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EDITORIAL

We have noted with mixed feelings the current upswing of UFO
interest in the popular media. Yes, mixed feelings! Public awareness
of UFOs will certainly bring new members to existing organizations.
UFO books are in a bull market and it is now easier to get a book pub-
lished than it has been for many years. There is more press coverage.
Radio and TV programs abound. Even old UFO classics from Vallee to
Flammonde have been picked up by publishers and reprinted. This should
be an ideal situation for UFOlogy, and it is to a point.

There is a bit of pyrite in the mine however. What is missing
from this new wave of interest? Answer: the UFOs.

We are seeing media attention equivalent to the days of yore
when sightings were reported daily in the newspapers. National news-
casts ran regular features on the latest reports back in 1966, when
Michigan was inundated. Exeter, New Hampshire was turned into the
Mecca of Ufology in the 60s. And remember 1973? But where are the
Sightings that formerly generated so much reaction? There aren't that
many. Look carefully! What do you think is the explanation for all of
the new coverage?

Answer: American culture!

We live in a suiciety which lives off bits and pieces of inform-
ation. One which gets the news of the world every night in just 30
minutes. And let us admit it, we devour the drivel, dreck and tripe
that television has to offer quite avidly. All of this is mixed in a
brew of flashing lights and special effects so that we won't be bored
by the endless streams of information that hit us from all directions.

When the public becomes bored with one thing, they quickly move
to something else new or to something which has been out of the picture
for a periad of time. Thus, UFOs have become "in" again, or at least
one aspect of UFOs: Abductions. The sole reason for this new interest
is the appearance of a mainstream author on the scene, Whitley Strieber.
Strieber's book COMMUNION has mixed several sure-fire ingredients to
be a success. He has name recognition as an author of best-selling
novels on contemporary problems and pop culture superstitions like
vampires, werewolves; etc. In COMMUNION, he has written not only about
UFOs but about the most bizarre, controversial aspect of the phenomenon.
And he has a well-established public relations machine. The result is
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the number one non-fiction book in America, no mean feat. And be
assured, if Richard Haines, or Bruce Maccabee, or Larry Fawcett had
written the same book word for word it would not be where it is today.
Strieber has touched American culture and understands it. He transmits
his understanding through the pipelines of pop culture, radio and TV.
Like it or not, UFOlogists haven't been able to do this. The public
responds to personal experiences, not hard facts and detailed analysis.
Then, as quickly as this response comes,it will fade to another topic.

What does this all mean for us? It means that people are talking

UFOs now, but basically just abductions. New members of UFO groups often
desire to study and investigate only abductions, finding other aspects
of UFOlogy anticlimactic. A recent ABC "20/20" broadcast dealt with
UFO abductions. What you don't know is that they had planned to do more
on government interest in UFOs but cancelled at the last minute because

they didn't have time to discuss it.
We encourage research into all areas of UFOlogy. However, we

decry a "trendiness" which makes UFOlogy one-dimensional and risks
losing an audience for other fascinating fields of our subject.

CONFIRMATION OF MJ-12?

The 1954 memo reproduced in CAUS Bulletin seems to be positive
proof that at one time a special study group called MJ-12 existed.
Acquisition of the so-called "Cutler memo" was reported in the Nov./
Dec. 1986 issue of the International UFO Reporter after it was unearthed
by author William Moore. CAUS has reported in full on MJ-12 in the
December 1985 Just Cause.

The MJ-12 group was supposed to have been set up to investigate
physical evidence of the Roswell, New Mexico UFO crash, according to
Lee Graham, our original source who had seen a copy of a full MJ-12
committee report on the incident. Efforts to confirm to existence of
MJ-12 have been frustratedby lack of assurance from any agency that
MJ-12 files were available, until the National Archives released a copy
of the Cutler memo. |

The memo itself is not exactly dramatic, as you can see. There
is no mention of UFOs, but for those who remember our previous report
the name of General Nathan Twining should be very familiar. He was re-
ported by Graham to be an MJ-12 member and this does seem to be con-
firmed here. The date of the memo indicates that MJ-12 went well be-
yond the originally reported date of September 18, 1947, meaning that

Roswell may’ not have been it's only objective (note: In a recent con-
versation, Graham has revised his recollection of the date to September
24, 1947. This due to a recent discovery of the document page contain-
ing the correct date).

The memo goes further to connect MJ-12 to the National Security
Council, a group very much in the control of the president, then Eisen-
hower. It is not likely that we can get quick confirmation of MJ-12

from the NSC. We recall an incident a few years ago when an NSC re-

presentative, a Colonel Douglas, visited a Cable News Network office

in Washington, D.C. in January 1985 to view an advance of the CNN

Special Assignment report on the 1980 Bentwaters UFO sightings. Our

contactat CNN told us that the colonel took notes and left without

comment. Upon later requests to the NSC for the reason behind Colonel

Douglas's visit we were told that no such event took place, and further,

they didn't even know a Colonel Douglas: (His credentials were checked

at the office and appeared to be genuine). We tend to believe that the
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NSC does such things and later denies same, a la "Mission: Impossible®
(The secretary will disavow .... etc.). If anyone doubts this you haven't
been watching the Iran/Contra hearings.

With all this under consideration we still have some doubts about
the Cutler memo. We are not yet satisfied about the bigger picture it
paints. If MJ-12 is so "Top Secret",why the blatant slip in security
that allows it to be discovered in the National Archives so easily?
Why was nothing else found either at the Archives or at the Eisenhower
Library which has been checked?

CAUS associate Robert Todd, whose advice we value enormously,
has learned that the National Archives itself is beginning to question
the document's authenticity. There are format flaws: misplacement of
the security marking under the date instead of above; mixture of diff-
ering degrees of classification (i.e. Top Secret Restricted); the doc-
ument having the appearance of a carbon copy but not being labeled as
a copy as other documents in our files are so labeled. It also lacked
a TS control number which all documents must contain for proper filing
and retrieval. An archivist questioned about these concerns stressed
that anyone could plant a phony document by walking in, asking for a
box of files for research purposes, inserting the hoax into a folder
and then leaving. The initial lack of a control number could be evidence
of this. Little can be done to monitor every researcher using the files.

