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National Security Agency (NSA) Responds To SUN’s Request And
Declasslifies Revealing Portions Of Its To Secret "UFO Documents"

Partially declassified copies of 156 Top Secret "UFO documents recently obtained by
SUN, which the National Security Agency refused to release in 1982 in response to a Freedom
of Information Request (FOIA), reveal that NSA's refusal was to keep secret that it was
eavesdropping on Soviet air defense radar sites--providing vitally important intelligence for omr
Strategic Air Command bomber missions. When NSA intercepted messages from Soviet radars
which reported tracking an "Unidentifiable object,” some NSA analysts translated that into
*Unidentifisrd Flying Whizct,” Becauge the Soviets msed balluoas ~zrvisg radsy rcilectors to
periodically check the performance of their air defense radars and the alertness of their radar

. operators, a NSA translator-analyst would add °“Probably a_ balloon® where it seemed

appropriate. After UFQO organizations, such as Citizens Against UFO Secrecy (CAUS), began
to make FOIA requests to CIA and NSA in the late 1970s to release docmments involving
*UFOs,” NSA translator-analysts stopped using the term UFO for the balloon-borne targets.

Most of the 156 Comint documents obtained by SUN report the "Probably balloon" type
of slow-moving UFO. The reports, covering the 21-year period from 1958 to 1979, are still
heavily cepsored to withhold the identity/location of the Soviet radar sites whose communica-
tions NSA was able to intercept, the dates and o&_gt_l_ll__s_:nmnve military information.
Following are several typical NSA "UFO" summary reports, with still-censored material shown

as [XXXX]. The first numbers show the time when the "UFOs" were being tracked by Soviet
radar.

* [XXXX] UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO): (A) 0435-0520, FOUR UFO
(PROBABLY BALLOONS) MOVED FROM WEST OF [XXXX] TOWARD SOUTH, PASSED
EAST OF [XXXX]AND FADED EAST OF [XXXX]ALT 11,500-13,000 FT. (B) 0455-0520, ONE
UFO (PROBABLY A BALLOON) MOVED FROM EAST OF [XXXX] TOWARD SOUTH AND
FADED EAST OF [XXXX], ALT 11,500-13,100 FT. (C) 0734-1025, THREE UFO (PROBABLY
BALLOONS) MOVED SLOWLY FROM SOUTH OF [XXXX] TOWARD WEST AND PASSED
[ XXXX]AND [XXXX], ALT 49,200-66,000 FT. [XXXX]

s ' [XXXX] UNIDENT;FIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFC): (A) 0028-0325, FOUR UFO
(PROBABLY BALLOONS) MOVED SLOWLY FROM SE OF [XXXX] TOWARD SW AND
PASSED [XXXX]. (B) 0325-0515, ONE UFO (PROBABLY A BALLOON) MOVED SLOWLY
FROM [XXXX] TOWARD WEST, PASSED [XXXX]AND FADED [XXXX]. (C) 0325-0515, ONE
UFO (PROBABLY A BALLOON) MOVED SLOWLY FROM NORTH OF [XXXX ] TOWARD WEST
AND FADED [XXXX]. (D) 1355-1630, 19 UFO (PROBABLY BALLOONS) MOVED FROM
[XXXX] AND [XXXX] TOWARD WEST AND FADED [XXXX] AND [XXXX], ALT 69,000-
79,000 FT. [XXXX]

. [XXXX] UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO): (A) 0010-0455, 11 UFO
(PROBABLY BALLOONS) MOVED FROM [XXXX] AND WEST OF [XXXX] TOWARD WEST,

" PASSED SOUTH OF [XXXX] AND ENTERED THE TERRITORIES OF [XXXX]. (B) 0820-

1135, 11 UFO (PROBABLY BALLOONS) MOVED FROM [XXXX] AND WEST OF [XXXX]
TOWARD WEST, PASSED SOUTH OF [XXXX] AND ENTERED THE TERRITORIES OF
[XXXX]. (C) 0740-0852, 15 UFO (PROBABLY BALLOONS) MOVED OVER [XXXX], ALT
20,000-29,800 FT. (D) 1345-1620, 11 UFO (PROBABLY BALLOONS) MOVED OVER [XXXX]
AND [XXXX], ALT 59,000-69,000 FT. |
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These Comint reports reveal that the Soviets had deployed beight-finder-type ndaré, _
capable of tracking targets up to altitudes of nearly 80 000 ft., which could detect ln;.h -flying
U- 2aircnft oD reconnaissance mlssions. Lo _ _ R

