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			Preface

			By Kent Heckenlively

			I’m cowriting this book because a congressional hearing made me angry. I hate it when government officials lie to the public.

			Although I’ve published twenty books on corruption in science, the COVID-19 task force, Big Tech companies, and the media, I’ve never written a single word about unidentified flying objects (UFOs), or (as they’re known by their more current designation) unidentified anomalous phenomena (UAPs). I’ve never seen a UFO and have not had any “missing time” experiences. I’ve had one or two people tell me their UFO experiences, but nothing more than the average person has probably heard from friends or family. I do have a recreational interest in UFOs. I’m curious when there’s a new documentary on the subject, and I’ve probably read about fifteen books on UFOs.

			For the past nineteen years, I’ve been paid by the State of California to teach science. But I was trained as an attorney (passed the California bar in 1990), which taught me to weigh evidence and credibility in legal cases and people’s stories.

			The congressional hearing on UFOs/UAPs on July 26, 2023 convinced me this was a worthy subject for a book. Somebody was lying; I just didn’t know who: the government, or the whistleblowers. This is from a July 28, 2023, CBS News article about the hearing:

			David Grusch, who served for 14 years as an intelligence officer in the Air Force and National Geospatial Intelligence Agency, appeared before the House Oversight Committee’s national security subcommittee alongside two former fighter pilots who had firsthand experience with UAPs.

			Grusch served as a representative on two Pentagon task forces investigating UAPs until earlier this year. He told lawmakers that he was informed of “a multi-decade UAP crash retrieval and reverse-engineering program” during the course of his work examining classified programs. He said he was denied access to those programs when he requested it and accused the military of misappropriating funds to shield those operations from congressional oversight. He later said he had interviewed officials who had direct knowledge of aircraft with “nonhuman” origins, and that so-called “biologics” were recovered from some craft.1

			The first thing an attorney would do upon hearing an account such as this would be to ask, “What are the possible truths?” He would be hesitant to claim to know the truth after hearing only one side. Perhaps the person speaking is honest; perhaps he’s a liar.

			More often than not, you find that the truth lies somewhere in the middle. Both sides can have a good-faith belief they are right but have gotten some facts wrong. And in order to resolve the complaint, you need to navigate between the two extremes.

			You must be in control of the facts but also understand that much of what you believe may not rest on solid ground. You should be curious but remain skeptical.

			Let’s consider the possibilities with the above excerpt about David Grusch.

			The first is that he is telling the truth, and that the US military has been engaging in crash retrieval of UFOs for decades, reverse engineering them in hidden programs, and hiding this research from congressional oversight as well as the taxpaying public, and is in possession of alien bodies.

			The second is that Grusch is lying, and the US military has not been engaging in crash retrieval of UFOs for decades, there are no programs to reverse engineer them, there has been no concealment of research from Congress, and the government holds no alien bodies.

			The third possibility is that Grusch is telling some truths and some lies. Whether he is knowingly telling some lies or is genuinely mistaken is another question which we will also examine.

			When trying to understand such complicated claims, we must ask the necessary questions, seek the answers without fear, and yet always be willing to revise our opinions in light of new evidence.
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			My goal is to provide you with the documentation that I believe supports the narrative I am proposing. I want you to see the evidence upon which I’m basing my opinion, and you can determine whether I am drawing reasonable conclusions. With that in mind, I want to go to several sections of the July 26, 2023 congressional hearing on UFOs/UAPs. Congressman Glenn Grothman (R-Wisconsin) had this to say in his opening statement:

			The lack of transparency regarding UAPs has fueled wild speculation and debate for decades, eroding public trust in the very institutions that are meant to serve and protect them, as is evidenced by the large number of people we have here. I also want to point out, in 1966, President Gerald Ford claimed to have seen a UFO. And in 1969, in Georgia, Jimmy Carter claimed to have seen a UFO. So this has led Congress to establish entities to examine UAPs. The National Defense Authorization Act of 2022 established the All-Domain Anomaly Resolution Office, or AARO, to conduct or coordinate efforts across the Department of Defense and other federal agencies to detect, identify, and investigate UAPs.2

			The congressman went on to note that AARO’s budget was classified, and he believed that Americans had been lied to on the subject for more than fifty years.

			The opening statement of Congresswoman Anna Paulina Luna (R-Florida) also seemed to suggest that the hearing was an honest attempt to get to the truth:

			The circumstances surrounding UAPs has [sic] captivated the intention [sic] of the American people for decades, ingrained even in the minds of our nation’s leaders from Jimmy Carter to Barack Obama, Hillary Clinton to Donald Trump, Marco Rubio to Chuck Schumer, John Radcliffe to National Security officials. Yet, from Roswell, New Mexico to the coast of Jacksonville, Florida, the sightings of UAPs have rarely been explained by the people who have firsthand accounts of these situations. This is largely due to the lack of transparency by our own government and the failure of our elected leaders to make good on their promises to release explanations and footage and mountains of overclassified documents that continue to be hidden from the American people.3

			Congresswoman Luna’s statement hit the main points, mentioning the Roswell incident of 1947 and ending with the revelations about the sightings off the East Coast of the United States. We’ll discuss these more later.

			The first witness was Ryan Graves, a former F-18 pilot with more than a decade of service, including being deployed during Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation Inherent Resolve. In 2014, he was stationed at Naval Air Station Oceana in Virginia Beach, Virginia, as an F-18 Foxtrot pilot. In his testimony, he said:

			After upgrades were made to our jet’s radar system, we began detecting unknown objects operating in our airspace. At first, we assumed they were radar errors, but soon we began to correlate the radar tracks with multiple onboard sensors, including infrared systems, eventually through visual ID. During a training mission in warning area W72, ten miles off the coast of Virginia Beach, two F-18 Super Hornets were split by a UAP. The object, described as a dark gray or a black cube inside of a clear sphere, came within fifty feet of the lead aircraft, and was estimated to be five to fifteen feet in diameter….

