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BECLAKATION OF KE1TH BENSON

o IN SUPFORT OF A MOTION TO DISQUALIFY

THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
FOR RIAS TOWARD SCI1ENTOLOGY i
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DECLARATION OF IDA J. CAMBURN

T am over the age of I8 years. e

1 amla 78 year old widow . I have lived in Hemet where | made residence following the death of
my husband in 1990. 1 am a long time activist for Freedom of Speech.

The statements herein are my belief that the policy of L Ron Hubba.\'d on Fair Game is in
effect at this time.

In that I have chosen to be friends of those persons who have exercised their constitutional rights
1o picket , I have had many instances of fair game used on me. ! had experienced Fair Game
Policy shortly after the picketing of Golden Era. Muriel Dufresne, PR person for Golden Era
visited many members of the community where I live. She delivered Dead Agent Packets to
many of the elderly people here. Some refused them. She visited the manager of this complex

and voiced her opinion that I was housing a dangerous criminal and something should be done
about it.

Private Eyes were used to harass the nsighbdrs by parking in front of their homes daily and
through the night. I was followed constantly. In one instance a van driven by &8 woman PI

came up on the right side of my car as I was to make a left tum and quickly made & left out of the
right lane to follow me. Extremely frightened for fear one would cause accident. I was followed
to the medicine shop where calls had been mede in my name ordering out dated prescriptions.

Conversations made at my dining room table were repeated word for word to one of the men who
picketed at Golden Era -all within an hour.

1 believe the ,qc.zhstant calls;'tp the manager here where I live was an attempt to cause me problerns

As recent as'March 1, 2001 a vah was seen backing out of my driveway at three A.M. My sensor
light had been damaged so as to leave the driveway in darkness. - o
. . . ye
. And the most recent act of Fair Game wes a letter from my Scientology sop. This et letter was
posted to Parishioners Page which is a Sclcmology public web page. . 1have attached a copy

(Note I have s “dxsconnect letter mailed to me in 1977t is dated June 20, 1977 signed by my
s0n.

I declare under pcna.l 'th;at/thibve statemcnts are true.
7
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Udit. LU reiudily Wit i
To: Webmaster Pasrishioners. Qrg
From: Ron Watson

Re: Request for publication
Dear Sir or Madam,
| am writing to you with a request to publish my story on your web site. >

1t is the story of iy mother, lda Mas Cambum.

-

My mother has bean actively engaged in attacks on my chosen religion, Scientology, for over 25 years. Throughout this time,
she has justified her attacks by claiming that Scientology caused a breach in our relationship, deliberately forcing me to
disavow our relationship. in actual fact, the truth is much the reverse. While | had some indications that this has been going
on, | have deliberately kept quiet over the years, hot wishing to make things worse and hoping she would stop after a while.
After all this time, | have finally decided to make a public statemnent and revaal the truth about this situation.

| became interested in Scientology tn 1872, Unbeknownst to me, sometime in 1973-1975, my mother siarted to “imestigats®
Sciantology. Apparently, someons put her in touch with pecpie in the antirefigious movement. These people in tum gave her
considerable fadse information sbout Sclantology. Sha never spoke to ma directly about her opposition to my religion or how
she came to hold that opinion. Sha has never asked me ¥ any of the things she befleves are correct. in other words she
presents herself a3 being "concemned” about ma, but she never spoke to me about her concem even to this date, and [am |
almost 59years old. The truth of the matter Is thet sha never cared gbout me but she insidiously attacks my religion.

Sometime In 1973 sha began imparting this faise information to my then wife in such a way that my wife never told me where
she was getting the information, but just objected strongly to my having anything to do with Scientology. This led
subsequently {o our divorce. My mother would hawe everyons believe that Sclentology was responsible for the divorce when, in

truth, it was her meddiing and behind my hmkcanmuﬂcatbnwﬂhmyex%thatm!ame!ympomibhbtmbdng
unable to sort things out.

In 1876 of 1977 she began teliing evaryone in my family that | had been "brainwashed® and that | would never be able to work
again. | am a computer programmer and began the mos! successiul and lucrative part of my career in 1977. Over the last 23
years | have owned and operated three successis businesses and made enough money to semi-ratire well before age 60.