We would like to think that this information is true and that
history-making. revelations are on the way. However, facts dictate our

decisions and we are not ready to endorse the Cutler memo as genuine
until all questions are answered.

MJ-12 YET AGAIN!

Events on this subject are fast-breaking! Since mid-March, we

have heard no less than a dozen rumors of major revelations about UFOs
through news media sources. The focus of the rumors circulated around
William Moore and contacts and documents which he possessed concerning
crashed-discs, MJ-12, Project Aquarius; etc. The media revelations were

promised within a month but to date nothing has happened. The CBS show
"60 Minutes" was said to be producing a major UFO story as well. Many
independent contacts have confirmed this to CAUS, yet once again in-
quiries to CBS were often met with a terse "no comment."

Just as the rumors began to die down Moore's newsletter Focus
appeared in May with several pages of portions of documents supplied

to him by intelligence contacts. The pages are difficult to reproduce
clearly so we would advise readers who wish to obtain copies to contact

Moore at: Fair Witness Project, Inc., 4219 W. Olive St., Suite 247,

Burbank, Ca. 91505.

Two major documents of interest were contained in his mailing.
One was the title page and a page of text from a report on Project

Aquarius (See CAUS Bulletin for a reproduction of the title page). A

former military intelligence officer close to us says that he can re-

call the term "Project Aquarius" and remembers seeing the emblem on the

cover of the report elsewhere. This was all he could say about it though.

The document has the appearance of coming from photographic film, per-
haps microfilm, but this is pure speculation. It would seem unusual

for a hoaxer to use film instead of straight copy in preparing such

material. There is general agreement that some of the markings on the

report are genuine but others are puzzling. For example, deletions are
made but do not appear to be official deletions.They seem to be done|
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by those distributing the documents to the public. On one page of
another document one can read under the deletion, simply saying
"MJ-12" along with other unreadable terms. The government always
coples a document, makes deletions, and then copies the copy for
distribution. Another page from the Aquarius document in our poss-
ession, but not in this mailing, is the so-called "Sigma/Snowbird"
document. Formerly classified "Top Secret", it also bears the stamp
"Unclassified." It should have been stamped "Declassified" as there
is a distinct difference. "Unclassified" means the document bears
no security restrictions while "Declassified" means that the doc-

ument was downgraded from a higher level of security classification.

Therefore, the document was improperly marked with this stamp.

The. rest of the report on Project Aquarius describes the U.S.
government's investigation of "UFO/IAC" sightings (Identified Alien

Crafts) and contacts, and the influence of these on our space program.

The other major document of interest is a three-page briefing

paper of what is clearly the same document that Lee Graham saw several

years ago on MJ-12. Classified "Top Secret-Eyes Only," it identifies

Admiral Roscoe Hillenkoetter, first head of the CIA and former NICAP

board member, as "MJ-1." Thus, each member of this group had their

Own respective code names. According to a footnote in the report,

Secretary James Forrestal's death in 1949 created a vacancy on MJ-12

which was filled on August 1, 1950, by General Walter B. Smith, who

was at the time the second head of the CIA.

Sizable deletions appear on page 3 of the paper but an obvious

reference is made to the Roswell, N.M. crash with the statement that,

"a secret operation was begun on 07 July, 1947, to assure recovery of

the wreckage of this object for scientific study."

Also released by Moore is a highly-suspect CIA memo, very cryptic

in content and signed by "MJ-5." There are many problems in form and

style with this paper which forces us to question it's alleged govern-

ment origin. The year of the memo is blacked out, making it untrace-

able. The security markings are misplaced and standard CIA stationery,

used to reply to the public, constitutes the paper used by the writer.

The inclusion of it with the other documents without any real qualif-

ication suggests a "guilt by association," i.e. if the CIA memo is

suspect and it comes from the same source as the Aquarius document

and the MJ-12 briefing paper, are the others tainted?

These are disquieting little problems and we would advise caution

in discussing this information as hard evidence at present until there

are assurances that these are bona fide government reports. CAUS will

do what it can to help in these efforts.

LATE NOTES

Just as we are going to print we have received a reply from the

CIA regarding the above-mentioned CIA memo.According to Lee Strickland,

the CIA's Information and Privacy Coordinator, in a letter dated May

29, 1987: "We regret that we are unable to assist you in this matter.

Your Exhibit 1 (the CIA memo) was not originated by the CIA; it is a
rather poorly done fabrication. We suggest. that you contact your source
for further information on it's origin."

It is evident that there is something of a "disinformation"
campaign ongoing from unauthorized internal government sources or out-
siders. Is it intended to destroy the reputations of researchers in

government UFO secrecy? We must be mindful of this and exercise great’
skepticism when dealing with extraordinary revelations. Truth can sur-
vive a test of fire and CAUS is not afraid to use a flame thrower!
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SECRECY FORM REVEALED 
a

We have heard many times through the years of how UFO wi
tnesses ‘

in the military have been forced to signed "secrecy forms" to prevent y:

them from discussing details of their sightings. Reproduced below is *h,
a copy of a "Classified Information Nondisclosure Agreement" taken from
a Department of Defense pamphlet (DoD 5200.1-PH-1, SF 189). We have shown

the pamphlet with the form to several military UFO witnesses 
who have

confirmed that they recognize the language used and the general 
format.

One can see Clearly the threatening nature of the language in the

form and the reason for the fear sometimes exhibited by witnesses after

they sign it. We aren't sure we would discuss a UFO sighting after sign-

ing this paper!

Copy of the SF-189

CLASSIFIED INFORMATION NONDISCLOSURE AGREEMENT
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JUST CAUSE VOL.1-NO.10— JUNE 1980
"The Evidence Will Speak for Itself" Published by Citizens Against "FO Secrecy (CAUS)

Carter’S Broken Promise—]|

By Larry W. Bryant

My article in the December, 1979, issue of Just Cause has prompted some reader response. A well-

known researcher on the West Coast a

"I have Seen completely unable to find any evidence whatsoever that Carter ever made the state-

ment that he would 'make every pisces of information this country has about UFO sightings available

to the public and the scientists. It was printed in the /National/ Enquirer, as have been innun-

erable misquotations about UFO's from all kinds of people, including myself. Bill Pitts /NE re-
porter/ provided me with a transcript of the actual statement made to the Enquirer reporter; it was
in March 1975:

‘Reporter: If you were President, would you reopen inquiries into UFO's?