			Sometimes these reports are reoccurring with numerous recent sightings north of Hawaii and the North Atlantic. Other veterans are also coming forward to us regarding UAP encounters in our airspaces and oceans. The most compelling involved observations of UAP by multiple witnesses and sensor systems. I believe these accounts are only scratching the surface and more will share their experiences once it is safe to do so. In closing, I recognize the skepticism surrounding this topic. If everyone could see the sensor and video data I witnessed, our national conversation would change.4

			The average citizen, upon hearing this account, could only conclude that something unexplained was happening in our skies. A Navy pilot who has seen convincing video and sensor evidence of UFOs? And multiple other witnesses have observed UAPs? According to Graves’ testimony, encounters with these objects were so common that noting their continued presence was part of regular preflight briefs.

			The next witness set off my bullshit detector. He was just too happy, too bouncy, too convinced that nothing he said would derail his career or subject him to ridicule from family, friends, or colleagues. I’ll let him speak for himself:

			Mr. Chairman, ranking members and congressmen, thank you. I’m happy to be here. This is an important issue, and I’m grateful for your time. My name is Charles David Grusch. I was an intelligence officer for fourteen years, both in the US Air Force, both active-duty Air National Guard and Reserve at the rank of major. Most recently, from 2021 to 2023, at the National Geospatial Intelligence Agency, NGA, at the GS-15 civilian level, which is the military equivalent of a full-bird colonel.

			I was my agency’s co-lead in unidentified anomalous phenomena and trans-medium object analysis, as well as reporting to the UAP Task Force, UAPTF. Eventually, once it was established, the All-Domain Anomaly Resolution Office, AARO. I became a whistleblower through a PPD-19 Urgent Concern filing in May 2022 with the intelligence community inspector general. Following concerning reports from multiple esteemed and credentialed current and former military and intelligence community individuals, that the US government is operating with secrecy above congressional oversight with regards to UAPs. My testimony is based on information I’ve been given by individuals with a longstanding track record of legitimacy and service to this country…

			I am driven by a commitment of [sic] both the truth and transparency, rooted in our inherent duty to uphold the United States Constitution and protect the American people. I’m asking Congress to hold our government to this standard and thoroughly investigate these claims, but as I stand here under oath now, I am speaking to the facts as I’ve been told them5 [emphasis added].

			Grusch’s testimony seems too “on the nose”—meaning so predictable as to either be a trap or lack imagination. In our modern world, who says, “I am driven by a commitment of both[…]truth and transparency, rooted in our inherent duty to uphold the United States Constitution and protect the American people?”

			Make no mistake, I want to believe that sentiment. But I suspect there is something going on, such as when he says, “I am speaking to the facts as [I’ve] been told them.” That’s a curious construction of words, almost as if he’s preparing his retreat for when somebody points out his lies and deceptions. Further in Grusch’s testimony was this exchange with Congressman Robert Garcia (D-California):

			CONGRESSMAN GARCIA: My last question, and I know you have also said some of these answers in the past, but we’re trying to get them on the public record, as well, which is really important. Mr. Grusch, finally, do you believe that our government is in possession of UAPs?

			DAVID GRUSCH: Absolutely, based on interviewing over forty witnesses over four years.6

			Grusch goes on to say he also knows the location of these crashed alien vehicles.

			Consider me suspicious when somebody claims in public to know where crashed UFOs are located and yet, in a congressional hearing, does not disclose where they are located. Then there was this exchange between Congresswoman Luna and Grusch:

			CONGRESSWOMAN LUNA: And then, my last question for you, before I move to Mr. Graves, is: you received prior approval from the Defense Department [DOD] to speak on certain issues, correct?

			DAVID GRUSCH: Correct. Through DOPSR, [which is the] DOD Prepublication and Security Review [department]. And I just want to remind the public, they’re looking at it from a security perspective. These are my own personal views and opinions, not the department’s.

			CONGRESSWOMAN LUNA: Okay. I’m asking that, though, mainly because I think that there are many people that would like to discredit you. So, it does bring a certain amount of credibility to your testimony.

			DAVID GRUSCH: I’m required by law to do that as a former intelligence officer. Or I go to jail for revealing classified information.7

			This continues my trouble with Grusch’s testimony. He’s a former intelligence officer, and he’s discussing this information with the approval of the intelligence agencies he worked for.

			In my mind, there are three possibilities that might explain why an intelligence officer would release to the public what would seem like highly classified information.

			First, the intelligence agencies are genuinely confused as to what is happening in our skies and oceans and believe the time has come to release this information to the public.

			Second, nothing like what Grusch is describing is true, and this is all some type of psychological warfare by the intelligence agencies to determine the gullibility of the public.

			Third, the intelligence agencies are telling the truth about crashed alien vehicles, but they will use that information in a way to financially enrich themselves, or for other nefarious means.

			I wish I knew which possibility was most likely to be true.

			The testimony of David Fravor, who in 2004, as the commanding officer of the US Navy’s Strike Fighter Squadron 41 (also known as “Black Aces”), was part of an incident off the coast of San Diego. This was part of his testimony about what happened after he launched his plane from the USS Nimitz:

			As we proceeded to the west, the air controller was counting down the range to an object that we were going to, and we were unaware of what we were going to see, when we arrived. The controller had told us that these objects had been observed for over two weeks coming down from over 80,000 feet, rapidly descending to 20,000 feet, hanging out for hours, and then going straight back up. For those who don’t realize, above 80,000 feet is space.

			We arrived at the location at approximately 20,000 feet in the controller called Merge Plot, which means that our radar blip was now in the same resolution cell as the contact. As we looked around, we noticed that we saw some whitewater off our right side. It’s important to note that the weather on this day was as close to perfect as you could ask for off the coast of San Diego: clear skies, light winds, calm seas, no whitecaps from waves, so, the whitewater stood out in a large blue ocean. All four of us, because we were in F-18s, we had pilots and Wizzo [a Weapons Systems Officer, or WSO, who rides in the back of the jet and monitors radar targets] in the back seat, looked down and saw a white Tic Tac object with a longitudinal axis pointing north-south and moving very abruptly over the water like a ping-pong ball. There were no rotors, no rotor wash, or any visible control surfaces like wings.8

			David Fravor seemed like a genuine witness to me, describing what he’d seen, offering his opinion that these were unlikely to be manmade craft, but also open to the possibility that they might be our own advanced weapons.

			But if the latter were true, why were those who were controlling them showing them off in such a manner to our own military? Could it be to convince them that if it came to a fight, those controlling these secret programs could easily defeat our public military forces?

