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Dur ing •Y involve1ent with th1 Paul Bennewitz aff1ir, as outlined in the text of •Y July 1, 1989 Lis Veg as 
present1tion lsee FOCUS, June 30, 1989), I was either involved with or 1ware of efforts by the Air Force 
Offic e of Special lnvts tigit ions wh ich centered around other individuals ind organizations with in the UFO 
co11uni ty, Once 1gain, 1y rolt in these activit ies was strictly li 1ited to the supplying of routi ne 
infor1at ion, In this role, I was never required to violate confident ial relationships or pass any in for 1ation 
which I knew to be of• confidentia l na tur e, Further ■ore, there was no 'd irty work' involved. Indeed, I di d 
nothing 1ore than any other reporter would do duri ng the course of routine dut ies. In the Bennewitz case, 1 
beca1e involved pri1ar ily bec1use I saw it as an opportunity to learn 1ore about the inside workings and 

• 1achin1tions of the intelligence co11unity with respec t to UFOs. There is a ■ple journalistic precedent for 
this sort of thing. Cle1rly 101eone 1t a high level was acti vely keep ing tabs on a variety of UFO cases and the 
rtsearchtr1 involved with the1. The questi ons I wanted answers to were ' who' ind 'why'? 

The ti1e fra1e here was essent ially fro■ late 1980 through aid 1984, By early 1982, I had learned that there 
were no ltss than t!lr!!. other 1e1bers of the UFO co11uni ty who were actively doing the sa■e thing. 1 have 
1ince learned of I fourth indi vidual who was also involved . All four are pro■ in ent individuals whose 
identities, if disclosed, woul d cause considerabl e controversy in the UFO co11uni ty and bring serious 
e1barrass1ent to two of its 1ajor organ izations, To the best of 1y knowl edge, at least two of these peopl e are 
still actively involved, Th t other two see1 to have dropped out at about the sa1e ti ■e I did. As far as I 
kno, only one of the■ was aware of 1y activiti es, I 1aintained rather close contact with thi s individual and 
continue to do so to this day, even though we were invol ved with different agencies. The ribs of the UFO­
intelligence u1brella spread out in a nu1ber of dif ferent directions, but they all see• to converge at a co11on 
point. Find that point, and it least you know what door protects the keys to whatever our go v ern ■ e nt knows 
about UFOs. 

Drawing fro1 ■ y own knowledge and experiences , I can su11arize the individuals and organizations who were the 
subject of intelligence co11unity interest between 1980 and 1984 as fol lows. It is i ■portant to re1e1ber here 
thit in so1e cases I was not personally involved, but rather only aware of these goings-on through 
conversations with others. 

-LEN STRlN6FIELD1 I had 1ttended the Cltar Lake Texas NUFON Sy1posiu1 in June of 1980 ind was one of these Len 
briefed on his then very controversial ali en body photos which were later shown to be a hoax, In the late fill 
of that y11r, after I hid begun to cooperate with the C/1 people, I was told that Len 'had been set up for a 
fall' by 101eon1 na11d NcCulloch, and that NcC had done it 11 1 'favor• for so1eone who hid one, 'helped hi1 
get out of a ja1,• When I asked Len about this, he told ■e that I person by this na■e had indeed been 
in~lru1ental in passing hi 1 the photo~ in question. • 

Stringfi eld reaa.ined the subject of' soae interest through 1983, 1fter which I heard very little 1ore about 
1 hi 1. The C/1 peopl e 1ee11d tp knoN I lot about Len and hit sources. The i1pression I had was that so1eone 

I , 111 1uch clostr to hi t than J, w11 kttping t1bs on his 1ctivities, but of course I never kneN for certain. 
, . I 

I , 

, -PETE ~AZZOLA AND THE 1SCIENTIFIC BURE~U OF INVESTI6ATION1 (SBl)1 This was one of the 1ost biz1rre situations 
: of 1y 1xperi enc1. "•zzol a had 1t1rted ~Bl 11 1011thin9 of 111v1rick orginization so1eti1e in the late ' 701, 

... ! -lt lasted until his unfcrtunate death ~n (I think) 1983, During that ti11, the organiz1tion published 1 
• , Journ 1 knoNn •• 1 The S81 Report •. "•izol1, who had been I police officer by profession, NII I sort of 
• rough-cut indi~i du1l with a h~avy Brooklyn accent ind a penchant for adding 'you know• to virtually everything 

ht aid, Although Pit, had gbod inten~i ons and tr ied hit best to be thorough and objective, 1any in the UFO 
,co ~n ity r,g,rded ,hi• 11 1011thin9 of!~ buffoon. For •Y part, I could see li tt11 about hi1 or hit group which 

ould attract 1or1 than p111ih9 attent~on fro• 1nyon1 in th1 tnttlligenct co11unity, 
Apparently thert ••• 1011thin9 thert I coul dn't 111, how1v1r, because for about a year, beginning in early 