SA_UFO DOCUMENTS INCLUDE A FEW VIS KL"!'(#HT’:’NG' REPORTE

A few of the NSA Comint documents contain’ summary reports of visual UFO sightings.
Because there is no mention that the UFOs were tracked by radar, the reports probably come
from other military facilities whose communications were being lntercepted by NSA. Following
are some of the more interesting visual UFO reports:
» A
. [XXXX] REPORT SIGHTING OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT. AN UNIDENTI-
FIED FLYING OBJECT WAS SIGHTED BY [XXXX] BETWEEN THE [XXXX ] OF [XXXX]AND
[XXXX]. THE OBJECT WAS DESCRIBED AS HAVING A SEMI-CIRCLE SHAPE AND
LOOKED LIKE AN ARC IN THE SKY., THIS OBJECT WAS ALSO NOTED AS BEING WHITE
AND VERY LARGE. IT WAS SEEN FOR A PERIOD OF ABOUT TEN MINUTES AND IT
SEEMED TO JUST HANG IN-THE SKY FOR A FEW MINUI'ES BEFORE iiGVING CN IN A
. WESTERLY DIRECTION. [XXXX]
*  [XXXX] UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT [XXXX] A REPORT [XXXX] STATES THAT
AT [XXXX], A SMOKING LUMINOUS OBJECT MOVED THROUGH THE AIR AT AN
ALTITUDE OF APPROXIMATELY 600 METERS FROM [XXXX] TOWARDS [XXXX]) AT THE
BORDER OPPOSITE [XXXX]. THE SMOKE RADIUS GRADUALLY INCREASED IN SIZE AND
DISAPPEARED. THE LUMINOUS OBJECT WHICH WAS IN THE CENTER OF THE SMOKE
ALSO DISAPPEARED., [XXXX}

* [XXXX] SIGHT THREE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS [XXXX] AT 1915
[XXXX], THREE LUMINOUS OBJECTS WERE SEEN IN THE WESTERN PART OF [XXXX]. -
THE FIRST OBJECT WAS SHAPED LIKE A HORSESHOE AND WAS WHITE IN COLOR. '
THE OTHER TWO WERE ROUND AND YELLOWIN COLOR. [XXXX] :

o [XXXX]UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT REPORTEDLY SIGHTED [XXXX]AT 1924
HOURS ON [XXXX] AN OBJECT WHICH APPEARED TO BE A ROCKET OR A [XXXX]
CROSSED OVER [XXXX] MOVING FROM NORTHWEST TO THE_.SOUTHEAST ITS TAIL
LOOKED LIKE RED FIRE AND A FIERY TRAIL APPEARED INITS PATH FORABOUT THREE
MINUTES. NO NOISE WAS HEARD [XXXX]

“ [XXXX] SIGHTS UFO [XXXX] SIGHTED A UFO DESCRIBED AS SPHERICAL OR
DISC-LIKE IN FORM WITH NO.ESTABLISHED COLOR,; BRIGHTER THAN THE SUN, WITH
A DIAMETER OF ONE-HALF THE VISIBLE SIZE OF THE MOON. AT THE TIME OF
OBSERVATION, OBJECT WAS ABOVE THE UPPER EDGE OF THE CLOUDS ON TRUE
BEARING 120 DEGREES, AZIMUTH 080 DEGREES TRAVELING NORTH. FURTHER
OBSERVATION WAS IMPOSSIBLE DUE TO THICK CLOUD COVER. [XXXX]

~ One Comint document indicates that the Soviets launched interceptor aircraft to
"attack” the UFQ. Conceivably this was part of a readiness/training exercise.

[XXXX] Unidentified Flying Object (UFO): .1424-1539, ONE UFO (PROBABLY A
BALLOON) MOVED SLOWLY FROM 83 NAUTICAL MILES SE OF [XXXX]) TOWARD EAST
AND FADED 16 NM SOUTH OF [XXXX] ALT 43,600-49,200 FT. REACTION TO UFO; 1209-

. 1455, ONE UFO (PROBABLY A BALLOON) MOVED SLOWLYFROM [XXXX) TOWARD EAST,
PASSED [XXXX], AND FADED [XXXX],ALT 33, 000-46,000 FT. [XXXX) REACTION: 1241-
1353, SIX [XXXX] DEPARTED [XXXX] FOR ATTACKING SAID UFO OVER [XXXX] AND
[XXXX])ALT 26,200 FT, SPEED 430 KTS. (NOTE: The next eight lines of copy are blacked out,
possibly reporting on the results of the attempted interceptor action.)
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NSA "UFO_ Documents" Substantlate Assessment By Former NSA
Analyst Tom Deuley, g-Tlme UFOIgg st Now A MU 0 Offlc g!