			The following exchange seemed to express the purpose of this public event.

			CONGRESSMAN GROTHMAN: Okay, this is for any one of you. Based off each of your experiences, do you believe UAPs pose a potential threat to our national security? [Emphasis added.]

			DAVID FRAVOR: I’ll do it. Yes, and here’s why. The technology that we faced was far superior to anything we had. And you could put that anywhere. If you had one, you captured one, you reverse engineered it. You get it to work, you’re talking something that can go into space, go someplace, drop down in a matter of seconds, do whatever it wants and leave. And there’s nothing we can do about it. Nothing.9

			As I considered Fravor’s testimony, one scenario I could imagine is that a secret group of individuals was in possession of this technology, and they were using it in a manner to best benefit themselves. If a cabal of military contractors and their agents in the government had this technology, wouldn’t it be a great strategy to harass our military assets, spurring congressional demands for massive spending to defend against this threat? You spent taxpayer dollars to reverse engineer recovered alien technology, then you get even more money to defend against the threat.

			It would be an extremely well-thought-out criminal plan.

			Again, I found myself conflicted about David Grusch’s previous testimony, as he seems to confirm some of my suspicions. And yet he strikes me as somebody who’s lying.

			As a lawyer, I’m aware that the best way to get somebody to believe a lie is to tell that person something they want to believe. Like the character Fox Mulder in the long-running television show The X-Files says about UFOs and other paranormal phenomena, “I want to believe.” But I’ve experienced enough in life to realize that sentiment should be more along the lines of, “I want to believe what’s true, and yet I know the world is filled with liars.”

			This is more from Grusch’s congressional testimony, in an exchange with Congressman Jacob Moskowitz (D-Florida):

			CONGRESSMAN MOSKOWITZ: Do you have knowledge, or do you have reason to believe that there are programs in the advanced tech space that are unsanctioned?

			DAVID GRUSCH: Yes, I do.

			CONGRESSMAN MOSKOWITZ: And when you say that they’re above congressional oversight, what do you mean?

			DAVID GRUSCH: Complicated question. So, there is some, I would call it abuse, here. So, congressional oversight of conventional Special Access Programs [SAPs], and I’ll use Title 10. So, DOD, as an example, right? So, 10 US code, section 119, discusses congressional oversight of SAPs, discusses the defense secretary’s ability to waive congressional reporting. However, the Gang of Eight [a bipartisan group of eight US senators whom the executive branch briefs on intelligence matters], is at least supposed to be notified [sic] a waived or unacknowledged SAP is created. And that’s public law—

			CONGRESSMAN MOSKOWITZ: I mean, I don’t want to cut you off, but how does a program like that get funded?

			DAVID GRUSCH: I will give you generalities. I can get very specific in a closed session, but a misappropriation of funds and self-funding.10

			So, Grusch testified in the United States Congress about the suspicions many people have had for decades about our government and the UFO issue. Either officials at very high levels had been lying for years about it, or, for some reason I couldn’t understand, this former intelligence official was now lying in the halls of Congress.

			I wanted answers.
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			By coincidence, I had a source close to one of the major figures of the study of UFOs, a documentary filmmaker named Michael Mazzola. Michael had optioned and filmed a documentary of my 2020 The New York Times bestselling book with Judy Mikovits, Plague of Corruption: Restoring Faith in the Promise of Science.

			Prior to working with me, Michael had developed a close friendship with former emergency room physician Steven Greer, after Michael most notably directed the well-known 2017 UFO documentary Unacknowledged, about Greer’s nearly three-decade investigation of the phenomenon.

			I’m always intrigued by the personality of public figures, and over the years I’ve peppered Michael with questions about Greer and the UFO field. Michael has often told me I should collaborate with Greer on a book about the subject, but I’d always been too busy to agree to such a project.

			The congressional hearing changed all that.

			No matter what else was going on in my life, no matter how many books I’d promised to other people, this story had to move to the head of the line.

			I called Michael and told him I was ready to write the UFO story.

			“That’s great,” he said, then proceeded to tell me something very troubling. “We’re getting multiple reports from whistleblowers of the use of an expression we’ve never heard before. Sources in the government are telling these whistleblowers that the government is engaging in ‘controlled disclosure’ about aliens, because they want to avoid ‘catastrophic disclosure’ about what’s really been happening.”

			“Which is what?” I asked.

			“The alien threat narrative,” he said. “They’re going to twist the facts to make the aliens a danger to humanity. The reality is that at any time in the past seventy-five years, they could have destroyed our civilization. They’re not here to conquer us. The reality is, we can detect them with our sensors; we do so almost every day. We have technology which can bring down these crafts, and…we have done [that]. The aliens have exhibited an almost infinite patience with us, even when we experiment on the aliens we’ve recovered from these crashes, or created false narratives in which the aliens are abducting and experimenting on humans. The ‘catastrophic disclosure’ is not that the aliens are monsters, but that human beings in the military and intelligence services are the real monsters.”

			Yes, I understood. I was creating a counternarrative to what was presented in those congressional hearings.

			“I want to talk to Greer,” I said.

			“I’ll make it happen,” Michael replied.
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			When I first spoke to Greer, he thought my proposed book should tell the arc of his Disclosure Project, started in the early 1990s, with an emphasis on evidence that had previously been kept secret. The story would cover the mostly successful effort he’s undertaken over the years to convince top officials at the Pentagon and in Congress that the secret Special Access Programs that Grusch mentioned are unconstitutional because they lack congressional oversight. As a result of these programs’ being illegal and unconstitutional, any secrecy agreements signed by individuals who participate in these programs are not enforceable.

			Simply stated, if government money is used in any of these projects, there must be congressional oversight. If there has been no congressional oversight, these programs exist outside of our civilian government and are by definition unconstitutional, so it is not a betrayal of national security to discuss them.

			Greer did not mince words when he said he considered these programs to be not only illegal but “treasonous,” and that they have cost some people their lives.

			In Greer’s opinion, rogue elements of our government have waged a decades-long covert aggressive military campaign against these extraterrestrial visitors. But the recent congressional hearings herald a dangerous new escalation, an overt war against these visitors, which might lead to a cataclysm for our planet.