'Bl, Pet and BBJ ••rt tht 1ubJ1ct of mJ.w scruti ny by th, C/1 p1opl1, Nuch of it hid 101ething to do 



I I 

with 101e fil1 foot191 fro1 1 Florid 
worst 1or way, As far a I k supposed to hav, ind which C/J wanted in the 
to to I nd licity and l n1v1r ••• the fil1, Ny role was 
co1 was on to 1rr1n91 for 
and try to get a copy 1ad1 

did 1puk to 
Hinhined that 
e about prov iding 
f il l , In the nd, 

re, had broken off 
ha he fil l h d 
for h y t er sent 

881 loo o in • Jr, y, but I 
d O in J did discus he Cl 

oo ed ova n returntd it withou 

- ETER 6E STE 
111 i , ht 1 gal consu l an to he CAUS or anlza ion, H • s th, subj ct oi 

P rtlcul rly during th, CAUS v/1 HSA 11911 proceedings hich las 1d rou h early 
no th hid colltc td lot of infor1al ion on Peter, and tha 10110n near hi • s supplying 
no t rt ln ho that o eon, was, but I have 1y 1usplclons, Certain hings that •er s i led 1e to 

P r ' f c i 10111 hid been seriously co1pro1lsed, alt hough I 1ust d1I th t hes things y 
id it the inten ion that l wou ld repeat the1 and thus help discred it Peter to the UFO co nity. 

in ten ion, it didn't work because I didn't repeat the1, 
Curiously, here• s ery littl e interest in Peter 's involve1ent with the Cash-Landru1 leg 1 roceedin s 

le•a in '83-' 8 . hen I inquired about this, I was to ld that "the govern1ent knows the case ill e 
dis I ed nd that I houldn't be concerned with i t , As it turned out, the case was dis1lssed, and t h t, I 

-BARR 6REE WOO AND LARRY FAWCETT1 Only two things co1e to 1i nd here, The first is that several 10 s ef t 

the1r book I published, 1 ••• told th1t the C/J people had obtained a copy of the Clear In en 1anuscr ipt 
hrou9h an optrativt, Tht 1econd is that C/l's interest in CAUS ste11ed largely fro1 the fact t a ey ,, 1 

th, or9 n11 t1 Qn,beh1nd 6er1t,n in the CAUS/NSA lawsuit. Of the two, the C/J people were 1uch 1ore in e ts, 
1n Fa cttt, nd i t 1e111d clear that 101eone who knew hi1 well wa1 the source of 1uch ~f th, infor1atio ta 
c e throu9h, 6re1n1ood ••• hardly 1v1r 11nti oned, and if I brought hi• up the 11tt1r 111 quiet ly i 11i 1s1 

i h 10 t of f-h oded co111nt ~ik1, 'Ob, you 1ean the writer?"-- at which point th, discussion quietly r,t 
D fa C. t tl Qlin, ' 

j I 

ANAQUE RESERVOIR, NEM JERSEY1 This w11 the site of a UFO flap in the 'bOs which NlCAP had act ively 
1nv11t1 9 ltd, B19Lnnin9 in lit 1981 •nd continuing inta 1982 there 111 another series oft · 

h1 ch had the C/1 ptaplt in an absolut ·frenzy, S01,whert in 1y notes I have the n11es of 
•h ny c111, the pri11 conctrn 11 far 11 I knew it ••1 trying ta coll 

1 th1 UFO co aunity b1co1in9 a•art of •hat was going on, I 01 I 
ity1 in an ef:fort to Ht if any 11r1 llflrt of thtse 9ain91-o , 

r v, I •as then 11ktd to report th, 101,nt J had any indication th1t d1t1il1 Df 
t f~r as I ~o•, they never did, Althou9h I w11 told tat C/ llt<ttd 
• hotos), :J ,ntvtr 11• any of it. If I can lout, 1y origin 1 • tbi1 Utr 

, of the people •ho11 n11e1 I have and r1op1n the c111, Unf ttlJ, Iba •t 

APRO CTh 

o nt, 

hi s 1at1ri1l to date. On, po11ibllity it that it • tbr y •r 11-.ift 
. ttrlal tck i ' 3 1f ttr •• broke up, 