Although the Comint documents supplied to M remain heavily censored, their
declassified UFO-related contents corroborate the assessment presented at the 1987 MUFON
conference in Washington D.C. by Thomas P. Deuley, who had worked at NSA. Deuley said:
"I believe that I saw or held copies of the large majority of the documents withheld [by NSA] in the
FOIA suit. Though there may have been exceptions among the documents I did not see, none of the
documents I was aware of had any information that was of scientific value.” (In recent years

Deuley has been MUFON’s corporate . secretary and a member of its Board of Directors.)

L3

In Deuley’s 1987 MUFON paper, titled "Four Years At NSA--No UFOs," he explained
that he was assigned to the agency in mid-1978, shortly before attending that year’s MUFON
conference in Dayton, Ohlo “Before-meking that trip I felt it was necéssary t6-let NSA -know that
I had an interest in UFOs. I took the matter up with my immediate supervisor, suggesting that the
fact be put on the record. Within a week I had an appointnient with some administrative officials
to discuss my trip to Dayton and my interest in UFOs....Themeeting was not formal, and I did not
come away with the feeling that...they even cared about UFQOs or my personal interest in if."
(Emphasis added.)

In the early 1980s, when CAUS filed its FOIA suit seeking NSA’s UFO-related
documents, the agency turned to Deuley, its "in-house UFOlogist" who held sufficiently high
security clearances, to examine its "UFO-related documents” and assess which could be released
without compromising NSA’s sensitive operations. Now that these Comint documents have been
released, their UFO reports substantiate the wisdom of Deuley’s 1987 MUFON conference
statement: "It [was] clear to me that the possibility of damage to.national security sources and
methods far outweighed the value of the information under guestion." Deuley concluded his 1987 -
presentation by noting that during the four years he spent at NSA, "] did not see any indication

of official NSA interest in the subject [of UFOs].”

NSA ALSO RELEASES GREATLY DECLASSIFIED COPY OF TOP SECRET DOCUMENT
WHICH UFO-LECTURER FRIEDMAN CLAIMS IS EVIDENCE OF "COSMIC WATERGATE"

To enable U.S. District Court Judge
Gesell to render an informed judgement on_the
agency’s rationale for not reéleasing its “UFO
documents,” NSA provided him with a 21-page
affidavit in October 1980, classified Top Secret,
which described all of its "UFO documents” and
explained the reasons for not releasing most of
them. After studying the document, Judge
Gesell ruled in favor of NSA. Subsequently, in
response to an FOIA request to obtain a copy of
this Top Secret court document, NSA released .
a heavily censored version in which about 70%
of the contents were blacked out. UFO-LEC-
TURER STANTON FRIEDMAN INVARIABLY
SHOWS THESE MOST HEAVILY BLACKED-
OUT PAGES DURING HIS LECTURES AND
TV SHOW APPEARANCES, CLAIMING THEY
PROYE A GOVERNMENT UFO COVER-UP.
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FRIEDMAN WITHHOLDS §IQNIFICANT INFQRMATION

Friedman knowingly withholds from his audiences the fact that the heavily censored

version of NSA'’s 21-page court document disclosed that the bulk of the documents being

? withheld were "communications intelligpence (COMINT) reports." Friedman also withholds from
his audience the further NSA explanation that these Comint reports "are based on [covertly]
fntercepted communications of foreign governments.® In the affidavit, signed by a top NSA

L official, Eugene F. Yates, he said: "I certify that disclosure of past'and present foreign intelligence

ommunications _activities NSA revealed in the records the plainti CAUS] seeks would

endagnger highly valuable sources of foreign mtelhgenc . FRIEDMAN NEVER MENTIONS THIS
AS A POSSIBLE EXPLANATION OR JUSTIFICATION FOR NSA’S ACTIONS.