She also told evaryons in the family, inciuding my children, that | had been "bralawashed” in such a way that | couid

subsequently “brainwash™ them, just by talking to them, and neither they nor | would know it was taking place. Needless to
say, that made commumcatmg with my ch&dren more than a little difficult.

Last summer | initiated an ‘email conversatlon wrth mother in hopes of patching things up, Following is a summary of that
conwersation.

1 wrote the first tetter when | found out she was gning room and board to Keith Henson who, from what | could discover,

appeared 10 be a pretty unsaory character, regardiess of any attacks on my religion. To this she responded with a brief n%te
essentially.telling me to mind my own business.

On 11 July 2000, I\vrut; to. my mother expressing my concem for her sharing quarters with Keith Henson. Sha responded to

this on 13 July 2000, teﬂingmetomhdmymvnbnsinesslndwithrufuencestohstewabsnuandaocusingmedm
non-existert “failures” in the past. .

On 15 July 2000, | wrote again, amvﬂmwmmdmshgmuwsaMymmemdeeﬁhm
She responded to this, more or less, on16.hxly2000byaend‘ngmaaoopyofawryhatcfulposﬂngwnttenbysw:yamks

On 24 July 2000, 1 wrote to my mother suggesting that the previous response didn® really count because it was not anything

she 33id, just 8 copy of someone sise’s hatefu ideas. | got a brief messsge back on 28 July 2000 about how she was too
busy to respond. .

On 28 July 2000, 1 wrote to her a faidy long letter, addressing some of the points raised in Brocks' letter. On 30 July 2000, in
Mendey, Garch 12 3001 America Oafine: DA J 087 Pags 1
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On 2 August 2000, | responded to this by complaining that she wasn really answering my letters when all she did was
forward hateful writings by someone else. Also, in tha days following, | called the manager of the facility where she Tives to
make sure she was dolng fine. It is very uniike her not to speak for harself, and | was concemed that she was-not being
allowsd to or was in some danger from Keith Henson, who was &taying with her at the time.

This elicited a very antagonistic response from her on 14 August 2000, She took violent exception to my calling the manager
and accused me of suggesting she had had an Incestual relationship with her father - complete nonsense and untrue. | never
even heard of this plleged incestual relationship snd to this date | am wondering why she biought this up. .

t responded to this on 18 August 2000, attampting to set tha record straight on whst she referred to in her letter. She never
responded to this.

0n2$eptember2000lobwnedacopydsomec:habgsﬂRC)mdquisewudaysgdngwthem.lhwthom

that this IRC channe! was created by a very good friend of my mother and an associate of Willis Carto and renown holocaust

On 6 September 2000 ! sent her an emall taking exception to her fondness for communicating falsshoods about me in the

abanmeMbn&ch&chmdaMmpththadeedsmoﬂbKeﬁhMmmwm despite thelr
continued lilegal acthities.

To this date she has not responded to this elther.

Throughout the communication, | tried to maintain that my concem was, first and foremost, for her safely and comfort, and the
possibllity that my children and grandchiidren, when visiting her, might be exposed to danger from these people - especially
when | leamed that one of them Is & child molester. t is clear to ma that she labels anyons who opposes Scisntology as 8

“hend‘mgsdlusdwotherattﬁbuestheymayhm and anyone who supports Sclentology, orevenfailstoanackit.as
an "enemy"”, not to be belleved or trusted in any matter,

| am gaarching for the truth and to set the record straight as to who actually alienated me from my hmiry.'l intend tgoontlnue
investigating her acthities through FOIA submissions to various agencles to find out exactly what she has said sbout me to
them. | will report my findings here,

Sincerely yours, ‘

Ron Watson -
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DECLARATION. OF KEITH HENSONM
IR SUTPORT OF A MOTION TO DISQUALIFY
THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

¥
FOR BIAS TOWARD SCIENTOLOGY .
FEOPLE v, HENSON HEMO14137) -

1, reich Hensan. declars:

1ne intormation sen rorrn in this declaration i known

me personally. 1f cailed upon ro restify in court 43 ro un.

cruthfulness Of the tactx set torth in this declaraction. !

do sc.