‘JC: Oh, no, but I would make information we have in regard to sightings available to the

public.

‘Reporter: The U. S. used to have a body that investigated UFO's. That's been discontinued.

Would you reopen it?

'JC: I don't know yet.'

‘In another campaign press conference (on Steve Tom's new 2-record set):

'I don't see any reason to keep information like that secret. But there may be some aspects

of the UFO information that, uh, with which I am not familiar that might be related to some secret

experiments we were doing that might involve our national security or new weapon systems. I cer-

tainly wouldn't release that, but if it was something removed from our national security, you know,

in my opinion as President, T'd go ahead and release it. I see nothing wrong with that.'

"TI think there can be no doubt that the duplication of the flight capability of flying saucers

by us or any other nation would have an enormous impact on national security. J for one do NOT want

all data about flying saucers released to the public. I do think a statement should be made that

some UFO's are ET spacecraft and that the technology could have a substantial impact and that we

should all turn our attention to what it means for us to be visited . . . IT do not think it anpro-

priate to beat the dead horse of a nonexistent campaign pledge. A passing comment in a press con-

ference situation cannot be taken to be a pledge.

"/T'm] looking forward to your response or a first-hand demonstration that Carter did make the

pledge you attribute to him."

PRESIDENTIAL FOLKLORE

Simply stated, my response is that it matters little, now, whether Carter actually made a camnaign
pledge to free-up all official UFO data. Since numerous citizens apparently believe he made the

pledge, the effect of that collective belief is that he did make it -- especially when you consider

that he's never denied making it. So it's not a questionof beating a dead horse; it's a ques Plan
of keeping the beast alive so that we may reach a diagnosis of his malady.

-

To that end, on December 19, 1979, CAUS sent the following letter to President Jimmy Carter:

"It has been widely and frequently reported in the news media that you made the following nromise/

pledge during your first-term presidential election campaign:



"I will make every piece of information this country has about 'FO sightings available to the

public and the scientists.'

"Since that time, scores of persons have written to the White House to voice their sentiments

about that alleged statement. Most of these nersons have received a form-letter reply that neither

confirmed nordenied whether you actually made the statement that prompted their inquiries. As a con-

sequence, there is a growing controversy over whether your alleged promise/pledge actually was word-
ed as quoted above and whether it has been fulfilled or forsaken in the course of your presidency.

In order to clarify the issue, therefore, we pose the following two questions:

"(1) What is the true content of the alleged promise/pledge (assuming it ever was made)?

"(2) Do you consider that your administration has fulfilled all or any part of it? Tf so, please
explain.

"We realize that this letter likely will be forwarded to an agency or official designated to re-

snond to UFO-related inquiries addressed bv the public to your office. But we as a public-interest

group feel entitled to substantially more than a form-letter response from a functionary who has
neither the time nor inclination to assist in the clarification of this issue."

THE MACHINERY FOR UFO-CORRESPONDENCE REFERRAL

Fully expecting the White House to forward that letter to the newly anpointed dumning ground for
citizens' UFO-related inquiries -- the National Aeronautics and Space Administration -- T got a bit
of surprise. It came in a letter from Daniel M. Chew, Director of Presidential Correspondence, on
March 19, 1980:

"This is to acknowledge your letter to President Carter. Please accent my sincere anology for the
delay in my replying.

"Since the volume of mail prevents the President from responding personally to each communication
he receives, he has asked the departments and agencies of the Federal government to reply on his be-
half in those instances where they have snecial knowledge or special authority under the law.

"For this reason we are forwarding your correspondence to officials of the Department of Nefense.
You may expect to hear from them shortly if they are able to help vou in any way.

"You may be interested to know that President Carter asked the National Aeronautics amd Space Ad-
ministration about the advisability of reopening formal investigations into reported unidentified
flying objects.

"Officials of NASA reported back to the President that such investigations do not seem warranted.
However, they also indicated that they would be willing to reconsider the question if evidence from
credible sources is presented in the future."

What surprised me, of course, in Mr. Chew's form-letter response, was his decision to forward our

letter to the Air Force rather than to NASA. Isn't the Air Force out of the UFO public-relations

business’? JT wondered. Not exactly.

There seems to exist at the White House mailroom an unpublicized Standing Onerating Procedure that
goes like this: "If the inquiry addresses the issue of UFO secrecy or censorshin of sighting data,
send it over to the Air Force; if it dwells on the technical or scientific asnects of 'FOlogy, send
it to NASA."

As if confirming this processing policy, the Air Force, on March 28th, had its Col. F. W. Haus-
mann write me a letter that not only contained the stock phraseology of its expected formletterese
but also artfully avoided providing me direct answers to our specific questions:

"Thank you for your recent letter to President Carter concerning unidentified flying objects
(UFOs).

"As you are no doubt aware, with the termination of Project Blue Book in November 1969, the Air

Force regulation establishing and controlling the program for investigating and analyzing UFOs was
rescinded. Project Blue Book documents have heen selected for inclusion in the National Archives in
Washington, N.C. and are readily available to any interested narties.



eqn this regard, the “ Force has no information which is being withheld from the public. Since

ination of Project Blue Rook, no evidence has been presented to indicate that further inves-

the eon of UFOs by the Air Force 1s warranted and I must report that in the current circumstances,

ine pepartment OF ee hie Yen likely to renew involvement in this area. As you are aware, the con=

jaeradle and _ “te 4 rent nar naed of resources in the past, and the extreme nressure on

pepartment of Defense funds at this time, preclude such renewed effort.

itionally, E kave Ae knowledge of any federal agency tasked with or funded for further i
nves-

n of UFO phenomena. This is not meant to deny or refute the experiences various individuals
to have had with UFOs; rather, it anpears to be a pragmatic use of our federal resources in

of the many pressing needs and problems confronting our Nation.

wadd
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aj hope this information will clarify the Air Force position as an investigating agency on this

mat ter: "

| PRESIDENTIAL FINGER STILL IN THE P
IE?

aside from the USAF-NASA pigeonholing, the White House does have at least one other option in its
art of dodging citizens ' inquiries pertaining to the role of the Presidency in official UFOlogy: it

sometimes chooses to dispatch its own form-letter response, as in the case of Mr. Chew's reply of
march 28, 1980, to a letter from CAUS member Richard W. Heiden:

“As promised in my February 12th letter, I have looked further into your concerns about President

carter's efforts to clear up the recurring question about the existence of unidentified flying objects.