(When Friedman presented a paper at the 1981 MUFON conference in Cambridge, Mass.,
it began with a statenient attributed to Albert Einstein: *The right to search for truth implies also
*a duty; one muyct no corc'n"my port of what oxc has rézogiized i, .,c e L ik, | C
Whereas only about Mof the originally released court document was readable (i.e.,not
blacked out), roughly 75% of the contents are now visible in the recently declassified version. -
The new release reveals that the court document carried the highest/most sensitive classifica-
tion for Comint documents: TOP SECRET UMBRA.

In response to CAUS’s FOIA request, NSA had refused to release "an account by a person
assigned to NSA of his attendance at a UFO symposium [because] it cannot fairly be said to be a
record of the kind sought by the plaintiff." Although the author of this report was not identified
by NSA in its court document, almost certainly it was Tom Deuley. He may also have authored
another non-Comint document released to CAUS, entitled "UFO Hvypothesis and Survival
Questions." Its last, page was not released because it would have identified the author of the
memo and his NSA affiliation.

NEWLY RELEASED COURT DOCUMENT EXPLAINS PREVIOUS BLACK-OUTS

The original court document cited a second non-Comint document, written by the same
NSA employee, which had been released to CAUS with some deletions. NSA’s explanation for
the deletions was heavily blacked out in the copy of the court document originally released but
are now revealed in the newly declassified version. (The portions of the court document
previously' blacked "out are. underlined below) ' ' -

1 -~
L

"The second non- Comuxt documem iva three page undated unoffxc:al drafl of a monograph'
with a four page appendix by the same agency employee who authored the draft referenced in sub-
paragraph a, above....It is entitled ‘UFOs and the Intelligence Community Blind Spot to Surprise or

- Deceptive Data. In this document, the author discusses what he considers to be g serious shortcoming
in the Agency’s COMINT interception and reporting procedures--the inability to respond correctly
o surprising information or deliberately deceptive data. He uses the UFQ phenomenon to illustrate
his belief that the inability of the U.S. intelligence community to process this type of unusual data
adversely affects U.S. intelligence gathering capabilities. Deletions in this document were made as
follows: (1) All of the title after UFO, which addresses the perceived shortcoming and all of
paragraph one, which discusses the. emiployee’s perception of the negative implications of the
handling of the UFQO phenomena as it demonstrates what he believes is the less than omxmum abxhtL :
of the mtelh gence comnit lm!y lo Drocess and evaluate hxghlv unusual data... )

"The fmal deletion is in appendxx 'A, paragraph 10 of this report. This section talks about
deceptive_communications tactics used by [XXXX] against U.S. forces and does not include any

reference to UFO or UFO phenomena....” [lt is not known if Deuley also authored this document.]

-
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BOGUS “"COMINT" DOCUMENT IN NSA FILES, WHICH CLAIMS UFO SHOT
DOWN CUBAN INTERCEPTORS, CAME INDIRECTLY ~VIA FRIEDMAN

-

‘Ironically, - one of the heavily blacked-ont “pages of the originally released court -
document that Friedman so often shows involved a bogus Comint report which indicated that -
Cuban air force interceptors were shot down by a UFO--areport which NSA received
indirectly from Friedman’s files. The Cuban incident allegedly occurred in early 1967 and a
person who claimed to have been 8 Comint station operator later sent the alleged report to

? Friedman. He gave a copy to Bob_Pratt, a reporter with the Natlonal Engnirer, who in turn
supplied a copy to UFO researcher Robert Todd. .

In early 1978, Todd used FOIA requests to NSA and the USAF to try to verify the
authenticity of the Cuban incident and quoted from ‘this "Comint" report. When Todd did not
receive a prompt response, he threatened to .contact tl:e Cuban- government to verify the. -
incident. ‘Chis prompted ‘the FBI to-visit Todd to ask how he had obtained ‘the report. Todd _
responded that he did not know the original source who had sent the report to Friedman, but
had obtained his copy from Pratt.

Following is the NSA court document’s report on this Incident, with the originally
blacked out information shown underlined.

*(a) The document describing SIGINT [Signals Intelligence] operations reports an alleged
intercept of [XXXX] communications. The factual circumstances of the incident reported in this
record were received by NSA from an FOIA requester other than the plaintiff [CAUS] and are

considered to be fictitious by NSA analysts. [XXXX]" The 1§ typewritten lines which follow and

remain blacked out presumably provide more details on the incident and the reason why NSA~
concluded that this "Comint report” is bogus. It Is doubtful that elther Todd or Fnedman are‘ )
mentioned by name.

