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Dear Grant & Scott: 

( l O AM _,, 6 PM) 

~.:::O AUG. '89 

I am taking this opportunity to write this letter to the both of 
you so as to save time. Please accept my a pol og i es for not having 
written sooner. Things have been hectic a r o und here for the past 
couple of months what with moving and a ll , and as a r esu l t my 
correspondance has managed to get even fu rt her behind than usual . 

In any case, thank you, Grant , f o r send i ng the material o n t he 
Carman film. I a m not too s urprised to see that Mr. Barry manag ed 
to both s~rew u p the f a c t s and cla i m the spotlight at the same 
time. Your mate r ia l i s a welcome addition to the file. I am 
still interested i n getting a copy of the original film if at all 
possible . This , o f c our se , would be for research purposes only. 

I presume by n ow that the two of you have had a chance to read and 
assess my Las Vegas paper. I think the time had come to blow the 
whistle on g o vernment disinformation about UFOs and provide some 
much needed counterpoint to the Lear-Cooper material. One of the 
key points i n t hat mess, at least to me, was that I was able to 
establish a direct connection between one of Lear's "confidential" 
sources and t h e very same office in Washington that was 
responsib l e f o r directing much of the effort against Bennewitz. 
That, coupled wit h the fact that much of Lear's material was an 
embellished regurgitation of the same fluff they fed Paul, told me 
what I needed t o know about Lear. As for Cooper-- he's a highly 
intelligent individual who is very good at taking in material from 
a variety o f s ources and twisting it around to suit his purposes. 
Either he's a clever opportunist who's taking advantage of the 
Lear situati on and the general paranoia of the UFO community to 
try to make hims elf look important, or he~s a C/I man whose 
specialty is dec e ption. My present thinking is that the former is 
more likely t h e case because his methodology doesn~t fit the 
latter t yp at a ll. Also, if you take the trouble to compare his 
earlier pronoun cements with those ha is making currently, you will 
discov e r hos t of inconsistancies. 

By the way, T. Scott-- it w•• Cooper who was selling transcripts 
of his paper at Las Va~•• for $25.00, NOT me. A transcript of my 



14~000 word monograph~ which as you know was printed in FOCUS~ was 
$10.00 if purchased straight out; but FREE to anyone purchasing an 
EIGHTEEN month subscription to FOCUS for $20.00 . (Normally FOCUS 
subscriptions go for $20.00 for only twelve months. Thus for 
their $20.00 . subscribers got an extra six months plus the Las 
Vegas issue for free.) I would appreciate it if you would check 
your facts next time~ Scott. 

Government di si nformation about UFOs has been going on for a long 
time. My goal is to try to stop it by exposing it to the public, 
and at the same time~ uncover what is behind it. What I did in 
Las Vegas began the first part of this process . There will be 
more to c ome. The next issue of FOCUS (circulation now about 500) 
will carry more. 

If the UFO community is upset by what I'm doing, it certainly 
hasn't shown in the doze n s of ca l ls and more than 100 letters I 
have received. So far~ suppor ters outn um ber critics by a ratio of 
eight to one! To t h ose wh o h a ve e x pressed ou t rage over the fact 
that I allowed myse l f to become involved i n t h e disinformation 
game, I point out t wo thi ngs: First, if I h a dn 't done it, the 
government would simp l y have f o und someon e e l se wh o would have; 
and Second~ if I h a dn 't b lown th e wh is tl e a nd ex p osed the process , 
the UFO com muni t y wo u ld sti ll be in t he dar k about i t and fawning 
after Lear and Cooper. In s hor t~ if you want th e wo rld to know 
that the lady's wearing poka-dotted bloomers ~ t h e best way is to 
run the evidence up t he flag po l e i n fr o n t of a cr owd o f people . 
Naturally a few peopl e are go i ng to b e hor r ified by t he p rocess~ 
but that's the way i t goes. 

Now~ as to th e t wo quest i o n s y ou pos ed ~ Grant ~ in your lett e r of 
last mon th: (1) I r egretfully must deny your request for 
permissi o n to use a pi c ture of Doty from the videotape. For my 
own part , I had no problem with it; but there are others involved 
and I was unable t o obtain unanimous consent. (2) Rick Doty is 
certainly awar e of who Phil Klass is. On that basis, I would tak e 
anything Doty might have said to Klass with a large measure of 
salt . Ri ck told me that the only reason he talked to Klass at all 
was to s ee if he could have some fun with him. I had a transcript 
of the Dot y - Klass conversation in my hands barely a week after it 
occurr ed , and both Rick and I had a good laugh over it. As to how 
I know that Linda (Howe) and I haven't ''poured (our) coffee from 
the same po t••~ as you put it; the answer is really quite simple. I 
brew my coffee strong and black; Linda prefers hers weak and with 
lots of s ugar. Taking your question in a more serious light; 
knowing t h a t disinfor ma tion games were being played put me in a 
much bett er position to safeguard against them than others who had 
no idea what was going on. Remember~ I also had contacts who were 
far e nough removed from the counterintelligence side of things to 
enable me to do a certai n amount of double checking. This is why 
I have continually held my cards close to the vest and played to 
the table only when I was reasonably certain I was on a solid 
footin g. The principa l point, however, continL1es to be not who 
was ( is ) being duped, but rather, why. Until the last card has 
bee n pl a yed, the game isn't over. 