"The attached NASA Information Sheet /No. 78-17 is self-explanatory. The President's science ad-
yiser agreed with the space agency that,in the absence of tangible or physical evidence of 

the ex-

istence of UFOs, there is little to be gained from mounting another full-scale investigation along

the lines of the U. S. Air Force Project Blue Book.

"Although NASA to date has not received one piece of physical evidence for laboratory analysis,

NASA officials are keeping an open mind~on the subject."

Whether you view it as a promise that was misconstrued, a promise that was summarily broke
n, or a

promise written only on the fantasies of the hard-core UFOphile, Jimmy Carter's inoperat
ive entry

into the politics of UFOlogy will linger on even after the presidential election in November. 
In the

meantime, of course, Mr. Carter has a chance to revive the comatose stallion of his promise and t
hus

redeem himself to those citizens (and voters) who, fairly or unfairly, have attributed to him
 a new

hope for objective governmental treatment of the UFO enigma.

@ @ @ @ @ ®

ORGANIZATIONAL UPDATE. . .

The Fund for UFO Research

The newly established Fund for UFO Research, Should any such proposal have a bearing on the

Inc., a privately directed, nonprofit organiza- issue of official UFO secrecy policy/practices,
tion chartered to do for serious UFO research you might wish to compare notes with CAIUS. Citi-

what the Ford Foundation, say, does for basic re-]| zens Against UFO Secrecy is available to help you

search (with only a fraction of the Ford-style in defining terms, checking cross references, de-
monetary outlay), is incorporated in Washington, termining adequacy of data sources, and otherwise
D. C (mail address: P. 0. Box 277, Mt. Rainier, | improving the articulation of the proposal before

MD 20822). you commit the final draft to consideration by the

Fund. Once that commitment is made, it's up to

With a distinguished board of directors and a | you and the Fund to negotiate an accentance of the
growing corps of supporters and contributors, pronosal. If you need further assistance from
the Fund shortly will begin consideration of for- ] CAUS during the course of this negotiation and/or

mal research proposals. For guidelines on the during execution of the accepted proposal, we will

Hpmatting and evaluation criteria of any soundly] try to work out an arrangement.

hee ut and adequately justified proposal

‘hat you might have toward bringing the UFO sub-

ject into objective focus, you are invited to FUNDING FOR FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
write direct to the Fund.



The Fund will cor.sider proposals to use the I’.
S. Freedom of Information Act (and any lawsuits
deemed advisable thereunder) to pry loose from
Federal confines any policy/teckrical information
identified as essential to public understanding
cf the UFO controversy. In this connection, you
ma\ wish to contritute directly to the Pund any
conations previously contemplated for the CA'S
legal Pursuit Fund; your donations will then the
tax-deductible.

Assumirg that the Fund will support FOTA ac-
tions -- as it has indicated an interest in doing
~~ this new reletionship between the Fund and
CAUS will help assure proper fiscal management of
contributions to future legal activism, and wil)
serve as an example of how organized private UFO-
legy can work toward common goals. It is exnect-
ed that the progress cf any UFO-secrecy-related
Proposal accented by the Fund will be publicized
reguiarly in the pages of Just Cause for the re-
mainder of ycur subscription, and thercafter in
the monthly MUFON UFO Journal.

Citizens Against UFC Secrecy (CAIS)

P. 0. Rox 4743

Arlington, VA 22204

MATI_ FIRST CLASS TO:

A NOTE, ON THE FUTURE CF JUST CAUSE

This issue of Just Cause represents not so
much a rebirth of CATS activity as it does an 7
effort to deal with the unfilled portion of cur

rent subscriptions. Negotiations fer a leading
UFO-research organization to acquire the CAUS

mailing list and te fill our outstanding sub-

scription orders with issues of the organ?za~

tion's journal have been susnended hecause of
unresolved financia] asnects. Tn the meantime,

we'll try to publish as many future issues as

availatle resources (including nrinting funcs

anc newsworthy material) will allow. Though we

have ceased solicitation of new subscrirtion

orders, we still offer for sale xeregraphic

copies of aJ1 hack issues -- at $2.00 per ccpy,

nostnaid. Please address your ecrders to:

Citizens Against UFC Secrecy

P. 9. Rox 4743

Splingten, VA 22204 - ''.S.A.

Seal
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THE AQUARIUS SEE-SAW

In our last Bulletin we had discussed the release of letters

by the NSA to Senators John Glenn and Pete Domenici virtually affirm-

ing the existence of Project Aquarius. Their exact words were:

"Apparently there is or was an Air Force project by that name

which dealt with UFOs.Coincidentally, there is also an NSA

project by that name."

Based on this information, Peter Gersten conducted a phone

inquiry and spoke to an NSA representative. It seems that the NSA

did not really mean what they said! Instead, they explained that

they had assumed that the Air Force had such a project based on pub-

lic inquiries saying this was so. It was not based on any internal

information acquired from the Air Force. The NSA emphasized that their

"Aquarius" had no relationship to UFOs.

Either the NSA is trying to cover a slip or their letter writing

leaves something to be desired. See more on Aquarius in Just Cause.

NOTES

- We have been informed through radio broadcasts that UFO sight-

ings occurred during the middle of May for a two night period in

Colorado. It was reported that NORAD had confirmed the sightings but

we have seen nothing in the print media about it. Could a reader supply

us with a clipping mentioning the sightings and particularly the NORAD

confirmation?

- We will still cover the JAL/ Alaskan incident when the MJ-12

matter quiets down. We can say that we have the FAA file on the incident

and can recommend to our readers that they select carefully the files

they wish to purchase (see CAUS Bulletin #7 for ordering details). Pick
one photo set, preferably a color one. Omit the tapes, there are printed

transcripts for much less cost. Omit the computer printouts, they are

useless to the average person. This would bring your costs down below x, 5

$20, a far cry from the $194.30 the FAA wants for the whole package
and you would have essentially the entire story in front of you.

