Debunking the Apollo missions to the moon.

The Apollo moon missions have inspired billions of people around the world.  They have served as a testament to the power of technology, and as an inspiration to aspiring scientists and astronauts the world over.

But did the Apollo missions really happen the way we have been told?  Did NASA really send men to the moon in 1969, and over the next several years, through Apollo missions 11, 12, 14, 15, 16 and 17?

The scientific community would insist that these missions did take place, in the exact manner that we have been told.  But the evidence indicates otherwise.

======================================

Photo troubles

The pictures allegedly taken by the astronauts on the moon’s surface are an impossibility for many reasons:

♦ The cameras brought to the moon were standard Hasselblads, and were not modified in any way to accommodate the harsh lunar environment.

♦ The moon is too cold in the shade (about minus 300 F), and too hot in the sun (over 200 degrees F), which would have either frozen and cracked, or else melted the delicate film in the cameras.

♦ Also, the powerful cosmic and solar rays in open space would have exposed the film right through the closed camera doors.

Yet, nearly all the Apollo pictures have perfect exposures.

♦ The astronauts couldn’t look through the view finders of their cameras.  They were mounted on their chests.  Thus they were aiming them blindly.  Yet all the pictures were perfectly centered.  How could this be?

♦ The astronauts were wearing clumsy, air-filled gloves.  Thus they couldn’t adjust the focus, focal length, or any other camera adjustments.  And yet, the pictures are nearly flawless in focus, focal length adjustments, etc.

♦ Then there’s the problem of “hot spots” in the pictures, where the sun’s light is concentrated in one area--around the main attraction of the picture--and grows darker and darker the further one looks away from the object of attention in the picture.  This indicates the use of spotlights.

The sun does not and cannot brightly illuminate one area and dimly illuminate another, when there is no obstruction in the path of its light.

♦ Other evidences of artificial lighting on a stage include shadows of strikingly uneven lengths and angles.

Here are some specific examples:

- the photo of Aldrin’s visor (shadow lengths and angles are vastly different and the horizon is too high--at nose level, instead of waist level, indicating that the picture wasn’t taken at eye level, but from a much higher elevation)
- the landing pod photo that casts a shadow all the way to the horizon, indicating that the horizon couldn’t be more than 15 feet or so behind the capsule--impossible!  (This “horizon” must simply be the edge of the stage.)

♦ There are many pictures that look like cut and paste jobs, with some objects (like the flag, an astronaut’s arm, and a rover antenna) superimposed over the black cross hair markings, burned into the plates for calibration purposes.

♦ Some pictures show astronauts or pieces of equipment that are brightly lit when in a dark shadow.

One such photo shows a bright reflection spot on Armstrong’s shiny rubber boot, as he descends from the ladder of the Apollo 11 landing pod.  How can this be when Armstrong is in the shade?

A former employee of Hasselblad at the time of the Apollo missions, Jan Lundberg, admitted to the authors of Dark Moon that “we can expect NASA to doctor at least some of the pictures.  After all, they would be appearing on the covers of major scientific journals around the world.”

Interestingly, when the authors of this book first called Hasselblad, they were told by the PR office to talk with Gustav Langergren, a retired executive of the company who worked there during the 1960s.  However, he told them, “I was dreading your call,” and recommended they talk with Lundberg instead.

In regards to our discussion a moment ago about an impossible reflection on Armstrong’s boot, while he is enshrouded in a dark shadow, it’s interesting to note that the authors of Dark Moon asked Lundberg about this bright spot, and how it indicates the use of a spotlight.  In response, notice what he said:

“Yes, it seems like he is standing in a spotlight, and I can’t explain that.  Ummm, that escapes me why.  So maybe you have to find Armstrong and ask him.”

Speaking of fake photos...

♦ There’s an Apollo 11 orbiter photo that supposedly shows the shadow of this craft on the moon’s surface.  But the shadow is enormous, when the craft is supposed to be roughly 70 miles above the lunar surface.  In addition to this, the border of the shadow is fuzzy, instead of being crisp, as it should be.

In regards to the Apollo moon shots being a Hollywood production (and a very bad one at that, since special effects weren’t very good in the 1960s), note the following astonishing revelation:

Canada’s CBC interviewed the wife of the famed Hollywood director Stanley Kubrick of 2001:  A Space Odyssey fame.  She said that her husband was asked by NASA to stage moon operations‑‑not to cover the fact that no landing took place, she said, but in order to have a backup in case the PR nightmare scenario occurred and pictures were unable to be beamed back to the earth from the moon, for technical reasons.

