
Princeton krms North 1, Apt. 59 
Cranbury, NJ 08512 

20 October 1992 

To Those Interested in the UFO Problem: 

Enclosed is a short piece discussing a small part of Budd 
Hopkins' case that has recently received much attention not only 
in the UFO literature but also in the national and international 
media. The events involve the purported abduction a+ Linda 
Napolitano by a UFO ("Linda Cortile" has been used a s  a pseudonym 
in some earlier reports). 

Please feel free t o  copy and distribute this letter and the 
enclosed article. You may also publish them in any periodical 
and post them on electronic bulletin boards. 

Much o+ the information was uncovered by UFO researchers Jaseph 
Stef ula Ctele: (609) 893-92781 and Richard Butler Ctele: (609) 
&25-28903. Together we are planning a paper with more details, 
and we welcome any additional information or comments you might 
wish t a  share. 

Sincerely , 

George P. Hansen 

The following paper was circulated, posted on a number of electronic bulletin boards, and 
published in several periodicals, including The New Jersey Chronicle, Vol. 3, Nos. 112, 
September-December, 1992; MUFON of Ohio Newsletter, No. 3, Second November 1992 
Issue; Third Eyes Only, No. 6, November 1992; UFO Spotters Newsletter, No. 16, 1992; 
Minnesota MUFON Newsletter, No. 3 7, October 1992. 



Attempted Murder vs. The Politics of Ufology: A Question of 

Priorities in the Linda Napolitano Case 

George P. Hansen 

ABSTRACT: UFO abductee Linda Napolitano claims that she was 
kidnapped, assaulted, battered, harassed, and nearly drowned by 
two agents of the U.S. government. Prominent ufologists Budd 
Hopkins, John E. Hack, David M- Jacobs, Jerome Clark and Walter 
H. findrus, Jr. accept these claims- Hopkins has collected 
extensive materials that could be used to help apprehend and 
convict the agents. Yet Hopkins, Clark and Andrus have 
vigorously argued that these crimes shauld not be reported t a  law 
enforcement authorities; they indicate that such could be 
"pditically damaging" t o  UFO research, These ufolagists are 
asked t o  defend their decision and priorities. 

Budd Hopkins' case involving the abduction of Linda Napolitano 
by a UFO has been discussed in the #all Streei Journal,% Omni,= 
Paris Match ,=  and the New Yurk Timesm4 The #ufon UFO Juurnal 
labeled it "The Abduction Case of the Century. "" by virtue of 
this intense interest, it will become an exemplar for the study 
of UFO abductions- 

Brie+ly, it is asserted that at about 3: 15 a.m.  on November 
39, 1989, Linda Napolitano floated out of her 12th floor 
apartment in lower Manhattan. hllegedly three witnesses in a car 
about two blocks away observed Linda and three humanoid figures 
emerge +ram a window and ascend into a craft hovering over her 
building- Two o-f the witnesses, Richard and Dan, were government 
security o-fficers who were guarding the third witness, a 
dignitary- More than a year after the case, Richard and Dan 
wrote to Hopkins describing what they saw, and a few weeks later 
they visited Linda in her apartment. Hopkins has never met these 
two but has over 80 pages of letters from them, and he has 
accumulated much other material pertinent t o  the case, 

The a+fair is quite complex, and the story is now only 
beginning to be told. Hopkins presented a few details at the 
1992 MUFON convention in Albuquerque and then in the September 
1992 issue of the Hufun UFO Juurnal. One a+ the most disturbing 
elements of the case is that felonies were allegedly committed by 
the government agents; these include assault, battery, kidnapping 
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and attempted murder. 

Hopkins' published account of this aspect is so sketchy that 
some might consider it del i berate1 y misleading. His entire 
written summary is only one sentence long: "In April and again in 
October 1991, Linda would suf f cr hours-long farced conf i nements 
and interrogations at the hands of these canSused frightened 
'law-enforcement' officers; she would be struck by a car during a 
chase through the streets of lower man hat tar^."^ Hopkins' bried 
statement hardly conveys the gravity of the situation. It 
suggests that he may have taken these matters much too lightly. 

The kidnappinqs and attempted murder 

On January 28, 1992, Linda Napolitano contacted Richard Butler 
and requested a meeting because she was concerned about her 
personal safety, and she was worried that Hopkins might not be 
able t o  adequately protect her. Linda had earlier become friends 
with Butler at meetings in the home of Budd Hopkins. On February 
1, 1992, Linda met with Butler along with Joseph Stefula, a 
f ormer Special Agent with the U. S. Army Criminal Investigation 
Command who has extensive contacts in law enforcement. 

During the meeting, Linda stated that in April I991 she 
encountered security agent Richard on the street near her 
apartment. She was asked t o  get into a car that Dan was driving, 
but she refused. Richard then picked her up and, with some 
struggle, forced her into the automobile. Linda reported that 
she was driven around for 3 1/2 hours and interrogated about the 
a1 iens. 