SUMMARY OF NSA’s RATIONALE FOR WITHHOLDINGH ITS UFO COMINT REPORTS

The newly released "more declassified” copy of the 1980 NSA court document offers the
following explanation for withholding the UFO Comint documents--an explanation that was
completely blacked .out on the first verslon released by the agency: "The communication_sources
involved in this [FOIA] case--which are specified or implicitly identified in the COMINT
reports being withheld by NSA-.-are the source of extremely valuable communications
Inielligence coveriug a broad range of kiuds of inforn:ation frora [ {XXX] and other [XXXX]
activities to [XXXX] and [XXXX] matters. Release of these documents would seriously damage
the ability of the United States to gather this vital intelligence information...."

Roswell Crashed-Saucer Researchers Pflock and Randle Belatedly Agree
With SUN That Mortician’s Story Of Nurse/ET-Autopsy Is Fiction

Rigorous Roswell researcher Karl T. Pflock, whase "Roswell In Perspective” (RIP) report
published in mid-1994 challenged the credibility of many of the key witnesses endorsed by
Kevin Randle and Don Schmitt in their two books ("UFO Crash At Roswell” and "The Truth
About The UFO Crash At Roswell”), but endorsed the nurse/ET-auotopsy story of former
mortician Glenn Dennis, has recently disavowed Dennis’ tale. Randle is expected to do the same
in his new book, slated for publication this summer. Dennis’ story, which he first revealed to

Stanton Friedman on Aug. 5, 1989, was the first report that ET bodies had been recovered
which were related to the debris found on the Brazel ranch,

w
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Dennis’ nurse/ET-autopsy tale was strongly endorsed by Friedman, and his book co-
avthor Don Berliner, becaunse it seemed to rule out any possible prosaic explanation for the
anusual debris that Brazel had found on his ranch. Although Roswell researchers Randle/-
Schmitt, Friedman/Berliner and Pflock disagreed sharply on many key details of the "Roswell -
Incident,” they could agree on the veracity of Dennis’ story. .-Two years ago, based ou our own °
investigation, we devoted half of the January 1995 issue of SUN to detailing serious Naws and
inconsistencies in Dennis’ nurse/ET-auntopsy story. And the following (March) issue detailed
still more. The May 1995 issue of SUN cited still another under the headline: *“THY_THIRD

TRIKE--AND DENNIS SH D BE QUT (As A Credible Witness)®

From the content of Pflock’s letter of Jan. 6, 1995, informing Dennis of his new views,

SUN suspects that he had learned of some information uncovered by a continuing USAF

Roswell investigation, conducted by Capt. Jim McAndrew, which. will soon be published by the

Government Printing Office. It will cite hard evidence, some mentioned in Pflock’s letter, that

the nurse whom Dennis elauns told him about the ET autopsy is 2 ﬁgment of his imaginatnon.
[ I T

PFLOCK NOW BEL!EVES THAT NO FLYING SAUCER CRASHED IN NEW MEXICO IN 1947

Pﬂock’s Jan. 6 letter to Dennis began: °I think you need to know my current views on the
Roswell case in general and your story in particular. The first is easy. Based on my research and
that of others, I'm as certain as it’s possible to be without absolute proof that no flying saucer or
Saucers_crashed in the_general vicinity of Roswell or on the Plains of San Agustin in 1947. The
debris found by Mac Brazel...was the remains of something very earthly, all but certainly something
from the Top Secret Project Mogul. (Emphasis added.)...The formerly highly classified record of
correspondence and discussions among top Air Force officials who were responsible for cracking
the flying saucer mystery from the mid-1940s through the early 1950s makes it crystal clear
that they didn’t have any crashed saucer “recka e_or bodies of saucer crews, but they were -
desperate to have such evidence ces” : et SR