======================

Yet more problems

♦ And then there’s the famous waving flag clip, where the American flag is flapping, as though in a breeze, as two astronauts attempt to stick it in the ground.  The moon has no atmosphere.  So how could this flag be blowing around?

♦ And how about the fake-looking background hills in many Apollo photos?  They show straight-edged mountain bases, as though drawn with a ruler, and they almost always rise up from the horizon with a perfectly-straight line along their edges, against the dark background--they don’t slope up gradually with any wavy indents or bumps.

♦ Mountains are also often very smooth looking, whereas the foreground is very rocky.

♦ There are also severe color differences, with the foreground usually being colored much darker than the bright background hills.

♦ In two separate Apollo 16 photos, the same fake background was used, showing the exact same set of hills, for shots taken supposedly 2 ½ miles away from each other, a whole day apart, as the rover crossed the lunar surface.

♦ There’s another set of pictures showing the same background, one exhibiting a lander, and the other without the lander.

♦ There’s also some pictures that show incredible size discrepancies between lander and background hills, where in one photo the lander looks large, and in another it looks small in comparison with the hills.

♦ The response time of two-way communications between astronauts “on the moon” and Houston controllers is too quick--just like “real time” communication.  Where is the delay, considering that the moon is a quarter of a million miles away from earth?

♦ Footage of astronauts walking on the “lunar surface” often depict them moving, or hovering seemingly in mid-air, independently of the movements of their feet, as though they are suspended from a wire to simulate low gravity.

♦ In some Apollo 16 footage, astronaut John Young can be seen, while supposedly on the lunar surface, taking off his glove to expose his bare hand--you can even see a ring on his finger.  Exposing one’s bare hand on the moon is impossible, of course.  Not only would this have subjected his hand to deadly radiation exposure, but it would have depressurized his suit.

Shortly after, another astronaut can be heard saying, “I have the sorest hands in the world right now.”  And then Houston replies, “How about on the moon?”  Hmmm, was that a Freudian slip?

♦ In some Apollo 17 footage, one astronaut complains of all the dust on the “lunar” surface, that seem to be impeding his work.  Next, something dangling from his hand starts to move, as if blowing in the wind.  The astronaut then says, “It must be solar wind.”  But then, even more astonishing, was a comment made by another astronaut, “That’s just a sample of the kind of dust we would have got, Jack, if we hadn’t had that thunder [storm] yesterday.”  Obviously this footage was being shot out in the Nevada desert somewhere.

♦ Then there’s the problem of there being no dust on the feet of any of the landing pods, and no blast crater underneath the pos, from the engines firing as the pods came in for a landing.

♦ Also, as the Apollo 11 module came in for a landing on the lunar surface, how is it that the astronauts talking inside the craft did not have their voices drowned out by the extremely loud rumbling sound from the powerful descent-slowing engine that was supposed to be firing?  You don’t hear a peep from the engine!

♦ Could the rover and all the other scientific equipment (like the dish antennae) really have all fit into the cargo bays of the landing pods?

♦ Crossing the Van Allen Belts is another problem.

In 1998, a space shuttle flew to an altitude of 350 miles, one of the highest altitudes a shuttle has ever gone.  Even though the shuttle, at this time, was still hundreds of miles below the danger zone, astronauts were seeing flashes of light on their retinas as cosmic particles penetrated the shuttle, their helmets, and their skulls.  Why didn’t the astronauts experience this, and even far more severe effects--even deadly effects--on their way to the moon, when they supposedly penetrated much deeper into these radiation belts?

Alan Bean admitted that he never saw such flashes, and that he didn’t believe that any of the Apollo astronauts ever passed through the Van Allen belts on the way to the moon!

♦ Neil Armstrong, during a press conference, said:  “We were never able to see stars from the lunar surface, on the daylight side of the moon.”

Michael Collins, during this same press conference, said:  “I don’t remember seeing any [stars].”

Yet this same man, years later, in his book Apollo: Expeditions to the Moon, recalled seeing myriads of stars on the moon’s surface.

♦ There are only two pictures of Armstrong on the moon, one of very poor quality, shot from a distance (from a camera mounted on the lander), and the other is a reflection in Aldrin’s visor.  Why not more pictures of him, since he is supposed to be the first man to walk on the moon?

♦ One Apollo photo shows a lunar rock on the ground with a “C” marking on it.  NASA would have us believe that it is a hair on the camera lens.  But this is impossible!  It is a perfectly-formed, sharp, type-set capital letter “C.”

Interestingly, on Hollywood stage sets, the letter “C” is usually placed on the base of a prop to indicate “center” for the cameraman, to indicate to him where the camera is to be aimed for the shot.