At the MUFDN +zymposium in July 1992, Linda was asked if she 
had reported the kidnapping t o  the police. She said that she had 
not and went on t o  say that the kidnapping was legal because it 
had to do with national security; she later commented that she 
did not want t o  go head t o  head with a government agency because 
she might be killed and pieces of her might be found in the East 
River (Hopkins did not dispute these statements). Linda did 
remember another car being involved with the kidnapping, and 
under hypnotic regression she recall ed the 1 i cense plate number 
of that automobile, a s  well as part of the number of the car she 
was in. Hopkins reports that the numbers have been traced to 
particular agencies, 

During the February 1 meeting with Ste+ula and Butler, Linda 
reported that on the morning of October 15, 1991, Dan pulled her 
into a red Jaguar sports car. Linda happened t o  be carrying a 
tape recorder and was able t o  surreptitiously record a small part 
of Dan's questioning, but within a few minutes he discovered and 
con+iscated it- Dan drove t o  a beach house on the shore of Long 
Island. There he demanded that Linda remove her clothes and put 
on a white nightgown, similar to the one she wore the night of 
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t h e  UFO abduc t ion .  H e  s a i d  h e  wanted t o  have  sex  w i t h  he r .  She 
r e f u s e d  b u t  t h e n  a g r e e d  t o  p u t  on t h e  n i g h t q ~ w n  o v e r  h e r  c l o t h e s .  
Once s h e  d i d ,  Dan droppped t o  h i s  knees  and s t a r t e d  t o  t a l k  
i n c o h e r e n t l y  abou t  h e r  b e i n g  t h e  "Lady of t h e  Sands. " She  f l e d  
t h e  beach house ,  b u t  Dan c a u g h t  h e r  on t h e  beach and b e n t  h e r  a r m  
behind he r .  H e  p l a c e d  t w o  f i n g e r s  on t h e  back of h e r  neck,  
l e a d i n g  Linda  t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  i t  w a s  a gun. H e  t h e n  f o r c e d  h e r  
i n t o  t h e  w a t e r  and pushed h e r  head under  t w i c e .  H e  c o n t i n u e d  t o  
r a v e  i n c o h e r e n t l y ,  and as  h e r  head w a s  b e i n g  pushed under f o r  t h e  
t h i r d  t i m e ,  s h e  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  s h e  would n o t  c o m e  up aga in .  Then, 
a " f o r c e "  h i t  Dan and knocked him back o n t o  t h e  beach. Linda  
s t a r t e d  t o  r u n  b u t  h e a r d  a sound l i k e  a gun b e i n g  cocked. She  
looked back and s a w  Dan t a k i n g  a p i c t u r e  of h e r  {the p i c t u r e s  
w e r e  e v e n t u a l l y  s e n t  t o  Hopkins) .  S h e  c o n t i n u e d  t o  move, b u t  
R ichard  c a m e  r u n n i n g ,  seeming ly  o u t  of nowhere- H e  s t o p p e d  h e r  
and convinced h e r  t o  r e t u r n  t o  t h e  beach house ,  and h e  t o l d  h e r  
t h a t  h e  would c o n t r o l  Dan by g i v i n g  him a Mickey Finn. She  
a g r e e d  t o  t h e  p l a n ,  Once i n s i d e ,  R ichard  p u t  Dan i n  t h e  shower 
t o  wash o f f  t h e  mud fr-am t h e  beach. T h i s  g a v e  Linda a chance  t o  
s e a r c h  t h e  p remises ;  s h e  r e c o v e r e d  h e r  cassette t a p e  and 
d i s c o v e r e d  s t a t i o n e r y  b e a r i n g  a C e n t r a l  I n t e l l i g e n c e  Agency 
l e t t e r h e a d ,  

In  a b r i e f  c o n v e r s a t i o n  on October  3, 1992, Hopkins t o l d  m e  
t h a t  Linda  c a m e  t o  him s h o r t l y  a f t e r  s h e  a r r i v e d  back i n  
Manhattan a f t e r  t h e  k idnapping.  She  was d i s h e v e l e d ,  had sand  i n  
h e r  h a i r ,  and w a s  t r a u m a t i z e d  by t h e  e x p e r i e n c e .  

Linda  a lso r e p o r t e d  t o  S t e f u l a  and B u t l e r  t h a t  on December 15 
and December 16, 1991, one  of t h e  men had t r i e d  t o  make c o n t a c t  
wi th  h e r  n e a r  t h e  shopping area of t h e  Sou th  Street S e a p o r t .  H e  
w a s  d r i v i n g  a l a r g e  b l a c k  Fleetwood s e d a n  w i t h  Saudi  Arabian 
Uni ted  N a t i o n s  l i c e n s e  p l a t e s .  To a v o i d  him, Linda s a i d  t h a t  s h e  
went i n t o  a shop  d u r i n g  t h e  f i r s t  i n c i d e n t ,  The second day a 
s i m i l a r  t h i n g  happened,  and s h e  s t o o d  n e x t  t o  s a m e  businessmen 
u n t i l  h e  l e f t  t h e  area. 