I I 

t I rn o na ft ,.,c ro1ni11tio ta This••• on, of th, 11 jor UFO oroanizati • i• t U.S. 
t of it1 founder,, Ji• lftd Coral Lortn11n, • couple of r1u1190. Binet that tlH it , htll 
d u t 1 , , I.anon, Arizona. I hid ~" • H8'tr of tb1 APflO Bou~ of irKton •• • U 

I 
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pictur a po11ibl ou 
Shandera hav• b n ph 
The results, noM v al 
conjunction with Stan'• 

1 This report will cover 1p1 ct, of 11 1 
Cutler -Twining 111or1ndu1 of 1954 c as 
Septuber, 1947, Although ' h1 Tru, n I a 
separately for analy lcal pur 011 1 net ht , 

A prel i1in ary ptek at the result? 
,t ill open to que1t ion . • 

• ~ sub scribtrs will be ad hed w en e r 

FLASH ! 

The following late-break ng develop11n occ re j s 
•• takt pltasurt in including it htrt for I i 

F 

ASS E 

Oc e i2, 1 8 

1 He•hodounotbell0Mth1 trt en e o s e r , 1 u 
,forgers•., ... Charlu Ptguy 

Otar • ftoor11 

.This is in rtply to your Oct. 6 lettar ic 
1e10• is• photocopy forgtry of (in ) aulb!ntic Tr 
Bush, 

By t t ti11 you rtctivt this l1tt tr 1 
1s,oci1te, Stanton fri1d11n, inf t ing y 
81c1 11 ht dots not wilh to bte p licly invol 
telephone nu1ber bec1use he i s e oc tnt e1ui 

1 'connection •i tb the IU-12 doc nts~ ; ' 
, . . I • 

i Y will recill t i t hi tulier ! for y 
~•-: using a St i th-Coroni uc i th•~ Nil f troduc 

. . .. , .Set.- i 4, 19~_7, -aHtgtd ly •11 ·typ • • • 
I : I I 1 
• Y d y ss iltt a t ta •i ol t is ilil fi i . I . 

. I 
_I leirned of PT ' s act iviti,s in inve,tigati gt t 

1shin9ton d called hi ■• qprused c sider lt i ternt i 
·Oct. 1, 1947 1ign1tur,, ic . I r tly t vi• avtr i t uil. 

i 

F 

terfti 
lfttr 

fill 1111 ·sts1. 

iilist i• 

1y PT call to re,art t •i is 1lysi1 i dic1t liCJ1itlr9 as I llllltltlff 
r of tbt Oct. l, 1947 1l9111t ,. 1 further, t 1t N •1 111• n,in If U. t• sitMhns It~ 

t Ca11t ti o of other doc t • wnen, ••• chllNtN is tGICIISiaas. 
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1 AN INT ER VI EW WITH BILL MOORE 

Q: There have been a nu1ber of co1plain ts voiced in print concern- ing proble1s surrounding W.L. Hoore 
Publications' ,ubscription ottering of the 'Hissing Seg1en t fro1 ' UFO Cover-up? ... Liv1!1

• vi deotape (also known 
ts th, •Doty t~p1' ),. What' 1 ~oi ng on here? 

' ' I 
A: The Doty tape 1ess has indeed been troubleso1e, for us as well as for others, We have had nothing but 
proble1s with thi1 ite1 ever since we got involved with it. To date, we have 1anaged to fill slightly 1ore 
than half the orders we have received, and we have every intention of honoring the rest. These have been 
handled in the order they were received. Believe 1e, we have had our share of co1plaints about this, and every 
one of the1 has been fully ju~tified. Had I known the night1are this thing Mas going to beco1e, I would never 
have undertaken the project tp begin with , Now we are stuck with it and I expect will lose 1ore 1oney and 
fr iends before it's all ovtr, · • 

Q1 John Lear and N. Willia• (Bill) Cooper have 1ade a nu1ber of highly controversial state, ents about the 
alleged relationship between the U.S. govern1ent and extraterrestrial visitors, Can you provide any insight as 
to what's going on with the11 two individuals? 