I ' ve taken the liberty of placing you both on the FOCUS mailing 
list as complimentary subscribers; although considering the 
lack of communicati on from either of you over the past month along 



with some of the n asty co mme nt s T. Scott ha s made~ perhap s I 
s hould h ave been man.? " c h a: r·acteristic " a n d h e l d out ·for the t we n t y 
bLt c ks . Remember~ " s har i n1;i " is a t wo - wa y st r eet . I f I do n ' t hear 
somet hin g mean i n g ful out of you g u ys i n t h e n ear f utur e, I ' l l 
assume your n ot i nteres ted. 

Am sendi ng along a copy cf my recen t letter to Bi ll Eng l ish. 
Perhaps it will clarify a f a w ot her poi n t s for y ou. Mean wh ile , 
best regards to you bot h . 

Y oL.t r S~ 

·,·; 

·,,- •r'•..:. 

,;~ '.,:.- ~ ~:• r;_ ·•I';;,~-..,-· 
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9111 Enqlish 
UFINE T 
F'OB O 1 ~ -3 

'HONE 

Alamogordo ~ NM 8831 1 

Dear Bil l: 

V c; 

BURBANK, CAL I FORNIA 91505 

< 10 AM - 6 F'M> 

3 1 AUG . '89 

Than k you f or- sen d i n ,;i me a c o p y of II F' e ,;i as us " . As i de f r om the 
,-:-: a t er i ,_ 1 bout me on p d •~ e ,:in e , T '-"as most i n t ere st e d i n t h e 
p l e d ,;i es you make i n you r II F· o 1 i c y St ate men t " w h i ch appea r s on pa•~ e 
t~ree-- especia l ly those you make a bo u t us i ng only ''factua l 
1 n '4= tw .mt i f,;) Fi " ._ n d 11 ,1 CJ t. #.\ l l m-J < i SJ > r.: h r ,i c:: t ~ff . u1 ~ ~ m1111 i. n ~ t: 1 o ri , 

11 

I do not knov-J v-ihy you ::;eem t-::i harbor 30 m:3. n y n e,;ia ti ve feel i n ,::;is 
about me~ or what I may ha v e done to offen d you. Whatever it is , 
you certain l y seem to be ve ry hot unde r th e collar about i t. 
f-1 owe v er ~ I d i d not e i n 1 j_ st en i n ,;i . t o a t =' p e o f you r Las \) e •;i as 
3peech that you mdde a distinct c~ l l for un i ty and an end to th e 
1n-f1ghting in the UFO field . You will re c a l l that I made a 
similar statement in my pr esen tation. On th e str~n~th o f t h a t, 
added to the fact that (as least as I r ecall it) we o nce g o t alon g 
q u i t e v-J e 1 1 ~ I vJO u 1 d 1 i k e on c "? a 'd a i n t o pr- op o s e th .J. t ~"' e p u t a s i d e 
past differences an d t r y to wo r k t o g eth e r. I hop e y ou will gi v e 
this you r serious con sideration . 

Now , with respect t o t he piec e o n page o ne o f your newsletter, I 
cannot imag i ne wh o t he (ano n ym o u s and obviously s econd-hand) 
source of you r i nform a ti o n mi g ht b e~ but I can t ell you first 
r--a.nd that i t is c omple t el y erroneous. My interaction with Mr. 
Bennewitz was a s s t ated in my Las Vegas presentat i o n. In addition. 
on a number o f different occasion s I was accompanied o n my • 
visits to him by other individuals who, I am sure, would be more 
than happy to verify t hat fact if necessary. One particular 
occasion, which you can easily check on if you wish, occurred in 
1984 wh en I a nd one other person were visiting with Paul in his 
office. I h a d been there about twenty minutes when Tracy Torme, 
Tom Adams a nd one other individua l who s e name I do not recall 
walked in . They were quite s urprised to see me; I was quite 

urpr is d to see them ; and Paul seemed quite amused by it all. 
Ask Tr cy or Tom bout it. I am certain they will recall the 
inci d nt. You miQht also talk to Gabe Valdez, who knew as early 

s ' 81 or '82 that Paul and I ware acquainted. 