			Greer is in favor of disclosure but worries that current efforts are designed to serve a militaristic totalitarian takeover, fueled by fear of these aliens.

			I suggested to Greer that we collaborate. I told him I’d write a few chapters, then he could tell me what he thought. He agreed, and we ended our first conversation.
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			While the tone of our first conversation had been friendly, our second conversation got off to a rocky start.

			The substance of his remarks was that despite the books I’d written, those issues were nothing compared to the complexity of the UFO story.

			I asked how Greer would feel if I collaborated instead with Michael Mazzola, our mutual friend and Greer’s longtime filmmaking partner.

			Greer thought that was an excellent idea. He spent some more time going over the dangers of this issue, then said, “And I’ll give you one last warning: a little knowledge on this is a dangerous thing. Because people think they can go on Google, smush it around, [and] that they’ll be able to come up with an informed opinion. They’ll think they know what they’re talking about, but they don’t.”11

			He also told a story I’d heard him tell several times before in interviews. This is how he described the series of events from an interview he gave on February 20, 2023, on The Shawn Ryan Show. According to Greer, there were “friendlies” in the US government, who reached out to him because of his work documenting alien encounters.

			By 1993 I was being asked to go up and brief the director of the CIA for Bill Clinton, R. James Woolsey. I’m a thirtysomething medical doctor. The letter that came to me, and this is the key point I want to make, stated, and I have it in my archives, it’s going to come out publicly. It’s says, ‘You’re going to be the first person’ to brief the Clinton administration and the director of the CIA on this issue.

			Because they’d made inquiries and had been denied access. Huge red flags should go up over everybody’s head now. You’re talking about the president of the United States, the director of the CIA, making an inquiry, through official channels about something they know is happening, and they’re being denied access.12

			On the subject of David Grusch, Greer was skeptical. He believed Grush was well-intentioned but had been led astray by intelligence assets like Luis Elizondo and Colonel John Alexander.

			Greer said that even decorated military leaders can fall victim to the disinformation. “They were actually able to gaslight poor President Eisenhower,” he said. “When this whole thing went sideways, it was because Eisenhower lost control of it, and it was not his fault. He just trusted people around him, who were devils who betrayed him. I know this for a fact, because I dealt with some people who were still alive when I was first doing this, in the early nineties, who were friends of Eisenhower. They actually worked in the White House with him as younger guys.”13

			When the interview was over, I called Michael and asked if he’d be my coauthor.

			He quickly agreed.

			Michael and I were now a team.

			And hopefully, with my experience as an investigative writer, and Michael’s as a documentary filmmaker, we could finally get to the bottom of the UFO mystery.
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			On August 20, 2024, William Morrow published Luis Elizondo’s book Imminent: Inside the Pentagon’s Hunt for UFOs, which noted Elizondo’s position as “Former Head of the Department of Defense’s Advanced Aerospace Threat Identification Program.” For the week of August 25, 2024, it ranked second on Amazon’s nonfiction list. I bought a copy and quickly read through it to see if I might share some of Greer’s skepticism about Elizondo.

			I barely made it out of his short (two-page) introduction when I ran across a paragraph that set off my alarm bells.

			While there are valid reasons for secrecy around some aspects of UAP, I do not think humanity should be kept in the dark about the fundamental fact that we are not the only intelligent life in the universe. The United States government and other major governments have decided its citizens do not have a right to know, but I could not disagree more.14

			When I read this, I imagined a witness in front of me in a courtroom, with the bailiff asking them to raise their hand and promise to tell “the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth.” I pictured Luis Elizondo in that witness chair, and he didn’t say, “I do.” Instead, he replied that there were some “valid reasons” he will lie (or not tell you the truth), but that what he does say will be true.

			This scenario does not fill us with confidence. Maybe it’s the difference in our backgrounds. We’re not a part of the world of secrets and shadows. Elizondo freely admits that he is. Perhaps he’s trying to be honorable, but then so are we. They say a man is known by his friends, so who does Elizondo count among that group?

			One of the most famous (or infamous) of Elizondo’s friends is James Clapper, known to many as “America’s Most Notorious Liar.” In his book, Elizondo brags about having been in a meeting with Clapper when Clapper got the call from President Barack Obama to be the next director of national intelligence, and that he considered the appointment of Clapper a “big win for America.”15

			Elizondo certainly establishes himself as being in the center ring of power of the American intelligence community in 2010 when Clapper became the director of national intelligence.

			But that may not necessarily be a source of pride, because, a few years later, Clapper would tell one of the greatest lies ever uttered by a government official—that the intelligence agencies were not spying on otherwise law-abiding American citizens. This is from a July 2013 National Public Radio story about Clapper’s big lie:

			After telling Congress that the National Security Agency does not collect data on millions of Americans, National Intelligence Director James Clapper has issued an apology, telling Senate Intelligence Committee Chairwoman Dianne Feinstein that his statement was “clearly erroneous.”

			Secret documents leaked by former NSA contract worker Edward Snowden have shown that the agency has been collecting metadata from phone records on millions of Americans. The documents have indicated an ability to conduct surveillance on Americans’ internet activities.16

			One might conclude that Clapper is the deep state’s designated liar, which explains his current job as a political commentator on CNN.

			But Clapper isn’t the only controversial figure whom Elizondo counted as a friend. There was also General James “Mad Dog” Mattis, the secretary of defense for the first Trump administration. Elizondo described Mattis as a “true warrior monk,” said that he (Elizondo) served as “the first-ever counterintelligence coordinating authority in Afghanistan,” and said that Elizondo gave Mattis the information on which he based his decisions to “save lives or annihilate them.”17

			This above passage concerns us. Elizondo starts out by praising Mattis in heroic terms (putting the subject at ease), then slips in that he was the guy giving Mattis the information upon which he decided whom to kill.

			Elizondo is a persuasive communicator, but we’re not sure we trust him. He follows up with this account of collaborating with Mattis to thwart a rocket attack on their base in Afghanistan:

			One of my early bonding moments with him was when I came to him with what is known as immediate flash traffic. “Sir, there’s going to be a rocket attack against us in like ten minutes, right here on the airfield,” I said. “We’ve got to get some support.”