A1 I pre1u1e by now that 1O1t of the UFO co11unity has had I chance to read and assess 1y Las Vegas paper, 
think the tilt had co1e ta bl ow the whistle on govern1ent disinfor1ation about UFOs and provid1 so1e 1uch 
needed counterpoint to the Lear-Cooper 1aterial, One of the key points in that 1ess, at least to 1e, was that 
I was able to establish a direct connect ion between one of Lear's 'confidenti al• sources and the very sa1e 
office in Washington that was responsible for directing 1uch of the effort against Bennewitz, That, coupled 
with the fact that 1uch of Lear'1 1aterial was essentially an e1bellished regur gitation of the sa1e fluff they 
fed Paul, told 1e what I needed to know ab out Lear. As for Cooper-- he's a highly intelligent individual who 

, is very good at taking in 1aterial fro■ a variety of sources and twisting it around to suit his purposes. 
Either he's a clever opportunist who's t aking advantage of the Lear situation and the general paranoi a of the 
UFO co11unity to try to 1ake hi1self look i1portant, or he 's a C/11an whose specialty is dec epti on. Ny 
present t~inking is that the for 1er is 1ore likely the case because his 1ethodology doesn' t fi t the lat ter type 

, at al l . Al! anyone needs to do to call his credibility into serious question is to co1p are his earlier 
: , pronounce■ents with those he is liking currentl y and take note of the host of inconsistancies. The proble1 is 

that ■any of his followers si1ply don't care about verifying what he says-- it's the paranoia factor that grabs 
the■• If Cooper's life has been threatened las he says it has) and if Cooper lost his job because he knew too 
■uch (which is one of his latest clai1s), then to these people it's proof posit ive that he 1ust be telling the 
truth, Anyone who says otherwise 1ust· be part of the cover-up. It ' s all a nice, neat little package, 

I Unfortunately, (in 1y opinion) less than 101 of. what he says has any truth to it. The rest is pure, 
1, unadul terated hogwash! ' 
I i Q1 A s1all but ,vocif erous seg1ent of the UFO co11unity has expressed a sense of outrage over the revelations 

11

you have 1ade re~ently. How do you feel about this? 

: Ar 6overn1ent disinfor1ation about UFOs has been going on for a long ti1e. Ny goal is to try to stop it by 
'. exposing it to the public, and at the s a■ e t i1e, uncover what is behind it. If the UFO co11unity is upset by 

, 
1 ,what I' • doing, it certainly hasn't shpwn in the dozens of calls and ■ore than 100 letters I have received, So 

'!· far, supporters have outnu1bered criti~s by a rat io of eight to one! To those who have expressed outrage over 
. J ·the f ct that I allowed 1yself to beco1e involved in the disinfor1ation 9a1e, I point out two things: First, if 
• 

1 I hadn't done it, the govern■ent would si ■p l y have found so1eone else who would have; and Second, if I hadn't . . .I: bl o n the whi st_l ~ and e_xposed: the prac~~s, the UFO co11unity would sti 11 be in the dark about it and fa.ming 
• '., .after Lear and Cooper. In shbrt, if you want the world to knoN that the lady's wuring poka-dotted bloo■ers, 

. the bes 111y is to run the evidence UPI the fl ag pol e in front of a crowd of people. Naturally a few people are 
going to be horrified by the frocess, rut that's the way it got~, 

:. U1 So e peopl e hav 1u9911 t d
1 
that th1~9overn1ent counteri ntelligence people were onto you all along, and that 

I 
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both you ind Lindi Howe h1v1 1 
• , • n 1111nc1, poured your coff11 fro, the uae pot .. 11 this possible? 

Aa Of course it's pos,iblt, but I think it' hi hl . 
black while Linda prefer h k 1 9 Y unlikely-- ispeciilly since I brew 1y coffee strong and 
·that I knew disinfor11ti1 er1 wea and ~1th lots of sug1r, In a •ore serious light, the difference here is 
againstti;';1 than oth onhga1es were being pl yd, Thi1 put•• in a auch better posi tion to safeguard 

, re1oved fro1 th1 cou :rs .w o h~d no idea what was going on, Re1e1ber, I also had contact, who were far enough 
This is wh I h n e~int lligence slde of things to enable •e to do a certain a1ount of double checking, 

Y •~e continuall y held 1y cards close to the vest ind played to the table only when I was reasonably certain I w1s on a olid footi Th i · · 
being duped but rather h U til t ng, e pr nc1pal point, however, continues to be not !!h.Q. was tis) 

• , lfili'.., n he last card has been pl1yed, the gaae isn't over, 

U, Is it true, •• •lleged in the July-August 1989 issue of International UFO Reporler IIURI, th•t you h,,, 
ad,itted to once working as an agent for the Defense Invest igati ve Agency (DJS)? 