♦ Solar reflections on the visors of Apollo astronauts show a very large light source (spotlights), whereas space shuttle astronauts, during space walks, show a pinpoint sun reflection in their visors, when outside the shuttle on space walks.  Why such a descrepancy?

♦ In the documentary, “Astronauts Gone Wild,” Buzz Aldrin assaults the narrator, Bart Sibrel, for asking him to swear on a Bible that he walked on the moon.  He’s also shown yelling out, “Turn the camera off” and “If you show this [video in] public, you’re open for a lawsuit.”

John Young asked him, “Do you want me to knock you in the head?” and “I’m gonna give you the opportunity to get the hell knocked out of you if you don’t leave me alone.”

Neil Armstrong said, “Knowing you that’s probably a fake Bible,” and refused to swear that he walked on the moon.

Ed Mitchell declared, “I don’t hit people, but you’re going to be on the deck if you don’t get the hell out of my house.”  Shortly after, as the narrator is leaving, Mitchell’s son can be heard asking his father, “Want to call the CIA and have him wacked?”

Mitchell finally did agree to swear such an oath on the Bible.  The reason for this change of heart, as he admitted, was that he doesn’t believe in God.

Alan Bean said, “Take your stuff and get the F___ out.”

William Anders stated, “Why don’t you just quote me and say it’s B.S.”

Michael Collins refused to say anything at all.

♦ Conveniently, blueprints and design and development drawings of the machines involved, telemetry tapes, and the original high quality video of the Apollo 11 Moonwalk, are missing.

David Williams (NASA archivist at Goddard Space Flight Center), along with Apollo 11 flight director Gene Kranz, both acknowledged that the Apollo 11 telemetry data tapes are missing.

Did they ever exist?

This was the first alleged successful moon landing in history.  How could such important materials simply have gone unattended?

As it turns out, there’s no evidence that the telemetry tapes for the other Apollo missions exist either (12 and 14 through 17).

♦ Footage shot supposedly by a remote controlled camera left on the lunar surface, which captured the ascent of the Apollo 16 module, did not capture any visible flame emanating from the engine, as the capsule blasted off.

Also, this camera panned upward, following the pod as it lifted up into space.  How could this have been done?  Time delays wouldn’t allow this to be accomplished from Earth, and there was no video monitor in the capsule for the astronauts to do it.

Keep in mind, too, that computers in 1969 hardly had the capabilities of a modern digital watch!

♦ The quality controller for North American Aviation (a NASA contractor), Thomas Baron, who had been working on the Apollo program since 1965, stated of the Apollo module that it was “a lethal machine and unsafe for men to fly in space.”  He stated this in a letter to North American Aviation on December 23, 1966.  One of the reasons he made this assessment was that the capsule was a fire hazard, being pumped with pure oxygen.  Sure enough, a deadly fire occurred in the Apollo 1 craft on January 27, 1967, killing all 3 astronauts on board.  Interestingly, Thomas Baron was suspended from his position on January 5, just 22 days before this deadly failure.

Though an alleged 5,000 safety changes were made in the design of Apollo after this accident, the Apollo craft were still a technological disaster.  Apollo craft numbers 2 through 5 suffered from literally hunderds of technical failures.

Apollo 6 was a complete failure:

- The second stage did not light.
- The vehicle did not achieve Earth orbit.
- There were over 20 major failures in the flight.

Yet, somehow, Apollo 7 managed to be a complete success, without any significant changes being made to it since Apollo 6.

Apollo 8, again without any significant changes, was said to have successfully orbited the moon and returned its astronauts safely.  And every mission after that was also supposedly a flawless success, when no significant design changes were made in any of them.   How could this be?

♦ Just a few weeks before Apollo 11 supposedly went to the Moon, Armstrong, during a practice drill, had to conduct an emergency bailout from a lander craft.  Because he could not stabilize it, he escaped just in time before it crashed.  So how is it that all 6 Apollo landers were able to execute flawless, smooth landings on the Moon’s surface, without any incident?

♦ Alan Shepard and Deke Slayton wrote in their 1994 book Moon Shot:

“They repressurized the cabin....[Then] they removed their boots, slipped out of the backpacks heavy with life-support equipment that had kept them alive on the moon, reopened the hatch, and dumped them along with crumpled food packages and filled urine bags onto the surface.”

What?  They opened the hatch after taking off their life support gear, and after pressurizing the cabin???