			He turned to one of his underlings and started yelling. “Get all the helos in the air now! Gunners on all perimeters. I want these f---ers dead!” When the coordinates had been relayed, he turned to me and said with a chuckle, “I hope you’re right, Lue.”18

			It’s a perfect little story. A few paragraphs and you feel that not only have you been on a base in Afghanistan just before a rocket attack, but you’ve bonded with the commander.

			Elizondo and Mattis were genuinely “brothers-in-arms.”

			And then there’s the matter of the “Mad Dog” nickname. Did Mattis deserve it?

			Well, when Mattis became secretary of defense under President Trump, this was one of his ideas, as reported by The New York Times national security correspondent David E. Sanger in his 2018 book The Perfect Weapon: War, Sabotage and Fear in the Cyber Age.

			A year into Donald J. Trump’s presidency, his defense secretary, Jim Mattis, sent the new commander-in-chief a startling recommendation: with nations around the world threatening to use cyberweapons to bring down America’s power grids, cell-phone networks, and water supplies, Trump should declare he was ready to take extraordinary steps to protect the country. If any nation hit America’s critical infrastructure with a devastating strike, even a non-nuclear one, it should be forewarned that the United States might reach for a nuclear weapon in response.19

			Perhaps the “Mad Dog” moniker was appropriate. But maybe I’m making too much of Elizondo’s associations. What about the actions of the man himself? Is there anything there that might prompt suspicion?

			Again, we return to Elizondo’s own book, in which he admits, “I was tasked with running certain elements of Guantanamo Bay and the secret prison there known as Camp 7.”20 And he goes into detail about his later notoriety.

			My work with Guantanamo Bay brought endless rounds of drama and stress. An attorney for one of the 9/11 suspects labeled me in open court as the “US Czar of Torture.” From that moment, I would be forever branded by some as the nation’s Darth Vader. At one point I was informed that Europe had issued an open arrest warrant for me and anyone involved in the notorious Rendition, Detention, and Interrogation (RDI) program of high-value detainees. (HVDs).21

			It seems to us there are two possibilities with Elizondo. The first is that he is exactly the type of person the intelligence agencies would use to lie to us. The second is that he is exactly the type of person who would know what was true and would be in the best position to credibly tell us.

			We wish we could tell you which is more likely. We cannot.

			With that caveat, let’s consider some of the amazing claims Elizondo makes.

			One of the earliest revelations in the book is a document referred to as the Wilson/Davis memo, after the two individuals involved, Vice Admiral Thomas R. Wilson, who was director of the Defense Intelligence Agency from 1999 to 2002, and Eric Davis, an astrophysicist with high-level national security clearance. Davis had allegedly informed Wilson about the secret programs that were being funded through specific black program (budget items not revealed to congress) line items in the budgets that he reviewed.

			Wilson later memorialized the results of his investigation in a thirteen-page summary, which was kept in his safe and not released until after he died. As Elizondo wrote:

			The Wilson/Davis memo created a sensation for good reason. Vice Admiral Wilson, curious about certain black program line items in the budgets that crossed his desk, began asking questions. He got a meeting with representatives of a certain aerospace corporation—and their attorney. Wilson put his cards on the table: Just what were they doing with this specific line item?

			He discovered that the contractor was part of an extremely secret program focused on retrieving and reverse engineering crashed advanced vehicles of unknown origin and not made by humans. I learned the larger program is referred to as the Legacy Program and involves various elements of the US government and US defense contractors. The contractors took the wreckage into their possession, and the security enveloping these projects was beyond top secret. In fact, the contractor’s attorney brashly informed the admiral that if he continued to ask questions, it could get him fired and cause him to lose his pension.22

			We find these claims to be consistent with what Greer and many others in the field, including the congressional whistleblowers, report.

			Something is happening behind the scenes: the government is spending a lot of money on it, and the government and others don’t want us to know about it.

			But if Greer is to be believed, if it’s disinformation from the intelligence agencies, it’s got just enough truth mixed to make us believe before they drop the lie. As we read the book, that’s what we were anticipating.

			One of the observations Elizondo makes is that these alien visitors seem to be drawn to water and to nukes, particularly nuclear warships.

			The Nimitz and the Roosevelt sightings happened on the open sea. In the Belgian Congo in 1952, the UAP fled the uranium mines and escaped in the direction of Lake Tanganyika, the second largest freshwater lake in the world. And in that 1988 UAP incident on Lake Erie, as the UAP descended, the Coast Guard investigators observed “that the ice was cracking and moving abnormal amounts as the object came closer.” I thought of the Tic Tac darting around a roiling, bubbling circle of the Pacific Ocean in 2004. Maybe, when the water or ice is agitated, these ships can more easily strip off and harvest the hydrogen atoms?23

			While this is speculation, we found it to be one of the most interesting parts of the book. Elizondo details his conversations with the physicist Harold (Hal) Puthoff on the five commonalities associated with these craft. Puthoff says they are instantaneous acceleration, hypersonic velocity, low observability, trans medium travel (the ability to operate equally well in air and water), and antigravity.24 Puthoff concludes that all of these traits could be explained by the creation of a time and space “bubble” around the craft.

			Hal explained that it turns out “if we had the right technology, we could warp space and time in a localized area, creating a localized ‘bubble’ around the craft.”

			Inside the bubble, one would experience space and time differently than someone outside the bubble … like a diving bell, which protects a diver from the crushing depths around them.

			How is this bubble created?

			“In theory, there are only two ways to warp space-time: a lot of mass, or a heck of a lot of energy.” A smile crept to his face. He added, “An obscene amount of energy.”25

			This is a big idea, and we don’t claim to have the physics background to know whether it’s plausible. But the explanation solves many of the vexing UFO mysteries, such as the impossible high-speed maneuvers that we know would kill human beings, the fuzzy pictures often taken of UFOs (the time and space bubble causes light distortion), as well as the possibility that the craft would emit some form of radiation, which up close could significantly damage people.

			The other interesting part of this time and space bubble is that the perfect shape for such a craft would be a saucer, positioned in the center of this bubble. When Elizondo and Puthoff considered the other types of UFOs commonly observed, triangles and cigar-shaped craft, they realized that the addition of one, two, or even three more bubbles (created by a propulsion unit) could easily accommodate such craft.26 On the question of the intentions of these aliens, Elizondo, approaches the question with a commendable humility. These are the three scenarios he presents:

			1.The visitors are benevolent, and don’t want to interfere with our existence. They just want to continue using Earth as a galactic way station for natural resources. Or, possibly, they’re so benevolent that they hope to save us from ourselves.