Ai 1 do not now, ~or have .lever been connected in any way with the DI~, although it ls ad1ittedly possible 
that so,e of the 1nfor,at1on 1 supp lied to AFOSI ended up in their files, li this occurred responsibil ity for it would lit with OSI and not with 1e, ' 

' Q1 With respec t to the so-called 'Aquarius Docu1ent• which purports to be a facsi1 il e of an AFOSJ teletype 
1 11s1age dated 17 NOV 1980, several questions still re1ain1 
1 

(Al Are you the one who retyped the docu1ent? 
(Bl If not, do you know who did? 

(C) The fact that you have identified changes, additions and deletions allegedly 1ade in the 
retyped version suggests that you either had access to or were fa1iliar with the text of the 
original version. How do you explain this? 

tDl Did the text of the original really refer to 'NSA' rather than 'NASA'? 
~• First of all, it is i1portant to take note of what I said in Las Vegas, which was that the docu1ent is a 
retyped version of a real AFOSI 1essage with a few spurious additions. I 1lso stated that it was apparently 
created by AFOSI, or at least I had always assu1ed it was, and that it was handed to 1e in February, 19B1 with 
the intention that 1 would pass it to Bennewitz, (See~ June 30, '89, p,13,l I thought the "created 
by AFOSI' state1ent would have laid this 1atter to rest, but apparently not, Therefore: 

First, Id~~ noi _retyp1 th1 .docu1ent, nor do I know who did, Ctrtainly it w1s so1eon1 involved with th, 
B1nn1witz C/J 1ffort, 1ayb1 Doty, 1ayb1 not, 

And Sec0nd1 I know that the version I was handed was a rttypt because I had seen the original earlier on, 
I or at least, what I btli1v1 to this day to have been an original since it was a teletype copy and not I xerox, 
: The reconstructed version which appears in FOCUS is the co1bined product of both 1y and Rick Doty's 1e1ory, 1 

To the best of 1y (our) recollection, the original did indeed refer to NSA, 

Q1 What about the 'other• Aqu•rius docu1ent-- the one with 'Executive Correspondence• on the cover and of which 
you released several · highly c~nsored p,ges in~ back in 1987, Isn't this a retyped docu1ent as well, and 
why haven't you said anything /about it :since? 

. I . 
·: A: I was told that the originfl briefing to which it allegedly pertains was an oral briefing and that the 
! briefing officer used handwriiten notes as an a~de~1e1oir~. The version I have is allegedl~ a typed (not 

: ; retyped) . transcript of those ~ates which the br1ef1ng officer later c01posed as a 1e10 to file. Naturally I 
J J: have no way of ~rovihg this•• I only ~•~e the source's word for it. Just for the record, the 'source• was NOT 
'·I :,uck Doty. 1 • • 

:: Thert are ,evtral reasons for continuing to withhold the larger portion of this uterial1 
first1 Ne ~re ~ontinuing1to study 1it with our goal being to release a co1plete report at a later date, 

• • Seconds Ne do not ~now if it is a¥thentic • 
• ' And Thirds It is a control 1echanis1 in case anyone else co1e1 forward with a si1ilar clai1, I.E., if 
I anyone can supply any portion iof the 11issing text', we would be in a position to refute or verify, (In this 
! light Bill Cooper clai1ed to have seen the sa1e docu1ent as part of his experience, Cooper then supplied a 
; yped'version of what he 11id w11 the ~01plet1 text of the docu1ent. His _only 1istake was that he assu1ed the 
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version we had was pre-censored and that we would have no way of knowing what the allegedly aissing text said, 
!Unfortunately for Cooper, •• •ere able to expose his version as being ex1ctly identical to ours with respect to 

l uncensored lines, and coaple~ely different froa ours where Cooper had filled in what he assuaed was 1issin9 
, ,fro• our docuaent, Nhen Cooper Nas confronted with this, he changed his story and tried to claia that the 
• :reason the text of our docu■ent differed froa his was that it was we who had been provided •ith an altered 

docuaent. Now think about lt-- dots it aake sense that even if we •ere supplied Nith an altered docu1ent, the 
only alteratio~1 were exactiy those line~ which NE arbitrarily chose to black out before releasing it in 

' FOCUS? • '. • 
I: 

I Q: Ho• do you kno• that the NJ -12 docuaents, or indeed any of the other docu1ents you have or cla i1 to have are 
1uthentic? Isn't it possibl~ th1t you too have been led down the garden path just like so 1any others? 