(The Sept. 1994 issue of SUN [#29], which presented hxghlxghts of Pflock s "Roswell In
‘Perspective” report and generally praised it, also needled Pflock for failing to mention four
once-Secret or Top Secret reports which showed that as of late 1948, top USAF officials did not
kwm UFQOs were and suspected theumght be Soviet spy vehicles. Another example,
reported in SUN #39 (May 1996), was contained in the once-Secret minutes of the March 17,
1948, meeting of the USAF's Scientific_Advisory Board. At that meeting, Col. H.M. McCoy,
chief of mtellxgence for the USAF’s Air Materiel Command 'at Wright-Patterson AF Base,
reported: I can’t even tell you how much’ we would give to have one of those [ UFOs ] crash in an

grea o that we o-nn'_,_" ."359\"’ W".’J.'.‘.I"' :}-on sre. '\

Pflock’s letter informed Dennis that "An Air Force investigator and a private investigator
have located hospital morning reports and other hospital personnel records for the entirety of 1947,
showing who was on duty and when, etc. They've also identified all the nurses who were assigned
to the base during that year and when they were assigned there and transferred out..." Pflock
concludes that the nurse with whom Dennis claims to have met “simply did not exist.”
T Because of a warm friendship that Pflock developed with Dennis, Pflock does not accuse
Dennis of intentionally fabricating rthe nurse/ET-autopsy story. Instead, he suggests that
Dennis’ recoliections are flawed, that the nurse was not named Naomi Selff--as Dennis had
claimed. And desplte Dennis’ reproduction of the nurse’s sketches showing that the bodies .
resembled ETS and had suction pads on their fingertips, Pflock suggests that perhaps the bodies
came from am airplane crash. Pflock strains to offer Dennis a "flawed-memory explanation”
for his claim that USAF officers in the base hospital mistreated him and later threatened him
if he talked about what (allegedly) had transpired. (SUN finds it easier to believe Dennis’
nurse/ET-autopsy story than Pflock’s suggested "flawed memory explanations.")
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In Pflock’s letter, he informed Dennis that he intended to disclose the contents of his
Ietter to other Roswell/UFO researchers, and promptly did so. As of Jan. 12, Pflock told SUN
he had received no response from Dennis. However, Pflock did hear from Stanton Friedman,
who challenged Pflock’s new assessment and accused him of belng a °disinformation ent,” -
according to Pflock. (In the 1960s, Pflock worked for the CIA and durmg the second Reaganu
Administration he held a high post in the Pentagon) . . . -

(If Dennis were to ask SUN’s advice for a more believable excuse than Pflock’s, we
would suggest that he claim that he first told the tale to Friedman to test his credulity. When
Friedman believed the nurse/ET-autopsy tale and passed it on to Randle/Schmitt who also
“bought” it, Dennis decided it would be a good way to test the gullibility of other Roswell
researchers. Now that their great credulity has been demonstrated, Dennis could admit the
truth and be praised for hls actlons in revealing how gullible many Roswell researchers really
are.) -

Ruzweli résearcier/author Kevin Randle has confided fo ciose iriends ihai his new UFO
book, scheduled for publication this summer, will Include a chapter titled: "The Decline And Fall
Of Roswell." In this chapter, Randle will report that efforts to locate Dennis’ alleged nurse
friend indicate that such a person never existed. However, Randle is expected to continue to
endorse the even wilder tales of Frank Kaufmann--his only remaining *credible crashed-saucer
witness.”

CSETI Promises/ Threatens To Reveal UFO Secrets Soon

The Center for the Study of Extraterrestrial’ Intelligence (CSETI), headed by Dr. Steven
M. Greer, a North Carolina medical doctor--which should not be confused with the respected
Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (SETI) lnstitute headed by famed astronomer Dr.
Frank Drake--has promised (or threatened) to reveal the U S. Government’s (alleged) UFO
secrets in the near future. ‘ o

Last Nov. 15, Greer sent a letter-ultimatum to President Clinton, with copies to Vice-President
Gore, Defense Secretary Perry, CIA Director Deutch and many other top Executive Dept.,
Congressional and Supreme Court officials. The letter stated that unless otherwise directed by
Jan. 1,1997, CSETI wounld conclude that "several dozen former and current military, intelligence
and defense_contractor related witnesses® would be free te publicly reveal the government’s UFO
secrets, including “retrieval of disabled extralerrestnal devxces and extraterresmal Ixte torms

et

CSETI received no reply by its Jan. 1 deadhne from the Presxdent or other Government
officials which challenged Greer’s claims or indicated that the (alleged) witnesses were still
bound by their secrecy oaths. So Greer then announced that "g _meeting of such military,
intelligence, government and corporate witnesses will be held later this winter." Greer claimed that
*senior and reliable intelligence sources have stated that no response or interference would be
Jorthcoming vis a vis plans for government witnesses to publicly come forward with their testimony."
_(Emphasis added.) At this meeting, according to Greer, these (alleged) witnesses will "meet with
‘Congressional and other public officials to request open hearings within the Congress, so that they
may testify openly about their knowletfge and experiences related to UFOs | ETI. Should Congress
not agree to open hearings, other venues, such as the United Nations or a private disclosure event, will -
be pursued to effect a public acknowledgement of the reality of UFOs |ETL."