1. puring one Nt Lhe dorses when { was in Lalk:ing ra tus-

Schwarz in the court's iobhy 1| mentioned my attempt witi thr

itemet police to rvepout an episode where a car was cdriven

straight at me by Sc:entoloqy nvestigator Frank beocty. Mg
Sehwarz told me tha: = DA'3 atiice had no influ=ziel over i
wolice:

Graham Herre wae H wicness o0 Chig CONVers&aulochn dan <.

N R ) .
13 kelievel! vary wife nrelojanran

2. _dn & Dankuuntoy 203 examination on oot

Lok e

Scientology lawyer Samue!l Hosen

.
in an strtempt to auLbentizate s puaber of wy posting on the s

asked me a number oI quast Lot

. oot

grLoup dalt.religion.scien

roloay ‘ne questions had norhing

with my pankruptcy, 179 afre: & whiile 1 objecied and reiusss

answer any mare or alvire of @i cgunsal Sranlew Zistrofs o

portion of rhe wewdrr.orsd rranscript of that depos.ejor wan

delivered to my lawvey in rijz rase slighely ovar rwe davs
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later. Hr Harr wrote a declaralion abouc thlp event, at, Lhw
rime Eor use and abuqﬁ af process motiun in my bdnxcuyLC" ET TS
. .

-

I declare under pensiuy ‘of perjury. under the Laws ot t;

iy

State of California thac the above is true and correct .

-

Executed an Marcy 12, ruul o av Palo Alea, Calrteoinia

’ e 4
[ Al fe g,

Keitth Henson



DECLARATION OF JAMES ) HARER
EIJAMES J HARR  declme,

Yy
! The taets set Forth g this doclamin i ere knowa 1o oxe personatly. nutess othens ke
mficned '

-
-

< Lamoue ol two atorueys of record far Keth Hlensan in the ease of People v Henson,
Riverside County, California Supetior Court Case No VEMOGE3T] L am inforncd iy

Keith Henson, nnd on that basis helieve, that this deciaration has been requested by his
bankniptey attarney

i Onthe 2ilernoon of Friday, Ocreber 27, 2600, | sevened a teigphone call from Duaguny
District Awnency Robert Schwarz (DA Schawera™; whais the prosccatan in the
aforementioned case no. HEMO14371 infinming wie that be had teceived a ponion of &
dupasition transeript frons *Mr Rosen™  Prursuam by conversation with DDA
Schiwarz, he siated that he would bring 4 copy ot e icameriix (e my oflice oo Octobwer
272, XK0 At somie point batween appimimaiely U 00 pai and 4,45 p v an Octoher 27
HRE @ copy of what appears 1o be 3 ponion of a “cenified copy™ of a depawition of Keith
et wag delivered 10 my office through the i sior 1 e requesied this means of
deliveny iU no oie was present o tie e the nanseript was dolivered. The transering
appeats to be of a deposition of Keuh Henson that ik place on October 28, 2009 in
Uinized States Bankruptey Coudt, Nouthernn Disiriaa of Califamin, Case No 98-
S1326A8W-13, In e H Keith Henson, Debtar, | reavived the following pages ol the
nanserip!t “Vaolume Y7 S76 through S78, $93 thnanueh nld; 708 1 also teccived ropies
af whist are marked exhibils 38 1brouzh 79 1 wvas sot pacsent at any such depasitiog of
foenk Henson on Outobes 25, 2000 1y wis it ey ¢ reeord inany snch bankropicy
procecding, so ! have so persmie bindedue of evens 2t any sich depositios

1 DA Schwarz sndicied that the nuasenp! o sl d zomeunt i an authenination ol tensin
mrents thiy DDA Schwirz was iremyg toowet gdncazed as evidenes in the
affpcrnentipned case no HEMOIUITE {old 2

oy teview tie it
v L he eveaing of Ugtobwr 27, 2800 ) it nivd Read Henson tlat D had ieeenmt the
Stnwseaiioned transcnpy i Octobier 30, 2500 Karh Henson asked ta see the pantion

of the rranseript which | had seceived for DDA Setiv sar aned 1 eave it to him

. . : r
{vdcetsie that Ve forcgeing 18 true and Coaect S she Taat ol my knowledee e penidts
a8 Ty the Laws of the Soate of Calitorni,

trged Clotnden 3§ HEr: -
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