I 

A: How do 1 kno• these docua~nts are authentic? I don't. The point is that the docu1ents exist and that they 
caae thrQugh govern1ent sources. The correct question in either case is 'why", and that's •hat a large part of 
•Y investigative effort has been all about. Certainly there are strong indications that at least so ■ e of the 
docuaents are phonies; and there are equally strong indications that so1e of the• aren't. That fact alone 
provides aore than enough reason to be very careful in the approach we take, To siaply reject everything out 

' of hand las Barry Greenwood of CAUS has suggested) just because 22.!! things are phoney would be tanta1ount to 
throwing the baby out with the bath water, 

A1 I being led down the garden path? Perhaps. Once aga in the correct questions here are who is doing the 
leading, where will the path go, what can be learned in the process, and (again) why is this happening? If 

I I 
1 
I it's to dissuade 1e fro• doing further research on Roswell, it isn't working very well, is it? Ny research is 
I every bit as active as it ever was. Just because, until recently, I have been allowing Stanton Fried1an to act 

as writer for the teaa, does not 1ean that I have not been busy in 1y own right, or that I have abdicated 1y 
I I 
1 

I role in any sense of the word, 

Q1 Didn't you and Bob Pratt collaborate so1e years ago to write a fiction novel entitled The Aquarius 
Project, and Nasn't Richard Doty a part of th is effort? Nhy wasn ' t the book ever published, and why wasn't 
Pratt awar, th•t you •er, 1110 working with Jai1e Shandera at the ti1e? 

I 

. ' A: Pratt and I did indeed write an unpublished novel which was co1pleted in '82, It was essentially fiction 
based on f•ct, and Doty did indeed play a role in the project. The book Nas never published because the 
so-called Reagan Recession •as going on at that ti1e and UFO books were a drug on the 1arket, Although the 
plot took so1e very fascin ating t•ists, there is nothing therein that the UFO co11unity doesn't already know 
with resp1ct to 1ith1r Aquariu1 or "J-12, Recently there h11 b11n I renewed int1r11t in th, aanuscrlpt and 
perhaps it will be published after all, 

It is i1port1nt to note here also. that I brought Shandera into our project in June of 'B21 consequently 
'the rea son I never 1entioned ~ii to Pratt was that he wasn't involved at the ti1e. Pratt certainly knew of 

i 1·; Stanton's and 1y usociati on; I howtvar even Stanton didn't know I whole lot about what I NH trying to do with 
, ·Aquarius/NJ-1 2 by January of ~82 becaus, at the ti1e I was playing very close to the vest and Stan, who had 

1 .1oved to Canada in 11 81 11 think) was very far away, 
I. I . . 

1<01 Ne all know what you hav, cl1j11d t~ ·b• getting fro• 'f1lcan1
, Ha• about addr111lnQ th1 qu11tian of what 

1! you ire giving hil in return, : . 
I '. • 

. I 
• i A1 Nhat a1 I giving Falcon? Up to late '84 1 I knew where I stood on that one, Since theri, it's been so1ethin9 
''of a 1ystery to ae as well, l think 1~11 pass on that question Just now because anything I 1ight say Mould be 

,'. specul ation on .1y part; and everybody knows the penchant so1e 1e1bers of the UFO co11unity have for 
' tran sfor■ing speculation into truth, , 
I ' 

. Q1 Mord has it that Robert H11tlng1 is presently Marking on yet another indict1ent of you and your alleged 
I involve1ent with di1infor1ation, deception and deceit, Care to co11ent? 
I 

I _Ai Robert •ho? ,,.Oh ye1, th1t'1 Nr,•Hasty Pudding•, i1n't it, I Mander why he Just doesn't call 11 and ask 
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• · sa■ e techniques aglnst ■e. Nhtn the d~bunkers ■ake ad -ho1inu1 attacks, the pro~UFO people invar iably argue 
that such attacks are 1ade only b1c1use the debunkers can't find any other "ay to suppor t their position, 

, . 'When you can't attack the evidence, attack the witness.• Need I 11y 1ore .. ,.? Yes. 
·: 

1 

Thi critlcis1 of 'what Ill did to Bennewitz• is Just another exa ■ple of this. Truth ls, all I 'd id ' to 
Bennewi tz was report on hl1 thinking, 1ove1ents and activities, Trading in f or ■ at lon is perfectly good 

·, journalis ■ and it ' s not unethjcal. The 'ethical question• r1ised here is just another way to conveniently avoid 
the real issue1 the inferente being that if I a ■ unethical, those who cast the aspersion ■ust so■ehow be 
·better. Rubb ish! · 