- The joint CAUS/Mass. MUFON files in Stoneham, Massachusetts

now contain the collected HUMCAT files of Ted Bloecher, who has retired

from organized UFOlogy. It is contained in approximately ten boxes and

is truly an awesome amount of raw material on humanoid reports through

the decades. We are currently organizing the folders and have spotted

several cases of interest to CAUS members. Serious researchers desiring

non-confidential data from the files should write: Box 176, Stoneham 02180.

1

«eater ninien CR TRENER §See OE



SECRECY FORM REVEALED

We have heard many times through the years of how UFO witnesses

in the military have been forced to signed "secrecy forms" to prevent

them from discussing details of their sightings. Reproduced below is

a copy of a "Classified Information Nondisclosure Agreement" taken from

a Department of Defense pamphlet (DoD 5200.1-PH-1, SF 189). We have shown

the pamphlet with the form to several military UFO witnesses who have

confirmed that they recognize the language used and the general format.

One can see clearly the threatening nature of the language in the

form and the reason for the fear sometimes exhibited by witnesses after

they sign it. We aren't sure we would discuss a UFO sighting after sign-

ing this paper!

Copy of the SF-189

CLASSIFIED INFORMATION NONDISCLOSURE AGREEMENT

An Agreement Between 8nd the United States
Wome - Painted or Weed)

1 betending10 be legetty bound | noreby ecrent te chotlentions conteined 1 Ws Agresment in conmdeetion of sry Deng yerted exces to ctemsfead

intormetion As vaad in the Agr Naat te Met etter come {ied oF Clam tate under the monde on of f secutive Onto\TWO or wae ery wer Creve ade © soe tra pranlonn ew ures tio eed cieteaize ot snlarmenon in the a wrem of nebane wcuity f
awe ow sarept Met Dy beng ented eccem (0 clemmlied information spacial con! dence end trust shel! be placed — re by Me United Stamm

omen

2 | Merety ectnowtedge thet | Neve reached 8 security Indoctrination cone erning the Neture ond Orotertron of clemetead nt ormanan inciuding Ihe oro
cedures to be followerin secer wining whether Ofer persons 10 whom | contemplate duet lowing thi informenon Neve Dew anew owes [ov excem 1011 end

het | Urderrtend tees pr

2 | Reve been sOviesd and on eware thet direct or indirect Un@Uthor ined Disclosure Uneuthor ined retennonor napigen! Mendingof clam tad nforme

thon by me could case irreperabie injury to the United States or could be vesd to edventage by 8 loregn Aetlon | hereby epee TRet wll neve dwvige

Buch infarmeton unto | Reve officially verified thet the recipent Nes been properly auhorres Dy he United Sietey Gower nent to arene 1 Or | hove

Deer green prior written notice of euthorizetion from the United Stet Government Deparment o Agency (nerene!er Oeos tment oO Agewy! lest

PONG mee mECUT ITY Clawence Ihe! such disclose 8 Permitted | further understand Mat | en Ob gems 1U COMDYY anh lem ond -opulations hat

Or Ohibet the ur@uthori red Ovactowure of claes:fied intormetion

4 Fee ee ee Ne re ee Oe OS ENO As ERY ae eee ae remowet tom ay
Dorionof sper.s! cont dence end trust requiring such Of my © OMe Ore en am me Dene Tens
Agencies Met grantedTMy scurry clesranceoO cieerences i cniieasippecsyer ag hee f:se- pining ein eho 1a Oe onre of (ented
IntormationDy me Mey COME TUT@ HOLEHON OF violetons of United Storer Crim.ne! lem, wwiudeng he G Ormonsof Sartor O41 79) TRE 798 ong

PA7 Tirte 18 United State: Code he proviionsof Section TEVIDI Title SO Un: tet StoresCade end Me Oo wom Of me In ten gers baer) rey Pi reer
Pon Act of 1982 | recognire Met nothing in Mig Agreamant COnsTIIURD 8 wore Dy Me United Sister of fhe gh! tO OEEYe me to ony stotuewy

wolgtion

S | hereby amign to the United Steres ott revolts, ow Pret neve ERSTE orl rons! @ Mey ‘ent on ony
Orecinguré CUDIC ation, OF reveigtion Not Conerstent ertth the terme of Pia Agramment

6 | under stead the! the United Stats Government (ay eet ony rematy everiatie to +t to enforce My Agrenmant nchuding Gul no! bE © enDhte
tion tor @ court order ] of wn breach of ths Agremnem

? i enderetond fo 08 intermatian to etuch| may chien escem By ogre, Rt AG emmen” 9) 0m and sen Wereem corn me oreeeriy 6/0 Uvige
Stores Cove nment | do not now Nor will| ever Pomme ony ‘— rer EN OF Com mNotame to Ras Alomar | saree thet! he enn ow

mewwen which Neve of mey heve come into my DosswencnoF far wherh | am gemereee Komment haw eran Soe Serene Sven wee sed rave
wertete of fe United States Government of Upon fhe (Onc iumonA! ay ene 7 wel 7 hg, Pe! on
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Somes Cade 6 United Septes criminallow

© Unter ond Until | om retanend in er iting Dy oF eu Morired ‘eprom tetiwe of Ore tad Suntes G Pee warp
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TiGwaToRE - OATE SOCTAL SECURITY NO (See
notice below)

The execution of this Agreement was witnessed by the undersigned, who, on behal! of the United States Govern.

Ment, egyreed to 118 terms and accepted it es 8 Prior condition of authorizing access to Classified information

WITNESS AND ACCEPTANCE
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EDITORIAL

We have noted with mixed feelings the current upswing of UFO

interest in the popular media. Yes, mixed feelings! Public awareness

of UFOs will certainly bring new members to existing organizations.

UFO books are in a bull market and it is now easier to get a book pub-

lished than it has been for many years. There is more press coverage.

Radio and TV programs abound. Even old UFO classics from Vallee to

F lammonde have been picked up by publishers and reprinted. This should

be an ideal situation for UFOlogy, and it is to a point.