			2.They’re malevolent; they are here to take from us and will show up in vast numbers in the future.

			3.They’re neutral; like humans they can do both good and bad, and they hope to observe and learn from us.27

			It’s to Elizondo’s credit that he struggles with the most likely scenario. The visitors’ actions seem benign for the most part, but Elizondo is suspicious of the abduction phenomenon and the interest in nuclear sites and capabilities.

			In many ways it seems to fit a military concept known as initial preparation of the battlefield, but it seems to be an extremely long preparation.

			Although Greer disbelieves Elizondo, the question he asks is the same many have wondered about: if the visitors are real, what are their intentions?

			As far as we can determine, Elizondo thinks it most likely that these visitors are indifferent or mildly benevolent. But if history is any guide, it’s usually not a good idea to trust those who arrive with advanced technology and promises of friendship.

			
			
		

	
		
			CHAPTER ONE

			The Trinity of American Power: Nukes, UFOs, and Hollywood

			Michael thought that the first thing readers needed to understand was the paranoid nature of American leaders when the first UFOs were recovered in the 1940s. He suggested I review the famous essay “The American Century” by Life magazine publisher Henry Luce, published in early 1941, before the entry of America into World War II. It’s a startling document, at once naive in its conception of the wisdom that America must exert significant influence over the world, and yet in other ways, it has an honesty lacking in the pronouncements of many of our modern-day public figures.

			The reader should judge whether Luce’s formulation might create a more peaceful and just world, or something far different.

			As we look toward the future—our own future and the future of other nations, we are filled with foreboding. The future doesn’t seem to hold anything for us except conflict, disruption, war.28

			The answer seemed to be some kind of Pax Americana, a world which would be remade by America, with American values.

			And yet we also know that the sickness of the world is also our sickness. We, too, have miserably failed to solve the problems of our epoch. And nowhere in the world have man’s failures been so little excusable as in the United States of America. Nowhere has the contrast between the reasonable hopes of our age and the actual facts of failure and frustration. And so now all our failures and mistakes hover like birds of ill omen over the White House, over the Capitol dome and over this printed page. Naturally, we have no peace.29

			This writing pulls you in, engages your heart and soul, and makes you want to follow the narrator wherever he might go. Luce continues to describe the problem.

			In this self-deceit our political leaders of all shades of opinion are deeply implicated. Yet we cannot shove the blame off on them. If our leaders have deceived us, it is mainly because we ourselves have insisted on being deceived. Their deceitfulness has resulted from our own moral and intellectual confusion. In this confusion, our educators and churchmen and scientists are deeply implicated.30

			Luce goes onto blame journalists and the media, but certainly not the American public. We simply need to be given accurate information.

			However, they can be moved onto a more positive path.

			In the field of national policy, the fundamental trouble with America has been, and is, that whereas their nation became in the 20th Century the most powerful and the most vital nation in the world, nevertheless Americans were unable to accommodate themselves spiritually and practically to that fact. Hence, they have failed to play their part as a world power—a failure which has had disastrous consequences for themselves and all mankind. And the cure is this: to accept wholeheartedly our duty and our opportunity as the most powerful and vital nation in the world and in consequence to exert upon the world the full impact of our influence, for such purposes as we see fit and by such means as we see fit.31

			In other words, the world was ours for the taking.

			And into the midst of these grand ambitions, the visitors came.

			[image: ]

			Most UFO histories begin with one of two significant events: the June 24, 1947 sighting of flying silvery discs by businessman and pilot Kenneth Arnold in Washington state, or the Roswell, New Mexico, crash of July 8, 1947, as the World War II victors, the United States and the Soviet Union, were beginning their decades-long battle for global domination. The Roswell crash is significant in terms of national security because it took place not far from the 509th Bomb Wing at Roswell Army Airfield. The 509th was the only active nuclear wing in the United States at the time, and its fleet had flown the missions that dropped nuclear bombs on the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

			But there may have been an earlier crash.

			A book published in 2021, Trinity: The Best-Kept Secret, by longtime UFO researchers Jacques Vallée and Paola Leopizzi Harris, presents evidence of a UFO crash two years earlier, on August 16, 1945, just ten miles north of the Trinity Site in New Mexico, where mankind had first exploded a nuclear bomb, on July 16, 1945.

			If true, the timeline is extraordinary.

			On the morning of July 16, 1945, at the Trinity Site, Robert Oppenheimer and his team watched the first mushroom cloud explode at dawn in the desert. As Oppenheimer watched the pillar of fire rise into the sky, he recited the words of Lord Shiva from the Hindu scripture the Bhagavad Gita: “Now I am become death, the destroyer of worlds.”

			From that point, things moved quickly.

			On August 5, 1945, the crew of the Enola Gay dropped the bomb nicknamed “Little Boy” on the city of Hiroshima.

			On August 9, 1945, a B-29 bomber dropped the bomb nicknamed “Fat Man” on the coastal city of Nagasaki, the heart of the Japanese naval industry. It was the home of the munitions plant that manufactured the torpedoes that had sunk American ships at Pearl Harbor.

			On August 15, 1945, the emperor of Japan announced his country’s unconditional surrender. 

			World War II was over.

			On August 16, 1945, an unusual object came out of the night sky and crashed on a dry, shrub-covered hill on a New Mexico ranch about ten miles away from the Trinity Site, where the first atomic bomb had recently been exploded.

			According to Vallée and Harris, two young boys, Jose Padilla (nine years old at the time) and Reme (Remigio) Baca (seven years old), witnessed this crash. Harris interviewed Baca in 2010 at his home in Gig Harbor, Seattle. She also interviewed Padilla, at that time a state trooper in Rowland Heights, California, by phone. Baca explained how the two boys had instructed to ride on horseback and check the fence line for breaks, as well as for cattle that had recently calved. Prior to the crash, they had located a cow that had recently given birth to a calf.

			HARRIS: (surprised) You heard the actual crash?