If we 're going to question, 1otives here, then let no one be above reproach, Certainly I have 1y ■otives; 
just like everyone who takes issue with ■ e has his or her ■olives. One wonders, for exa ■ple, just what Barry 

• Greenwood's ■o t i ves were when he•debunked the NJ -12 doc u ■ ents to the press before he had ever seen copies of 
the ■ • Curious ly, he has re■ ained one of ■ y ■ost vociferous critics ever since. Could it be fear,,, fear that 
I t ight just co■ e up with so■~thing before he does? Or could it be a feeling of inadequacy for the situation 

• in hand, After al l , debun king the doc u ■ents takes nothing but rhetoric. Researching the ■ takes visits to 
archi ves, libraries and docu■e n t reposi tor ies all over the country. Greenwood 1ust certainly feel inadequate 
for such a task sinct, by his own ad ■ iss ion, he's been to the National Archives all of once (for an hour or 
sol, and to other key facilities,,, never, And does he have an open ■ ind? Does he seek infor ■ ation? Not fro ■ 
■ e he doesn't , I've never corresponded with h i ■ , never spoken with hit on the telephone, and have ■ et hi t 

, face-to-f ace all of one tiae-r in Washington D. C, in a lobby for about ten 1inutes. We exchanged pleasantri es . 
. I No 1otives were discussed. ' 

Q: Jia Noseley, writing in the Fall '89 edition of Caveat E1ptor, iaplies that it was you who went to the 
governaent and blew the whistle on Paul Bennewitz. ls this true? 

n: Noseley's exact state1ent was, 'Whatever Bennew1tz was up to, Noore told the govern1ent all about it,• This 
11 very 1i1leading, First of 111, it was the 1 govern1ent• who caae to ae , not vice-versa; and secondly, ay role 
was essentially liaited to supplying the1 with infor1ation concern ing Paul ' s thinking, activities and 
i nter-relatl onshi ps with others. In add1 ti on, It would be 1ore correct to say that ·1 worked with rather than 
'for• a governaent agency, That agency, as is aade periectly cl ear in ay Las VeQas p1p1r, NII AFOSl, and ay 
contact aan was Richard Doty. 

I 
Q1 Nhat about 91othy 6reen Beckley's recent book 'NJ-12 and the Riddle of Hangar 18'? 

I. 

! A1 It's strictly an opportunistic publication, Beckley's idea of research is to take everything he can get 
, froa others and twist it into cash as quickly as possible, The book is just another of his shoddy atte■pts at 

••e first• journalist , About the best thing i t -has going for it is its glitzy cover, 

: l Q1 On page 41 of th, Septeaber/October 19B9 issue of UFO ■agazine there is a revie" of Whitley Strieber's new 
I -

; ,novel Najestic . In it, George Ear ley, the author of the review, ■akes two co11ents about you: First, that 
·: • you •served the U.S. governaent as ,.,a purveyor of UFOlogical disinfor1ation 1

; and Second, that you are 
1 ·' 'reputedly on Striber' s payroll these days.• What is your reaction to this? 
I . I . 

I· • 

i A: I don't know what Nr. Earley's dictionnary says, but tine defines •purveyor• as one who provides. There is 
,I a big difference between one who · is !!!.![! of a di si nf or■ ati on opera ti on and one who actually provides Ii. e. 

_•purveys ' ) the disinforaation ·itsel f, • In Las Vegas, I stated very clearly that ay role in the governaent's 
•. disinfor1ati on 9a1e was liaited to pro~iding inforaation on the ·thinking, activities and inter-relationships of 

1

1 

• certain peop le i n the UFO fie~d. I had nothing whatsoever to do with the counterintelligence and the 
. : ;disinfor1at ion,· although I either knew or was aware of a nuaber of people directly involved with that end of 
! , things, Nhere Nr, E1rley gets _ 'purveyor of ufological disinforaation' out of that, I cannot iaagine. Seeas 
: 

1 
:1ke New England is full of people these days who are so busy believing what they want to believe that they 

1haven't got t i 1e to look at the facts. 
,: The •reputedly on Strieber's payroll these days• bit is just another exa1ple of this. As near as I can 
trace it down, this one originates in• ruaor started by Barry Greenwood, who, like Earley, could have easily 

I, 
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·,, 
: J 

I . 

checked the 1atter with 1 1i1plt. phont call to 1ith1r 11 or Strieber. Yet neither on, of the• could be 
bothered, · I w~nder why? 