Any number of factors would have killed them all--take your pick:

- Their blood would have boiled in their veins from the depressurizaton.
- They would have been sucked outside with a tremendous force, probably killing them.
- They would have frozen to death instantly in the shade, or roasted to death in the open sunlight.
- They would have suffocated from lack of oxygen.
- The deadly radiation from the sun and cosmic rays would have eaten the skin right off their bones.

♦ When one goes scuba diving, his air tank usually only holds an hour or 2 of oxygen.

Yet the Apollo astronauts supposedly went for days at a time on the lunar surface with the same, non-replenished oxygen supply on their back.  How was this possible?

♦ The spacesuits had to be pressurized, or else the astronauts’ blood would have boiled within 30 seconds.

Yet we find that these suits had zippers that ran from the shoulder to the waist.  How was this required pressure maintained?

♦ Speaking of these spacesuits, National Geographic stated:

“When pressurized to 3.5 pounds per square inch the suits were as hard as a football and added 190 lbs. to the weight of a man standing on Earth--due to the gravity differential, this meant a burden of 31.66 lbs. on the lunar surface.  It also meant that their center of gravity was altered and their activity hampered.  Bending down would have been almost impossible.”
Now compare this with the contradictory statements made by David Shayler in Apollo 11 Moon Landing.  He stated that ease of movement was an important factor in the design of the Apollo spacesuits, and that when Armstrong was suited up and in the Houston facilities, he dropped a film cassette on the floor and “fairly easily bent down and picked it up.”

♦ NASA’s Brian Welch stated:

“We did not send expeditions to the moon at times when there was the possibility of a particle event on the sun.  We didn’t want to subject the astronauts to any radiation from a solar flare, or a prominence, or an event like that, we thought it through very carefully.  We planned our way through that.”

Yet, as it turned out, during all the supposed manned flights to the moon, a total of 1,506 solar flares had occurred, averaging 16.92 per day, per mission.

And how were the astronauts protected by this radiation?

The Apollo 11 spacesuits, for example, contained:

1. Five ounce layer of Nomex.
2. Two-layer fire-resistant, filament-coated Beta cloth, with extra protection at the knees, elbows, and shoulders.
3. Two layers of neoprene-coated nylon.
4. Seven layers of Beta/Kapton space laminate.
5. One layer of teflon-coated Beta fabric.

Does this sound like adequate protection from the deadly solar flares that took place during the Apollo missions?  Did NASA really think this through “very carefully”?

Why weren’t these suits lined with lead???

Speaking about the threat of radiation to astronauts, on March 31, 2008, Reuters reported:

“Cosmic rays are so dangerous and so poorly understood that people are unlikely to get to Mars or even back to the moon [BACK to the Moon?] until better ways are found to protect astronauts, experts said on Monday.
     “And NASA is not properly funding the right experiments to find out how, the National Research Council committee said.”

Now isn’t that interesting!  Suddenly NASA is concerned about cosmic radiation, but this apparently wasn’t a concern in the 1960s and 1970s?

Since man supposedly went to the moon 6 times in the late ’60s and early ’70s, you would think they would have mastered the radiation barrier by now!  Why is it suddenly such a problem?

The BBC, on Nov. 3, 2008, reported on one particular technology being worked on to protect future astronauts from radiation.

They stated:

“Future astronauts could benefit from a magnetic ‘umbrella’ that deflects harmful space radiation around their crew capsule, scientists say.
“The super‑fast charged particles that stream away from the Sun pose a significant threat to any long‑duration mission, such as to the Moon or Mars.
“But the research team says a spaceship equipped with a magnetic field generator could protect its occupants.
“Lab tests are reported in the journal Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion.
“The approach mimics the protective field that envelops the Earth, known as the magnetosphere....”

The article then went on to admit:

“International space agencies acknowledge that astronauts face a significant risk of ill health and even death if they experience major exposure to this harsh environment.
“And even the spacecraft themselves are not immune to the effects.”

Funny it is that the Apollo astronauts didn’t suffer “ill health and even death” from their significant exposure to this radiation, without adequate protection.

♦ In the 1990s, NASA released footage of Apollo 11 en route to the moon, showing doctored glimpses of Earth, making it look as though the orbiter was far away, more than halfway to the moon, when in reality it was in low Earth orbit.

To create this illusion, astronauts inside the cabin simply projected “earth shine” onto a glass plate inside the cabin, limiting the amount of light that shined on the glass plate by placing a piece of cardboard over the window that had a small hole cut into it.

In this unedited footage, the camera was supposed to be up against the window looking back at the Earth from far away.  Yet, shadows of astronauts can be seen walkking about in the cabin.