Furth rmore, you •••m to have misinterpreted what I said at Vegas 
bout the role I w•• playin; in the Bannewitz affair. Therefore, 

I wish to offer the followin~ thr•e correction■ to th• material 
printed in your n•w•le~ter, 

(1) You •t•t• that I "met and knew Paul S■nn■witz in the latter 



part of 1979. " This is incorrect . Please refer to Page 5 , 
paragraph 2, and page 6, pa r agrap h 2 o f the text o f my paper (as 
printed in FOCUS , Vol.IV #4-5-6; 30 JUN. '89 > for clarification . 
F'a •~ e 6 , par a . 2 c 1 ec:\r 1 y st a es~ "I firs met F'aLl l in early 
1 9 8 1 . . . . " ( I f you h v en •• • c op y of t h t e >: , l et me kn o w 
c:\nd I"ll be h ppy to se 1 . ou one . ) 

( 2 > Yo Ll s • a e t h t I ' ,· cl. ? n s • r I rn n l d i n ,- 8 en n e w i t z 
mi _s-informatior:i (sic.) . " .,:, ~ ~ ., .. Qn~---C.C-""- =·=.:::r.-=.....__,.r;c_ __ -f r;-.:..: to p _ge_ ~ , 
para ,~ r ph 2 of my te:: , wh1 ~h,,.

1 
•. t. e s : 

"M role in he a fa1 was lar ,;i ely tha o f a freelancer 
providing information on P ul •s c 1rrent hinking and 
·ctivities . I had no h ing wha soeve r to do wi th the 
c o Ll n t er i n t e l 1 i •Jen c e and t h e d i s i n f or mat i on . . . . " 

<:'"> YoLl state th t I was "pc::rtly he reason for Paul• s 
involunt ry committal to the Ne w Me :-:ic o State mental ho spi t 1 . " 
This is both untrue and erroneous o n i ts face. First of al 1 ~ if 
Pau l was ever involunt rily commit ted to a statement · 1 hospit 1, 
I am c om p 1 et e 1 y u n aw a r e o f i t . My ·:; 21 t e rn e n t ( p ,;i • 8 , p a r a . 1 , 
bottom) was, "Not lonq aftenAJard I '.v -~:..,rd he hdd been hosp it-::..·di :-:ed 
and was under psychia tri c care." The hospi tc::\J., 21s I underst oo d 
it ~ was local facility, not mental hospit 1 or institution , 
and F'aul had no t been "committed " . He was simply unde r the car e 
of psychi trist . Secondly, you will note that in the same 
paragraph cited a bove, I c learly state th a t I tr ied to counsel 
F'au to drop his UFO activities befo,,·e they completely destr-oyed 
h i s he a 1 th . I n deed , I ,:;i en u i n e 1 y 1 i k e d F· au 1. r es en t e d what " they " 
were doing to him ~ and did ever ything I cou ld (short o f blowing my 
own cover ) t o 1:;i et h i m t o re a 1 i z e he ~" ::\ s the o b j e c t of an e :: t ens i ''. ~ 
counterintelligence game. The fact 1 ~. Paul already knew that . 
Somehow I th i n k much of h i s p rob 1 em c am e f r om h i s u n f 1 a 1;:i g i n g 
belief that if he stayed with it l o ng ~nough , truth as he saw i t 
would somehow triumph ove r decepti o n. 

As far as my motivations in making the statemen t I did in La s 
Vegas, I think the time had come to b low the whistle on gover-nment 
disinformation about UFOs and prov ide some much needed 
counterpoint to the Lear-Coope r mater-i al . One o f the key points 
in that mess, at least to me , was tha t I was a ble to establish a 
direct connection between one o f Lear's "conf idential " sources an d 
the very same office in Washington that was responsib l e for 
direc ing much of the e f fort ~ga i nst Be nnewitz. That, coupled 
with the fact that much of Lea r ~s ma terial was an embel li shed 
regurgitati on of th e same fl uf f th ey fed Paul, told me what I 
needed to kno w about Lear. As for Cooper-- he's a highly 
intel li g ent individual who is very good at taking in material fr o m 
a variety o f sources and embellishing it to suit his purposes. In 
my opinion , he's either a clever opportunist who's ta k ing 
advantage o f the Lear situation and the general paranoia of t he 
UFO community to tr y to make himself loo k more important than he 
really is, or he 1 s a C/I man whose s pecialty is deception. My 
presen t thinking is that the former is more likely the case simp ly 
because his methodology doesn't fit the latter type at all. Also, 
if yo~ take the trouble to compar~ his earlier pronouncements wit h 
thos h is making currently, you will discover a host of 
incon i tanciesJ which, at the very least, calls his ultimate 
credibility into serious question. 

Gov rnm nt disinforma tion abnut UFOs has been going on for a long 
time . My 9oal is td try to s top it by exposin~ it to the public, 

COPY-• llfO N 



mo 
n 

n ~ n ' c ~ e c on r- LI l 
U F" T NE f p I'" 0 j C • I h Op 

is sue 1 n a de o co r 
hop will 

see bor n 
coop 1 
le i n 

Cordi 11 y 

i 
• I 

j 
t 

f 

I 
~ l 

I i i n 
w 11 b 

bou 500 

u" nd your 
n upc:ominr 

l 0. .•. -- - •· -
y 

n 

• 