There is a bit of pyrite in the mine however. What is missing

from this new wave of interest? Answer: the UFOs.

we are seeing media attention equivalent to the days of yore

when sightings were reported daily in the newspapers. National news-
casts ran regular features on the latest reports back in 1566, when

Michigan was inundated. Exeter, New Hampshire was turned into the

Mecca of Ufology in the 60s. And remember 1973? But where are the
sightings that formerly generated so much reaction? There aren't that
many. Look carefully! What do you think is the explanation for all of

tne new coverage?

Answer: American culture!

we live in a society which lives off bits and pieces of inform-

ation. One which gets the news of the world every night in just 30
minutes. And let us admit it, we devour the drivel, dreck and tripe
that television has to offer quite avidly. All of this is mixed ina
brew of flashing lights and special effects so that we won't be bored
by the endless streams of information that hit us from all directions.

when the public becomes bored with one thing, they quickly move
to something else new or to something which has been out of the picture
for a period of time. Thus, UFOs have become "in" again, or at least

one aspect of UFOs: Abductions. The sole reason for this new interest
is the appearance of a mainstream author on the scene, Whitley Strieber.
Strieber's book COMMUNION has mixed several sure-fire ingredients to
be a success. He has name recognition as an author of best-selling
novels on contemporary problems and pop culture superstitions like
vampires, werewolves; etc. In COMMUNION, he has written not only about
UFUs but about.the most bizarre, controversial aspect of the phenomenon.

And he has @ well-established public relations machine. The result is

1



the number one non-fiction book in America, no mean feat. And be

assured, if Richard Haines, or Bruce Maccabee, or Larry Fawcett had

written the same book word for word it would not be where it is today.
Strieber has touched American culture and understands it. He transmits

his understanding through the pipelines of pop culture, radio and TV.

Like it or not, UFOlogists haven't been able to do this. The public
responds to personal experiences, not hard facts and detailed analysis.

Then, as quickly as this response comes,it will fade to another topic.
What does this all mean for us? It means that people are talking

UFOs now, but basically just abductions. New members of UFO groups often

desire to study and investigate only abductions, finding other aspects

of UFOlogy anticlimactic. A recent ABC "20/20" broadcast dealt with

UFO abductions. What you don't know is that they had planned to do more

on government interest in UFOs but cancelled at the last minute because

they didn't have time to discuss it.

We encourage research into all areas of UFOlogy. However, we

decry a "trendiness" which makes UFOlogy one-dimensional and risks

losing an audience for other fascinating fields of our subject.

CONFIRMATION OF MJ-12?

The 1954 memo reproduced in CAUS Bulletin seems to be positive

proof that at one time a special study group called MJ-12 existed.

Acquisition of the so-called "Cutler memo" was reported in the Nov./

Dec. 1986 issue of the International UFO Reporter after it was unearthed

by author William Moore. CAUS has reported in full on MJ-12 in the

December 1985 Just Cause.

The MJ-12 group was supposed to have been set up to investigate

physical evidence of the Roswell, New Mexico UFO crash, according to

Lee Graham, our original source who had seen a copy of a full MJ-12

committee report on the incident. Efforts to confirm to existence of
MJ-12 have been frustrated by lack of assurance from any agency that

MJ-12 files were available, until the National Archives released a copy

of the Cutler memo.

The memo itself is not exactly dramatic, as you can see. There

is no mention of UFOs, but for those who remember our previous report

the name of General Nathan Twining should be very familiar. He was re-

ported by Graham to be an MJ-12 member and this does seem to be con-

firmed here. The date of the memo indicates that MJ-12 went well be-

yond the originally reported date of September 18, 1947, meaning that

Roswell may not have been it's only objective (note: In a recent con-

versation, Graham has revised his recollection of the date to September

24, 1947. This due to a recent discovery of the document page contain-

ing the correct date).

The memo goes further to connect MJ-12 to the National Security

Council, a group very much in the control of the president, then Eisen-

hower. It is not likely that we can get quick confirmation of MJ-12

from the NSC. We recall an incident a few years ago when an NSC re-

presentative, a Colonel Douglas, visited a Cable News Network office

in Washington, D.C. in January 1985 to view an advance of the CNN

Special Assignment report on the 1980 Bentwaters UFO sightings. Our

contactat CNN told us that the colonel took notes and left without

comment. Upon later requests to the NSC for the reason behind Colonel

Douglas's visit we were told that no such event took place, and further,
they didn't even know a Colonel Douglas. (His credentials were checked

at the office and-appeared to be genuine). We tend to believe that the

2
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NSC does such things and later denies same, a la "Mission: Impossible®

(The secretary will disavow .... etc.). If anyone doubts this you haven't
been watching the Iran/Contra hearings.

With all this under consideration we still have some doubts about

the Cutler memo. We are not yet satisfied about the bigger picture it

paints. If MJ-12 is so "Top Secret",why the blatant slip in security

that allows it to be discovered in the National Archives so easily?

Why was nothing else found either at the Archives or at the Eisenhower

Library which has been checked?
CAUS associate Robert Todd, whose advice we value enormously,

has learned that the National Archives itself is beginning to question

the document's authenticity. There are format flaws: misplacement of

the security marking under the date instead of above; mixture of diff-

ering degrees of classification (i.e. Top Secret Restricted); the doc-

ument having the appearance of a carbon copy but not being labeled as

a copy as other documents in our files are so labeled. It also lacked

a TS control number which all documents must contain for proper filing

and retrieval. An archivist questioned about these concerns stressed

that anyone could plant a phony document by walking in, asking for a

box of files for research purposes, inserting the hoax into a folder

and then leaving. The initial lack of a control number could be evidence

of this. Little can be done to monitor every researcher using the files.

We would like to think that this information is true and that

history-making revelations are on the way. However, facts dictate our

decisions and we are not ready to endorse the Cutler memo as genuine

until all questions are answered.

MJ-12 YET AGAIN!

