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EDITORIAL

Tnn no,lxpR AND TIrE HoAxED

t is hard to believe that Gerald Anderson's fibs
remain a subject of anything but rueful humor.
Nonetheless herc we are, with a new book which

oreserves them. as what the authors want us to

believe is testimony to a real event, between hard covers.

This past June saw the publication of an 88-page mono-
graph, The Plains ofSan Agustin Controvers), the Product
of an expensive, time-consuming "summit conference"
between believers and skeptics who met in Chicago in
February. 1UR devoted big chunks of its November/Decem-
ber l99l and May/June 1992 issues to articles and ex-
changes laying out the mass of negative evidence and
skewering the ever more byzantine rationalizations of
Anderson's defenders. In this issue Kevin D. Randle and
Donald R. Schmitt throw the last shovelfuls of sod on the
already deeply sixed coffin of Anderson's credibility.

In spite ofit all, we now have stanton T. Friedman and
Don Berliner's Crash at Corona, with a highly selective
account which barely acknowledges the story's Problems,
which are as abundant as nuts in a fruitcake, as it blithely
incorporates the Plains of San Agustin nonevent into the
larger fabric ofevidence for the recovery ofUFO debris and
bodies in New Mexico in July 1947

In this editor's opinion and, I suspect, in many read-
ers'-IUR has already devoted too much sPace to a hoax
which seems as transparent as any in the long history of
flying saucertall tales. Still, had I to do it overagain, I would
do it over again- In the end we had no choice. A claim of
considerable potential significance was made and immedi-
ately attracted a core of supporters. The claim merited
investigation, at the end of which it was found wanting,
something we would never have known without the pains-
taking efforts of Randle, Schmitt, and Thomas J. Carey.

The positive side of all of this, of course, is that
CUFOS-and by extension all serious UFO research-has
demonstrated yet again its concem for the quality of the
evidence. We are unlikely to see Anderson's story treated as
anything but clumsy science fiction in futurebooksby sober
UFO chroniclers.

Nobody who has followed the UFO scene willtake any
pleasure in any ofthis. Friedman, afterall, has been a friend
to many ofus, and a forceful, articulate, courageous prcPo-
nent of the idea that UFOs are extmtefestrial spacecraft.
Perhaps most important, he more than anyone else brought
the Roswell incident-arguably the central event in UFO
history-to all of our attentions. With William L. Moore
(who,I canlrot resist noting here, rejects Anderson's claims)
he set in motionthe long, complex series ofevents thathave
defined much ofthe ufology ofthe last decade, for good and
bad- but mostlv for the former.

True, the past l0 years or so has brought us such
unsavory phenomena as the Bennewitz episode, the MJ-12
and other suspect documents, the chirrupings of assorted
birds, and the demented visions ofthe Dark Siders. But the
same period also produced a broad and growing body of
knowledge regarding a seminal episode which probably
would have remained hidden had Friedman not followed up
on a remark, made in the course of a casual conversation,
about Jesse Marcel's once having handledpieces ofa UFO.
Until then tales of crashed saucers were nothing but rumors
which just about everybody who wanted to be thought
respectable disdained. Most suchtales still are-but not the
Roswell incident, which today's ufologists disregard at
their peril.

Unfortunately, the version of the Roswell event that
emerged early on, in William Moore and Charles Berlitz's
The Roswell Incidenr ( 1980), incorporated a story told by a
dead man, Bamey Bamett, and confirmed by no reliable
source. The story, at leasl as it was recalled years later by
friends of Bamett's, had it that a crash occurred at San
Agustin, many miles to the west of the debris field near
Corona, New Mexico. Here Bamett, plus a team of archae-
ologists, found four alien bodies before a military team
ordered all civilians from the site.

Though Bamett's penonal reputation may have been
as exemplary as his friends insist it was, any connection
between it and the Roswell incident was. and remains-
speculative. Even Moore, who argued for a link in Roswe/l
hrcident, acknowledged in 1985 that attempts to verify it
had come to naught. h UFO Crash at Roswell (1991)
Randle and Schmitt labored mighti ly, and mighti ly
unconvincingly, to preserve the Bamett story by moving it
over to the Corona area. To their credit they have now
conceded the futility ofthe exercise ("Second Thoughts on
the Bamey Bamett Story," May/June /UR) and agree that
the story is irrelevant to Roswell. There ought no longer to
be any doubt that, barring independent evidence which has
eluded us even after years of searching, Bamett's will
remain just another intriguing but unproven cmshed-saucer
folktale set in the Southwest.

Like every otherRoswell researcher, Friedman implic-
itly assumed the authenticity and relevance of Bamett's
testimony. When Anderson appeared on the scene, to some
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