Evi dence  accumula ted  by Hopkins 

Hapkins r e p o r t s  accumula t ing  much i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  t h e  
i d e n t i t i e s  of R ichard  and Dan, and t h i s  c o u l d  b e  e x t r e m e l y  
h e l p f u l  i n  a c r i m i n a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  H e  h a s  approximate1  y  80 
p a g e s  of letters from t h e  t w o  men. These  might  p o t e n t i a l l y  b e  
used t o  i d e n t i f y  t y p e w r i t e r s  a n  which t h e y  w e r e  produced. They 
may a l s o  c o n t a i n  f i n g e r p r i n t s .  Hopkins h a s  t a p e  r e c o r d i n g s  of 
Richard  and Dan; p e r h a p s  t h e s e  c o u l d  b e  used t o  h e l p  i d e n t i f y  
them by v o i c e p r i n t s .  Hopkins c l a i m s  t o  know nh ich  government 
agency employs t h e  t w o .  H e  s a y s  t h a t  h e  knows t h e  i d e n t i t y  of 
t h e  d i g n i t a r y  t h e y  w e r e  g u a r d i n g ,  and t h i s  pe r son  s h o u l d  b e  i n  a 
p o s i t i o n  t o  h e l p  locate and i d e n t i - f y  Richard  and Dan. (Linda  
t o l d  S t e f u l a  and B u t l e r  t h a t  t h e  d i g n i t a r y  w a s  J a v i e r  P e r e z  d e  
C u e l l a r ,  t h e n  S e c r e t a r y  General  o+ t h e  Uni ted  Na t ions . )  



The counsel a+ uf oloqy ' 8  leaders 

The reader may be tempted t o  dismiss Linda's account as a 
preposterous script for a grade 33 movie, and I personally do not 
be1 i eve her claims. However, several notabf e f igur-es in uf 01 ogy 
have expressed the conviction that Linda is telling the truth. 
On October 6 ,  1992, I spoke with Dr, John Mack, former head of 
the psychiatry department at Harvard Medical School, and he 
confirmed that he had met Linda and concluded that she was not 
the type of person t o  make up this kind of story. That same day 
I also spoke with David Jacobs, a professor of history at Temple 
University, an abduction research colleague of Budd Hopkins, and 
author of the book Secret Life. He too believed that Linda was 
telling the truth. 

Hopkinsi presented additional secret evidence t o  Walter Andrus 
and Jerome Clark who are now bath persuaded of Linda's honesty. 
Andrus and Clark are arguably the two most influential figures in 
U.S. ufology, Andrus is Internatianal Director of the Mutual UFO 
Network iNUFON), and Re organizes the largest annual conference 
an UFOs in the country and regularly writes for MUFON's monthly 
magazine. Clark is a columnist for Fate magazine, editor of 
In tevnatiunal UFO Repnr ter , and a vice-president of the Center 
for UFO Studies. 

At a meeting in New York City on October 3, 1992, Linda said 
that she is willing t o  testify against Richard and Dan (though 
she had previously indicated that she was afraid of filing 
charges hersel+). I informed those at the meeting that I was 
prepared t o  make a formal request for a federal investigation of 
the attempted murder o-f Linda. Hopkins, Andrus, and Clark all 
vigorously objected t o  this, and they strongly urged me not t o  do 
so, They said that such action would be "politically damaging" 
t o  ufology. I was extremely puzzled by their reasoning and their 
apparent priorities. On October 5, 1992, two days later, I 
called Andrus t o  make certain that I understood his position. I 
asked him t o  join with me and request a formal investigation o+ 
these allegations by the proper law enforcement agencies. I 
explained t o  him that UFO researchers were generally not 
qualified t o  investigate attempted murder. I was taken aback 
when Andrus asked me what right I had t o  raise these issues. He 
again urged that the crimes not be reported. The following day I 
spoke with Clark. H e  told me that he accepted Linda's 
statements, and he reaffirmed his opp~sition t o  reporting the 
crimes. 

I have not been given a satisfactory explanation for their 
views. At risk is not on1 y the safety of Linda but also that of 
the general public. If federal agents have engaged in kidnapping 
and attempted murder, they should be brought t o  justice. The 
mateer is of great concern for the general citizenry and 4ar the 
conduct of UFO abduction research. I call upon Clark, Andrus, 
and Hopkins t o  publicly explain their rationale and priorities. 