. Qi That's all well nd good, but tv n though you denounce 6reen Mo od and Earley for not checking, you still did 
• '. not address tht rtal issue h rt, ARE YOU on Nhitlty's payroll these days? 11 there any 1gree1ent between the 

two of you? Old you t1k1 1 payoff on N1Jestic7 

Al ~hltley c1ll1d and 11ked 11 if l would be willing to 1e1t hi• in New Nexico, show hi• the cr ash site, and 
Introduce hi• to 101 of tht original witnesses, I said l wo uld do it if he would pay the air fare and 
t penses, but that l did not want I fee, He said he would b1 unco1fortable if I didn't accept pay1ent, so in 
the end I took t300 for thre, days, plus another tlbO in air fare, That was the su1 tot1l of 1y •payoff• on 

' naiestic, I 11 not on Whitley's payr~ll 1 nor havt 1 ever been, 

Qi How did Lee 6r1ha1 co11 to git involved with the NJ -12 and other do~u•ents? 

A, As I said in Las Vegas, Lee is an aircraft buff who spends a lot of ti1e chasing details of our newest 
experi11ntal aircraft through the Freeda• of lnfor1ation Act, His interest in UFOs, which ste1s fro• his 
interest in aircraft, 9011 back at least ten years. 

Lee ' s 1ot ive art best 1u11ed up as a •quest for truth,• It's beco1e almost a religious 1atter for hi 1. He 
'j •rlt, hundr1d1 of letters to virtually 1v1ryone fr01 the president on down in an effort to find so1eone who 

: will elp hi1 find that truth, 6ive hi1 a lead, and he'll chase it to the ends of the eart h, so long as the 
chase can be done through the 1ails, He's very loyal in this process, and very open about it-- the loyalty 

1 being to both his friends and hi s e1ployer (he never talks about his work, which is classifiedlJ and the 
openness co11ng fro• the fact that there's absolutely no paranoia in his life, For hi1, chasing the truth 
about UFOs is like trying to fill every blank space in a sta1p albu1-- he's not going to feel co1plete until 
1t'1 done. 

In any case. shortly after Ja11e Shandera received the NJ-12 docu1ents anony1ously, I had a conversation 
1 with Rick Doty about the1, Rich was curious, interested and concerned. 'Nhat are you going to do with the•?•, 

he wanted to kno,, •what do you suggest?•, I replied, •well, if I were you,• he said, •1 1 d find so1e May to 
• ·protect 1y as1.• 

Nhen I 1sked what he 1eant1 ht suggested that I find so1eone to show the• to who would do a lot of talking 
bout the• to a lot of people, 'Show the• to this person,• he said, 'but be sure not to give hi1 any copies. 

Let •hoever it is talk all they want. That way you can verify how long you've had the stuff if you ever need 
1 to, and at the 1a1e ti1e 1 if the person you select does enough talking, you 1ight learn so1ething fro1 the 

feedback, If tho11 things 1r1 r11l, talking about the• is going to attract so1ebody'1 attention, Pick your 
1an, ind then Just 1onitor what happens,• 

I 
It soun ded like I good idea and I decided to. act on it, After carefully considering several likely 

•candidates• and discussing the• with Rick and others, we settled upon Lee 6raha1, Our reasoning was that Lee 
,' could be depended upon to carry the banner on this thing without 1aking a cloak and dagger 1ffair out of it, 
I, Lee, for his part and without really b~ing told what was eKpected of hi1, grasped the nature of his role al1ost 
1! at once and see1ed to feel very ~ontent with it, All he needed to do was to write letters and ask questions--

all I needed to do was keep in contact with hi• and 1onitor the feedback, Fro• a legal point of view, neither 
\ of us was doing anything wrong even if the docu1ents were real and had not been declassified, Under the law, 

•' the liability lay with the anony1ous source who had leaked the1, 
Anyway, Lee and I beca11 good: friends in this process, and we are still good friends, 

.------------------~-----------------------------------------------
CRITICAL COMMENTS FROM UFO: 

I . 
The infor ation that (Nillt11 "oore) has sh11ele1sly revealed, about the extent of di1infor11tion in ufology 

I and hen he particip1ted in it, represents the blackest 11rk on this field yet to surface, No single ele1ent • 
within .the flo• of UFO infor1ation does 1ore d11191 to the UFO field ind deflects popular interest in it than 

I the 1ction1 of those acencie1 and individuals who, without reprisal, blithely override tht Constitution of the 
! Unit d 6t1t1s •• ,,Uf.Q. a1k1 r1ader1 to think long and hard about the i1plic1tion1 of th111 current 
I d11closure1,• 
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