Events on this subject are fast-breaking! Since mid-March, we

have heard no less than a dozen rumors of major revelations about UFOs

through news media sources. The focus of the rumors circulated around

William Moore and contacts and documents which he possessed concerning

crashed-discs, MJ-12, Project Aquarius; etc. The media revelations were

promised within a month but to date nothing has happened. The CBS show
"60 Minutes" was said to be producing a major UFO story as well. Many

independent contacts have confirmed this to CAUS, yet once again in-

quiries to CBS were often met with a terse "no comment."
Just as the rumors began to die down Moore's newsletter Focus

appeared in May with several pages of portions of documents supplied

to him by intelligence contacts. The pages are difficult to reproduce
clearly so we would advise readers who wish to obtain copies to contact
Moore at: Fair Witness Project, Inc., 4219 W. Olive St., Suite 247,

Burbank, Ca. 91505.

Two major documents of interest were contained in his mailing.

One was the title page and a page of text from a report on Project
Aquarius (See CAUS Bulletin for a reproduction of the title page). A
former military intelligence officer close to us says that he can re-
call the term "Project Aquarius" and remembers seeing the emblem on the
cover of the report elsewhere. This was all he could say about it though.
The document has the appearance of coming from photographic film, per-
haps microfilm, but this is pure speculation. It would seem unusual
for a hoaxer to use film instead of straight copy in preparing such
material. There is general agreement that some of the markings on the
report are genuine but others are puzzling. For example, deletions are
made but do not appear to be official deletions. They seem to be done
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by those distributing the documents to the public. On one page of
cla Soumervt one can read under the deletion, simply saying

copies 3 downers. eee unreadable terms. The government always
iicteihutton. Shek bee es deletions, and then copies the copy for

ession, but not in Ohh ett tee the Aquarius document in our poss-
tecumenk, FOLtaci is mailing, is the so-called "Sigma/Snowbird"
° « - y Classified "Top Secret", it also bears the stamp
"Unclassified." It should have been stamped "Declassified" as there

1s a distinct difference. "Unclassified" means the document bears

no secursty restrictions while "Declassified" means that the doc-

ca oheta soungne ded from a higher level of security classification.
’ ocument was improperly marked with this stamp.

The ile of the report on Project Aquarius describes the U.S.
government's investigation of "UFO/IAC" sightings (Identified Alien

Crafts) and contacts, and the influence of these on our space program.

The other major document of interest is a three-page briefing

paper of what is clearly the same document that Lee Graham saw several

years ago on MJ-12. Classified "Top Secret-Eyes Only," it identifies
Admiral Roscoe Hillenkoetter, first head of the CIA and former NICAP

poare eer? as ae Thus, each member of this group had their
espective code names. According to a footnote in the report

Secretary James Forrestal's death in 1949 created a vacancy on MJ-12
which was filled on August 1, 1950, by General Walter B. Smith, who
was sere: the second head of the CIA.

izable deletions appear on page 3 of the paper but an obvious

renerence is made to the Roswell, N.M. crash with the statement that,

a secret operation was begun on 07 July, 1947, to assure recovery of

the ak pa of this object for scientific study."

so released by Moore is a highly-suspect CIA memo, very cryptic

in content and signed by "MJ-5." There are many problems in form are
style with this paper which forces us to question it's alleged govern-

ment origin. The year of the memo is blacked out, making it untrace-

able. The security markings are misplaced and standard CIA stationery,

used to reply to the public, constitutes the paper used by the writer.

The inclusion of it with the other documents without any real qualif-

ication suggests a “guilt by association," i.e. if the CIA memo is

suspect and it comes from the same source as the Aquarius document

and the MJ-12 briefing ed Peet the others tainted?
These are disquieting little problems and we would advise caution

in discussing this information as hard evidence at present until there

are assurances that a — Dome eee government reports. CAUS will

do what it can to help -in these efforts.

LATE NOTES

Just as we are going to print we have received a reply from the

CIA regarding the above-mentioned CIA memo.According to Lee Strickland,

the CIA's Information and Privacy Coordinator, in a letter dated May

29, 1987: “We regret that we are unable to assist you in this matter.

Your Exhibit 1 (the CIA memo) was not originated by the CIA; it is a
rather poorly done fabrication. We suggest that you contact your source

for further information on it's origin."
It’ is evident that there is something of a "disinformation"

campaign ongoing from unauthorized internal government sources or out-
siders. Is it intended to destroy the reputations of researchers in
government UFO secrecy? We must be mindful of this and exercise great
skepticism when dealing with extraordinary revelations. Truth can sur-

vive a test of fire and CAUS is not afraid to use a flame thrower!
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EDITORIAL

We had planned to do a feature on the Alaskan/JAL UFO incident

of November 17, 1986, which has been the subject of much discussjon in

in the press. Unfortunately, we are the victims of a new FAA policy.

As is our usual method of researching a government-related UFO

incident, we filed a FOIA request with the FAA within days of the first

public knowledge of the story. We had received several delaying letters
promising files when they could be collected and copied. Finally, the

FAA responded with an unusual letter.
In the days of Project Blue Book, a press release would have been

pared to answer questions about a UFO incident which may have received
é fair amount of publicity. However, upon receiving inquiries about the

encounter, the FAA decided to market their full investigation to the
ic by placing notices in newspapers and by running radio spots. For
are documents, photos, computer printouts and tape recordings. A

ge deal of $194. 30 is offered for everything or a mini-deal of $94.30
all but the tape recordings. Individual items may be purchased also.

Certainly the FAA can't be accused of a cover-up with this tactic.

what it does do though is place a punishing financial burden on those

who seek to do detailed work on the sighting. Cost recovery for the FAA

is one thing but $50 for a single 90 minute cassette is an outrage by
anyone's standards (except perhaps for the government which thinks little

of paying $700 for a common hammer).
As a result of this, we must delay our discussion of the JAL UFO

encounter until we obtain the proper materials from the FAA. We did not

want to rely on newsclips alone for our report.

Additionally, our State Department request in the current Just

Cause cost nearly $80 to pursue. Records acquisition must be done with

caution now as we are being charged full fees under the FOIA by most

agencies we contact. Slowly but surely, freedom of information is becoming

a pursuit of the wealthy only.

Wwe are staying with it however. It is only the promise of signif-

icant discovery that keeps CAUS alive. We won't beg for funds perpetuahly

or form alliances with UFO zealots to improve our lot. This is a mission

that will end when the UFO mystery is solved. There is no telling when

this will happen but eventually it will.

