he had to get out of the litigation for those reasons.
So I was faced with, if I don't sign, then all of these other
people don't get to settle, my lawyer can't get out of the
litigation, it's going to go on forever, and in addition to
that, I've been told by my own lawyer it's unenforceable, it's
not worth the paper it's printed on. So sure, I'll go ahead
and sign this thing and I will even attempt to honor it
knowing that the only hope for a settlement with that
organization is if they do change their spots if they do
indeed turn over a new leaf, and if they do indeed repudiate
fair game.- They haven't done it. Hence we now are again
locked in battle.

S: Now what is your present litigation with the Church of
Scientology?

G: They brought a lawsuit to attempt to enforce the
settlement agreement. Out of it ll» in May of this last year,
there was a hearing here in Los Angeles, in Superior Court, in
front of Judge Sohigian. The organization claims that they
got a great big win out of it and that I am enjoined pursuant
to the settlement agreement. Not true! Judge specifically
said that he would not enforce the settlement agreement other
than one very narrow issue. The very narrow issue is that I
cannot except pursuant to a subpoena, assist someone intending
to file a claim or pressing a claim against the organization.
Now that we are appealing even that narrow ruling, because
that's unenforceable because if you construe that my... that
this video could possibly indirectly help someone in the
future, I can't do this. And not only that but if you
consider that my existence indirectly or directly helps
someone, then I am obliged to take my own life. In other
words then I must stop breathing. It's unenforceable hence I
feel that I am completely at liberty to associate with
whomever I want, to talk to whomever I want, and I act in life
that way. ‘_  

And that is in part why I am here at this event now, why I “
came to the CAN Conference.
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S: OK, so what are your further plans? I mean, you're doing
great, now. You've got this luxurious long hair

G: I want to run a 236 marathon.

, S: 236 what? 236 yards?

G: 2 hour and 36 minutes marathon. And I want to..

S: That's what you do, you run.

G: I run. So I want to do that. And I want to end the
litigation and I want, you know, peace for everyone. I want
to reform the economic system of the world and that's mainly
it. I don't have any designs on the U.S. presidency.

S: Presently.

G: No, I can't have, I'm Canadian.
¢

S: Oh, That's right.

G: OK are we done here?

End of Tape.
O