			BACA: We didn’t know it was a crash at the time. We heard this sound and the ground shook, and so memories came back of the atomic bomb explosion. Are they testing again or what? So we looked around, saw smoke coming from maybe a couple canyons down, up that way. So Jose says, “Let’s go over and take a look, see what’s going on.” We started walking, and we saw a little smoke coming from that direction. As we reached the ridge, the smoke became intense. Then we worked our way down the ridge, so we could see what appeared to be a big gouge in the ground. It looked like a road grader had been in there. We weren’t aware that anyone had a 100-foot-wide grader, but it sure looked like a 100-foot-wide blade, grading about a foot deep. We started walking up this road, it was pretty rough on our feet, and it was warm. The bottom of our feet felt hot.32

			The two young boys were ranching kids, Padilla a descendant of Apache and early Spanish settlers, and Baca of more recent Spanish settlers. In 1945, on a ranch in New Mexico, young boys were expected to be young men, doing chores that would be considered unimaginable for their peers in modern times.

			On that day in 1945, the two continued on the mysterious warm road, which made a right turn like an “L,” but there was so much dust and smoke in the air from burning bushes, as well as humidity from the recent storm, that they decided to try to get to higher ground and use their binoculars.

			BACA: We went back up and rested, returned, and Jose has his binoculars out and starts looking to see what it is. He says, “You know, there’s something over there. Let’s see if we can get any closer.” Again, we try to get closer and finally it starts clearing up a little. The time seems to be going very fast. We’re looking through the binoculars and I could see the hole on the side of the object. The object is avocado shaped.

			HARRIS: So it’s a round object like an avocado, and you could see there’s a hole. How far would you say you guys were from the object?

			BACA: I would estimate about a couple of hundred feet.

			HARRIS: And then you saw inside of the hole from the couple of hundred feet?

			BACA: No, not the inside of the hole. Jose says, “Look at this!” So I was looking through the binoculars at these little creatures moving back and forth.

			HARRIS: Were they moving really fast?

			BACA: They were like, sliding.

			HARRIS: They were sliding…

			BACA: Not sliding, but more like willing themselves from one place to another. That type of sliding. And as I’m looking at that, things begin happening in my mind.

			HARRIS: Oh really…

			BACA: I’m seeing them and I’m feeling this crazy stuff, like I really feel sorry for them.

			HARRIS: Um, hm…

			BACA: And I feel really sorry, like they’re kids, too.

			HARRIS: And you had a concern for them? And you’re thinking…did you feel something because of the accident?

			BACA: Yes, I think so. I’m hearing this high-pitched sound coming from there. We didn’t know what to think. The only high-pitched sounds we were familiar with were jackrabbits when they were in pain, and also the sound of that comes out of a newborn baby when it cries.33

			As the two boys continued to watch this scene unfold, there was a disagreement between them. Padilla wanted to investigate, but Baca was scared, saying he wanted to go home and that his parents will soon start to worry about him. They go back home, and Padilla tells his father (Faustino) about what they saw. Faustino thinks the craft probably belongs to the government, and says it’s best to let them deal with it. Faustino’s advice on letting the government deal with the crash was prescient, as we shall see from later events.

			Although they were closest to the crash site, Baca and Padilla may not have been the first to see the downed craft. That designation may belong to Lieutenant Colonel William Brophy, as reported in Trinity. We have strong independent evidence that the crash did happen as the kids describe it. It comes from the crew of a B-25 on a training mission flying over Walnut Creek, who were directed to the site by Alamogordo controllers when the communication tower was destroyed. (Authors’ note—One of the theories for the crash is that powerful military radars around the Roswell Army Air Base affected the guidance system of the craft.)

			The pilot, Lt. Colonel William J. Brophy, reported seeing the smoke and the bent tower. He circled the area, saw the crashed object in the vegetation and radioed back that “two little Indian boys” were close to the site.

			Lt. Colonel Brophy told his son in 1978 that he was the first adult witness over the site, but he didn’t go near the craft on the ground until the next day, while the two kids were able to approach it shortly after the crash.34

			In the interview, Baca told Harris the craft was approximately 25 to 30 feet long and 14 feet high, and that he knew that because when he and Padilla went back to the site, they paced it off.35

			On Saturday, August 18, 1945, Padilla and Baca climbed into the Padilla family truck, along with Faustino Padilla and Eddie Appodaca, a state policeman and friend of the family, to examine the wreckage. They parked the truck near the crash site but couldn’t see any sign of the craft, so they decided to continue on foot. They found some debris, but as they got closer, the two men told the boys to stay put, that they would investigate. Baca recalled what happened when the two men returned.

			BACA: They came out and said, “Okay. Here’s the way it is. I want you guys to listen. This is very difficult. You’re under oath. You don’t tell anybody about this, not your brother, not your cousin, not your mother, not your father, that’s our business. We’ll take care of that. And the reason for this is, that you can get in trouble. We want to keep you out of trouble.” So we agreed to that and they gave us a really big lecture, and so we took it very serious.

			HARRIS: But did they ever tell you what they saw inside?

			BACA: No.36

			Baca also recounted that it took the Army days to load the craft onto a truck and remove it from the scene.

			The boys were taken home in midafternoon but were still aflame with curiosity, and they came up with a plan to get back to the site. While it had taken a long time in a truck on the roads to get close to the site, it was only about a half hour on horseback.

			There were still fences to fix, as well as poles to replace, and they needed to continue to check for cows who’d given birth. They approached the site from a different direction on horseback.

			BACA: Finally, we got there, we were on horseback, and came in from a different direction looking from the opposite side of the ridge, we saw some military people picking up stuff.

			HARRIS: Okay. Well, that’s what I had just asked you before. How did you know the military was there before? You said the creatures weren’t there…

			BACA: The military wasn’t there all the time.

			HARRIS: But the creatures were gone, and I was wondering, the military must have been there to take them?