SUN CHALLENGES GREER TO OBTAIN SIGNED STATEMENTS FROM EVERY "WITNESS"
THAT THEY ARE WILLING TO TESTIFY UNDER OATH BEFORE CONGRESS WHERE
FALSE CLAIMS WILL MAKE THEM YULNERABLE TO PENALTIES FOR PERJURY. AND
TO RELEASE THOSE STATEMENTS AT HIS UPCOMING CONFERENCE.
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SHORT SHRIFT

& Former United Nations Secretary General Denles Hopking’ Claim: Javier Perez de
Cuellar has flatly denied in writing that he was abducted by a UFO from lower Manhattan on
x Nov. 30, 1989, along with Linda *Cortile,” as claimed in the new Budd Hopkins book
"WITNESSED: The True Story of the Brooklyn Bridge UFO Abductions” [SUN #42/Nov. 1996].
The Perez de Cuellar denial was In response to a query submitted by Brad Puffer, a researcher
then working on the NOVA TV program "Kidnapped By UFOs?" in which Hopkins was featured
and which was broadcast Feb. 27, 1996 [SUN #38/Mar. 1996). In Perez de Cuellar’s response
from Paris on July 17, 1995, he said: *I_cannot but strongly deny the claim that I have had
an_abduction experience at any time. On geveral occasions, when gquestioned shout that
* matter, I reitergted _that_ these allegations were_completely false and I hope that this
tatement__will definitel ut _an end to these unfounded rumors.”" [SUN predicts that
Hopkins will not drop this claim until Perez de Cuellar can produce a sworn statement by an
ET official saying they have never abducted him.]

g Canadian Reviewer Pans New Hopkins Book: A review by John Oliphant published in
The Vancouver Sun on Oct. 9, 1996, carried the headline: "Carried away? Is this the most
remarkable abduction case of all time--or the most blatant hoax in UFQ history?" Oliphant
ended his detailed critique of the book with the following comment: "Witnessed: the book’s title
is ironic. The case has no witnesses--no credible ones, anyway."

b Dr. Bruce S. Maccabee Proves Many Uk Dopists Wrong: UFO researcher Dr. Bruce S.
Maccabee’s long-time record of endorsing the ,reallty of UFO cases he investigates--which
includes Whitley Strieber’s UFO-abduction claims and the hokie Gulf Breeze UFO photos taken
by Ed Walters--bad prompted many UFOlogists to suspect that Maccabee could never find a
prosaic explanation for amy case he investigated. Maccabee disproved this suspicion in an
article published in the December issue of the MUFON UFO JOURNAL. It reports his
cvaluation of video shot at might through a Defense Dept. telescope on the Island of Maul

+ Hawali, showing several lights "flying in forms¢~3." Maccabee’s conclusion: "It appears that
an airplane would be consistent with the observa’ional evidence." [Perhaps Maccabee’s
conclusion was influenced by his certainty that the Pentagon never would allow the release of
-a video of a "true UFO" photographed through one of its telescopes.] '

= Friedman Characterized As "World’s Most Respected UFQ Crash Expert": The claim
that the Brazilian government had captured two live ETs was reported at last July’'s MUFON —

" conference In Greemsboro, N.C., by A.J. Gevaerd, who heads Brazil’'s largest UFO
organization [SUN #41/Sept. 19961. The Brazilian UFQ leader predicted: *We are going to have
some fantastic surprises [on this case] by October or November." If Gevaerd was correct,
presumably these will be reported by Stanton Friedman at the fifth annual Gulf Breeze
[Florida] UFO Conference in late March. The title of Friedman's talk: "The UFO Crash & Alien
Capture in Brazil." An abstract, presumably written by Friedman, states: "Information about the
biggest and most credible crash story since Roswell is coming at a furious pace and many
researchers feel [that] when the whole truth is known, this case will be the equal to
Roswell. The world’s best known and most respected crash expert is_hot on the trail.
Stanton Friedman represents the highest level of credibility and will give us his research
_results on Brazil." [SUN is surprised that Friedman is not characterized as "the world’s
“best known, most respected--and MOST MODEST--UFO crash expert.”]
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