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This document summarizes publicly available sources and the results of our investigation to date. It is
deliberately divided into documented facts, Beter’s own claims, and analytical conclusions. An
extraordinary claim is neither automatically accepted nor automatically rejected.

3. WHAT BETER WAS ACTUALLY CONCERNED WITH
His work cannot be reduced to UFOs. The main body of the Audio Letters concerns terrestrial political,
economic, military, and strategic subjects.

• Economics: the dollar, gold, inflation, debt, international finance, and monetary power.

• Politics: Washington, presidents, Congress, power networks, and transnational interests.

• Military affairs: nuclear weapons, submarines, espionage, covert operations, and the U.S.–USSR
strategic balance.

• Space: military satellites, particle-beam weapons, Cosmos Interceptors, secret space bases, and an
alleged war in space.

• Later technologies: synthetics, artificial human copies, and robotic replacements for people.

UFO/ET subjects exist, but in his overall body of work they represent only one part. It is therefore more
accurate to understand him as a political-strategic conspiracy commentator who incorporated
extraordinary claims about space and technology into his model.

1. WHO WAS PETER DAVID BETER
Peter David Beter (June 21, 1921 – March 14, 1987) was an American lawyer, financial and
international consultant, and later a political and economic commentator. He was born in Huntington,
West Virginia, studied at West Virginia University, and earned a Juris Doctor from George Washington
University. Biographical sources describe a Washington legal practice beginning in 1951 and work as
legal counsel to the American Gold Association.

In 1961, according to several biographical sources, he was appointed legal counsel to the
Export-Import Bank of the United States and remained there until 1967. After leaving, he worked in
international legal and financial consulting, including business and mining projects abroad. His
professional background therefore matters: before the Audio Letters, he was not an unknown outsider
with no connection to government or finance.

The Washington Post profiled his Washington career and political development in 1979. In 1968 he ran
for governor of West Virginia; according to his own later explanation, this experience became an
important turning point in his view of politics and power.

Our work to date has also examined the question of his alleged service at the Ex-Im Bank. The public
Ex-Im Bank FOIA log confirms the existence of a 2009 request concerning Beter’s records. In a
separate response analyzed in our research, the bank stated that its search found no relevant records.
This is a good example of why biographical claims should be tested against primary archives.

2. TRANSFORMATION INTO A PUBLIC COMMENTATOR
In 1973 he published the book Conspiracy Against the Dollar. Its central theme was the idea that
monetary and economic events were not merely the result of markets, but were connected to
organized power among major financial and political interests.

Beginning in June 1975, he started issuing the Audio Letters — approximately hour-long recorded
reports intended for subscribers. The series continued until 1982, with interruptions. The archive now
contains dozens of issues and makes it possible to follow Beter’s claims chronologically. The first Audio
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Letter already explains his purpose: in his view, the public follows the surface of the news while he
attempts to explain the underlying hidden processes.

In my view, this is the most important key to understanding his personality: Beter gradually stopped
presenting himself merely as a commentator on events and created his own model of “inside news.”
He claimed that behind public events there was an extensive backstage reality to which he had access
through contacts and information unavailable to the public.

4. WHY DID HE DO IT?
His actual internal motive cannot be established by a single document. His own statements
nevertheless indicate that he saw himself as someone whose task was to warn the public. He
frequently spoke in an urgent tone about impending war, economic collapse, or hidden power
operations.

The Washington Post in 1979 recorded his explanation of his political transformation after the 1968
campaign. Beter viewed traditional party politics as inadequate and gradually became convinced that
real decision-making took place outside public politics.

His communication style is also important. He spoke with great certainty and used specific dates,
names, technical designations, and chronologies. This increased the persuasive force of his narrative.
At the same time, the same characteristic creates an opportunity for objective testing: when he gives a
date, place, object, and mechanism, these can be compared with archival data.

5. HIS STRONGEST AND WEAKEST POINT
Strength: internal consistency. For example, the story of Skylab, Cosmos Interceptors, and a secret
space war appears in different Audio Letters and forms one coherent model. Beter did not begin
changing it only retrospectively decades later.

Weakness: enormous dependence on alleged secret sources. If we do not have access to his original
informants or documents, a claim can be extremely specific and still remain unverifiable.

Consistency therefore should not be treated as proof of truth. It is nevertheless historically significant:
it allows us to track precisely what Beter claimed at a given time and what he added later.

6. SKYLAB, COSMOS INTERCEPTOR, AND OCTOBER 18, 1977
This is so far our best forensic test of Beter’s method. In Audio Letter 27, dated October 29, 1977, only
eleven days after the event, Beter claimed that a huge fireball observed over parts of the United States
was the destroyed 85-ton Skylab. According to him, it had been shot down by a Soviet Cosmos
Interceptor. He also claimed that NASA subsequently created a cover story about Skylab continuing to
remain in orbit.

A contemporary AP report documented the fireball itself as a real event: it was observed in Texas,
Oklahoma, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missouri; USAF pilot William Latham saw it from approximately
16,000 feet; the object illuminated his cockpit and broke apart; FAA and Strategic Air Command
reported radar detection. Astronomer Joe Patterson of McDonald Observatory identified it as a meteor.