			BACA: We didn’t see the military take them. If they did, it was before we arrived. But we never got to check the craft. All we got to do was go down and get some of the debris and threw it into this crevice and we tried to cover it with dirt and rocks. After the two Jeeps left, it was already getting dark and we had to get home.37

			From Baca’s account, one gets the impression that the crash caught the military by surprise, and that they were scrambling to create a plan. One or two Jeeps (Padilla’s and Baca’s accounts differ) with military personnel picking up material doesn’t seem like an adequate response. On the following day, Sunday, August 19, 1945, a military official came to the Padilla ranch with a plan:

			BACA: …And as we [he and Padillo] go in [to the Padilla home], there was a military vehicle in front and there’s a soldier there at the screen door talking to his [Padilla’s] dad, so we go around back and in through the kitchen to join them. Faustino says, “Come on in here, boys.” So we joined him and he’s talking to a Latino, Sergeant R. Avila, and he invites him in. Sergeant Avila says, “I’m with the US Army and what I need to do is get permission from you to go in and cut the fence and put in a gate, because we have one of our experimental weather balloons that inadvertently fell on your property.”

			HARRIS: (laughing) He called it a weather balloon? Those words?

			BACA: An experimental weather balloon. “And so, we need to recover that, so we need your permission to do that.” So his dad says, “Why can’t you come in through the cattle guard like everybody else, instead of cutting my fence down?” And Avila says, “Because the equipment that we’re going to bring in is wider than your cattle guard, it won’t fit through there.”38

			It shouldn’t come as a surprise that the military didn’t have a plan for dealing with crashed vehicles filled with strange creatures. World War II had ended just a few days earlier. Was anybody expecting a potential new threat to arise so quickly? Probably not.

			And it didn’t seem as if anybody was concerned about the two curious boys who could get to the crash site much faster on horseback than the adults could in their trucks or Jeeps. Baca described how he and Padilla observed the military’s activities over the next few days.

			BACA: They were wearing fatigues, they put up a tent, played a radio, Western music.

			HARRIS: You were watching them, then?

			BACA: Yes, we were watching them, as often as we could, sometimes in the morning, and evening. It was our job to check and maintain fences, keep track of the herd, including horses. We could hear the radio music going. There was one guy there at the tent, and two or three working, picking up the debris.

			They bring in this tractor-trailer, they have a welder, acetylene welder, and they build this rack so they can get the craft on it because it’s got to go on sideways. Then we figured out they were doing that, because they had to go under the overpass at a forty-five-degree angle in order to clear it.39

			The oddness of the scene, young boys on horseback, a crashed alien vehicle with injured creatures, and soldiers utilizing that can-do spirit American spirit paints a picture far removed from any Norman Rockwell painting. The military attempted to keep things quiet, but it doesn’t seem as if they had to work very hard at it. There was trust in the US government. If the Army told you to be quiet about something, you kept quiet.

			In the interview with Harris, Baca estimates that the military finished their work sometime between Thursday, August 23, and Saturday, August 25, 1945. After the military left, the boys recovered some material, including what they thought looked like a bracket (which may have been from the damaged radio tower), and kept it for several years. Later tests revealed it to be of terrestrial origin.

			In the conclusion of the book, Vallée and Harris write of the difficulty of trying to verify any of the information about this incident, or others like it, over the years.

			The people who hope for an imminent “Disclosure” about UFOs, and who are making valiant efforts to document the phenomenon, should take one important fact into account: Disclosure could only come from the same organizations that are in charge of the security brief itself. And those organizations have their own agenda and constraints, which may be regrettable but possibly legitimate.

			A government entity or its classified contractors can claim to know the answers and confuse the issues with impunity. It can even come up with fake disclosures to feed the public’s thirst for what passes for “truth” and the media’s excitement to promote it, in the interest of what may be perceived as a higher good.40

			If you control the secrets, it’s easy to present the lies that you want. Who will call out the lies of the military, or of their defense contractors who may have been given the technology from crashed vehicles?

			One might easily cite the American journalist and writer Annie Jacobsen, a 2016 Pulitzer Prize finalist, as well as a producer of the Amazon Studios streaming version of Tom Clancy’s Jack Ryan series, starring well-known actor John Krasinski.

			Jacobsen’s 2011 book Area 51: An Uncensored History of America’s Top Secret Military Base was supposed to finally give us the facts of the 1947 Roswell crash. I read it and had much the same reaction to the final secret as did Jacques Vallée. As recounted in the conclusion of Trinity:

			Over lunch in San Francisco, Ms. Jacobsen told me a story that was brought to her publisher by Defense Department people who stated it was all true, although it had been kept a very deep secret. The yarn went like this: “In July of 1947, Army Intelligence spearheaded the efforts to retrieve the remains of the flying disk that crashed at Roswell…and they found bodies alongside the crashed craft. These were not aliens. Nor were they consenting airmen. They were human guinea pigs.”

			The tale goes onto “reveal” that the poor deformed children found by the Army were kept at Wright Field until 1951, and then sent to “an elite group of five [defense contractor] EG&G engineers” working at the Nevada Test Site. And what was the big truth behind the deformed aviators, child-sized with strikingly big heads and other deformities? They were kidnapped kids from Auschwitz, who fell into the hands of the evil Nazi doctor Mengele…who were subsequently re-engineered by him to turn them into grotesque child-sized aviators for Stalin, who…then reneged on the deal to save Mengele, but kept the fake aliens to play a trick on the US and dump them on New Mexico to create a panic in America similar to what followed the [1939] radio broadcast of The War of the Worlds.41

			Jacobsen goes on in her book to explain that the real reason we will never get the truth about the Roswell crash is that our government doesn’t want to reveal that in the wake of Roswell, they also experimented on children to give them an alien-like appearance.

			We have read many of Jacobsen’s other books, including Operation Paperclip: The Secret Intelligence Program that Brought Nazi Scientists to America, about the US program to bring Nazi scientists to America; The Pentagon’s Brain, about the Defense Advanced Research Program Agency; and Surprise, Kill, Vanish: The Secret History of CIA Paramilitary Armies, Operators, and Assassins, about our government’s special operations teams. We find ourselves troubled by Jacobsen’s books, as most of her information has the ring of truth.

			But we wonder if the truths she reveals are strategic releases (accurate but no longer important) meant to lull us into believing really big lies, such as Stalin’s working with Dr. Josef Mengele, the Nazi “Angel of Death,” to create flying discs manned by surgically disfigured children to panic post–World War II America. (And remember, Jacobsen was a finalist for the 2016 Pulitzer Prize.)

			Consider us skeptics on the Stalin-Mengele partnership as an explanation for the 1947 Roswell crash. What could be worse, or more likely
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