At the very end of the film, the hoax is clearly revealed when the astronauts are shown holding the glass plate that the reflection was shining on.  NASA really blew this one!

♦ Here are some mysterious and downright suspicious deaths of astronauts, some of which were definite whistle blowers:

- Ted Freeman (T‑38 crash, 1964)
- Elliott See and Charlie Bassett (T‑38 accident, 1966)
- Virgil Ivan "Gus" Grissom (Apollo 1 fire, January 1967).  His son, Scott Grissom, said the accident was a murder.
- Ed White (Apollo 1 fire, January 1967)
- Roger Chaffee (Apollo 1 fire, January 1967)
- Ed Givens (car accident, 1967)
- C. C. Williams (T‑38 accident, October 1967)
- Robert Lawrence, scheduled to be an Air Force Manned Orbiting Laboratory pilot, died in a jet crash in December 1967, shortly after reporting for duty to that (later canceled) program.
- NASA worker Thomas Baron (automobile collision with train, 1967, shortly after making accusations before Congress about the cause of the Apollo 1 fire, after which he was fired).  It was ruled as suicide.  Baron was a quality control inspector who wrote a report critical of the Apollo program and was an outspoken critic after the Apollo 1 fire.  He and his family were killed as their car was struck by a train at a train crossing.  Suicide?
- Lee Gelvani said he almost convinced James Irwin, an Apollo 15 astronaut whom Gelvani referred to as an "informant," to confess about a cover‑up having occurred regarding the Apollo missions.  Irwin was supposedly going to contact Gelvani about it; however he died of a heart attack in 1991, before any such telephone call occurred.  Was he murdered too?

Why did James Webb, NASA top official, resign just days before the first Apollo mission?

All 3 Apollo 11 astronauts also resigned shortly after their return.

And then, of course, there was the strange explosion aboard Apollo 13, which resulted in the failure of this mission.  Was this planned?

I simply must point out that this explosion of Apollo 13 occurred on April 13, 1970.

Not only that, but the launch of Apollo 13 was exactly 13:13 military time, on April 11.

Are we supposed to believe that this was all coincidence?

==========================

Reasons for the hoax

♦ Cold War Prestige--The U.S. government considered it vital that the U.S. win the space race against the Soviet Union.

♦ Money--NASA raised approximately $30 billion to go to the Moon.  But the question remains:  What did they REALLY do with all that money?

♦ Risk--The problems early in the space program were insurmountable, even by a technology team fully motivated and funded to fix the problems.

♦ Distraction--The U.S. government benefited from a popular distraction from the Vietnam war. Lunar activities suddenly stopped, with planned missions canceled, around the same time that the U.S. ceased its involvement in Vietnam.

=============================

Addressing some popular objections

♦ Some have argued that the lunar missions must be real because of the lunar samples the astronauts brought back.

Well, first of all, no one except a selected few have ever been allowed to closely examine those samples.  But even if they are from the moon, they could have been retrieved by unmanned craft.  So this objection holds no water.

♦ The laser reflectors placed on the moon’s surface by astronauts is another alleged “proof” of the authenticity of the Apollo missions.

However, the same holds true for this objection as the previous one--the reflectors could have been placed there by an unmanned craft.

♦ Here’s another popular objection:

“If the Apollo missions were truly faked, how is it that the signals of the astronaut transmissions came from the moon?”

Answer:  They were beamed to a lunar satellite from Earth, which in turn were beamed back to Earth by the satellite.

♦ “How was the effect of weightlessness of the astronauts walking on the lunar surface achieved?”

Answer:  Simply by slowing down the film of the astronauts moving on the set here on Earth.

=============================

Conclusion

Neil Armstrong, speaking at the 25th anniversary of the first alleged Apollo mission, in 1994, made this revealing statement, while in tears, at the White House:

“Today we have with us a group of students, among America’s best.  To you we say, We have only completed a beginning.  We leave you much that is undone.  There are great ideas undiscovered--breakthroughs available to those who can remove one of truth’s protective layers.”

This was one of only a few rare public appearances that Armstrong has ever made.

Now look at this quote from Brian O’Leary, an astronaut in the 1960s and an adviser during the Apollo program:

“I can’t be sure 100 percent that man actually walked on the Moon.”

---------------------------

Here’s a real kicker:

On May 29, 2012, the Christian Science Monitor carried an article called “NASA asks future moon explorers to keep away from Apollo landing site.”

The reason?

They claim that they don’t want these “historic sites” to be disturbed.

But it could also be argued that they fear the public finding out the truth that there are no Apollo artifacts there whatsoever.