This distinction is very important: the existence of the fireball is well documented; its identity is a
separate question. We therefore separated four hypotheses in the investigation: a natural meteor,
another artificial reentry object, Skylab, and Beter’s specific scenario of a Skylab shoot-down by a
Cosmos Interceptor.

NASA technical documentation later reconstructed Skylab’s orbital evolution. It describes increasing
solar activity, increased atmospheric drag, and accelerating orbital decay during 1977. Contemporary
forecasts in October 1977, however, still expected Skylab to descend in 1979/1980. Subsequent
tracking led to the actual reentry in July 1979.

Therefore, the evidence currently available does not support Beter’s identification of the fireball as
Skylab. At the same time, we are continuing a more precise test: looking for historical NORAD orbital
data for object 06633 and for all artificial objects that could have reentered on October 18, 1977. This
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is scientifically preferable to closing the case solely on the authority of one side.

7. THE BATTLE OF THE HARVEST MOON AND COSMOS INTERCEPTORS
Beter claimed that on September 27, 1977 a secret major space battle took place in which the Soviets
gained a decisive advantage through the use of particle-beam weapons. He subsequently used this
event as the basis for explaining October satellite events and Skylab.

In later letters he claimed that the Soviets deployed multiple Cosmos Interceptors in October 1977 and
destroyed American reconnaissance satellites. We have not yet found publicly available evidence that
confirms this specific military chronology.

On the other hand, it is historically indisputable that the United States and USSR operated extensive
military and reconnaissance space programs during this period. It is therefore appropriate to examine
Beter’s claims element by element rather than reject them with a single argument such as “secret
weapons did not exist.” The question is whether the specific device, time, capability, and operation he
describes leave an independent trace.

8. OTHER AREAS WE HAVE EXAMINED
Project Z and lunar bases: Beter created a detailed chronology of secret American and Soviet military
activity on the Moon. We currently have no independent evidence confirming his specific version. It
nevertheless makes sense to test the individual technical assumptions separately.

Semipalatinsk and the Soviet military complex: these claims require distinguishing the real existence
of Soviet nuclear and military facilities from Beter’s specific interpretations of their purpose.

KAL 007, Jonestown/Guayana, and other events: Beter connected publicly known events with secret
military or intelligence operations. Here too, the best approach is chronological reconstruction and
comparison with contemporary documents.

Synthetics/robotoids: this is one of the most extreme parts of his later model. In the sources examined
so far, we have no independent evidence for the existence of such human substitutes in the sense
described by Beter.

9. MY OVERALL VIEW OF BETER
After everything we have examined so far, I would place him neither among people who should
automatically be believed nor among people who should automatically be ridiculed. In my view, both
shortcuts would obscure the more interesting reality.

Beter had real legal, financial, and political experience. He created an extensive primary archive of his
views and made specific claims in real time, rather than only decades later. This makes him an
interesting historical source. At the same time, his system contains a very large number of
extraordinary claims for which independent confirmation is still lacking.

My working conclusion is therefore this: Beter was probably sincerely convinced that an extensive
hidden system of power existed and regarded it as his task to warn the public about it. Whether he
actually had classified sources, whether he received partly truthful information that he subsequently
misinterpreted, or whether he constructed a large part of the system himself cannot yet be determined
definitively.

What is most interesting about him is precisely that his claims are often specific enough to be tested
retrospectively. Therefore, I would not conduct further research by asking “Do I believe him?” but
rather “Which individual claim survives confrontation with independent evidence?”

10. HOW I WOULD CONTINUE
Go through Audio Letters 1–82 chronologically and create a database of specific claims with the date of
their first appearance.
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For each claim, separate: Beter’s claim → independently documented fact → possible relationship
between them.

For space events, use period orbital data rather than modern, retrospectively extrapolated trajectories.

For political events, seek primary documents: Congress, FOIA, court records, NASA, NRO, military
archives, and contemporary press.

Pay particular attention to cases in which Beter gave a specific date, location, or technical detail. These
provide the strongest test of his reliability.

11. CONCLUSION IN ONE SENTENCE
Peter David Beter was an American lawyer and financial expert who, after a political and intellectual
turning point, became a highly confident independent commentator and constructed an extensive
model of a hidden political-financial-military world; his professional background, the early appearance
of some of his claims, and his internal consistency deserve serious investigation, but the truth of his
extraordinary claims must be determined by independent evidence.

MAIN SOURCES
• Peter David Beter Audio Letter archive: https://www.peterdavidbeter.com/

• Audio Letter 1: https://www.peterdavidbeter.com/docs/all/dbal01.html

• Audio Letter 27: https://peterdavidbeter.com/docs/all/dbal27.html

• Audio Letter 36: https://peterdavidbeter.com/docs/all/dbal36.html

• Washington Post, April 15, 1979, profile of Peter Beter.

• U.S. Export-Import Bank, FOIA log 2009–2016.

• NASA NTRS — technical documentation concerning Skylab orbital decay.

Note: This document is a synthesis of our investigation to date. Where it relies on Beter’s own archive, it describes
his claims and does not constitute confirmation that those claims are true.