For info on the FAA file write: FAA; Attn: PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE,

AAL-5; 701 C St., BOX 14; ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99513.
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BOOK REVIEW

We aren't in the habit of doing book reviews but one is worth

the space. UFOS AND THE EXTRATERRESTRIAL CONTACT MOVEMENT by George

Eberhart is a monumental bibliography of UFO literature that eclipses

every previous work,.in size and completeness. Virtually all known

important printed information on UFOs is referenced somewhere in this

2-volume set.

Volume one deals with the UFO subject itself while volume two

covers contactees and other topics tangehtially related to UFOs.

Several sections concern government/military attitudes and documents

which will aid present and future FOIA UFO researchers. I personally

found the section "UFO Cases 1651-1945" fascinating as it puts the

UFO phenomenon in a deeply-historical context. It is difficult not to

be awed by so many references to strange aerial objects in 1853, or

1882, or 1909, or 19133 etc.

The problem with a work like Eberhart's is that it is so com-

prehensive, it will inevitably be frustrating. A researcher will dis-

cover a list of references in the bibliography only to find out how

difficult it is to locate many of them in organized institutional or

public libraries. It is almost mandatory that a seeker of UFO liter-

ature know a UFOlogist to point the way or provide the needed inform-

ation from private files. Eberhart recognizes this problem and has

urged libraries to begin collecting UFO literature as, at very least,

an important example of modern popular culture.

The price tag is steep at $97.50 but the old saying that "you

get what you pay for" applies here. There will simply be nothing

better in the foreseeable future than this bibliography.

Contact: Scarecrow Press; Box 656; Metuchen, New Jersey 08840.

While on the subject of books, Budd Hopkins' new book, THE

INTRUDERS, will be available this spring. It promises to be another

"grade A" UFO study, as was his previous book MISSING TIME.

Finally, there will be a sequel to CLEAR INTENT in 1988. It

will be called CONCLUSION: UNKNOWN! but don't bombard us with questions

about it yet. It is still some time off.

NOTES

The Defense Intelligence Agency has released a single docu-

ment on the Brazilian radar/visual encounters of May 19,°1986. Ina

letter to Robert Todd of,.December 9, 1986, the DIA released a one-

yaye document and withheld a document for teasons of national security.
The page we have is a typical information message summarizing the

various incidents as reported in U.S. press accounts. The Defense
Attache in Brasilia who sent the message added this interesting comment:

"While RO does not believe in UFOs or all the hoopla that

surrounds previous reporting, there is too much here to be

ignored. Three visual sightings and positive radar contact

from three different types of radar systems leads one to

believe that something arrived over Brazil the night of 19 May."

(emphasis added)

FLASH FLASH FLASH FLASH FLASH FLASH FLASH FLASH FLASH

We have just been advised that the National Security Agency has

confirmed Project Aquarius (CAUS Bulletin, Dec. 85) as_an Air Force

2



UFO project. One of OUr members,
letters sent to Senators John Gle
this was so. Stone requested the

Clifford Stone, received copies of
nn and Peter Domenici affirming that
assistence of the Senators when thNSA became balky at responding to his requests on Aquarius. This Bondsas a striking reversal to previous statements about th iship of Aquarius to UFOs. Apparently, the NSA does have thelr pan *eeo-ject Aquarius" which they claim doesn't relate to UFOs. Feeling pressurefrom public inquiries which confused the NSA's "Aquarius" with therumored Aquarius/ UFO project, the NSA seemingly has decided to "spillthe beans" on the Air Force. Why this happened is unknown since asimple "no" to the Senators probably would not have gone any further.The NSA may have felt that with the number of inquiries coming in sudden-

ly on Aquarius, there may have been a "smoking gun" in someone’ss hands
that would have rendered additional denials into the category of "bald-
faced lie".

There is a hot pursuit now ongoing regarding Project Aquarius
and we will keep our readers advised.

LATE WORD ON ALASKA/ JAL UFO

We have just received a 7-page release of Alaskan Air Command
records on the JAL UFO sighting of last November 17. The records were

sent as a result of a request under the FOIA by Larry Fawcett. Since
the Air Force had been very closed-mouthed aboutthe sighting from it's

first wave of press coverage, we had not expected to hear any positive

news from the AAC. However, the records do confirm the Air Force's

contention that their own radar trackings of unknowns at the time of

the sighting were due to “erroneous data". On page 4 of this bulletin

we attach a copy of one of the detailed statements by an air traffic

controller on duty at the time.

VIETNAM-ERA UFOS

We would like to solicit from our readers any information re-

garding UFO sightings by military personnel during the Vietnam War

period. We had touched upon this briefly in CLEAR INTENT and have heard

many stories about such events, one of which is attached here. We nave

received a number of helpful responses to our previous appeal for in-

formation on Foo-frighters, which will be covered in a future issue.

Our thanks to those individuals and to those who may help in this quest.
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The UFO (News) Paper Chase . . . continued

By

larry W. Bryant

Like the perennial, active stage of herpes simplex, the subject of UFO reality
every now and then rises from the depths of the 1968 Condon Committee Whitewash of the
"UPO problem" to haunt those military officials who prefer to dismiss the subject as a
mixture of myth and of misdirected energy on the part of some citizens who are demand-
ing a full accounting for the Government's UFO information.

One of my latest challenges to the status quo consists of an advertisement JI sub-

mitted to the weekly, commercially printed newspaper at Carswell Air Force Base, Texas.
Such papers are called commercial-enterprise newspapers; this means that their editor-

ial content is determined by the military installation's public affairs office and that
their advertising content (which provides the commercial contract printer -- a.k.a. the

"publisher" -- the revenue by which to print the paper in several thousand copies) is

determined in part by the printer but ultimately by the contract's initiator, the Public

Affaire Officer -- who is the true publisher.

Acting on behalf of their installation commanders, some public affairs officers

think they have every right to rule on the acceptability of "questionable" ads, depend-

ing on the ad's degree of controversy and on the officer's interpretation of the appli-

cable public-affairs directives. These directives, incidentally, spell out no concrete

stenderds by which to judge the acceptability of proposed advertising. The omission of

those standards -- which are deemed optional by private-sector newspapers -- thus cannot

survive a legal challenge, simply because a military newspaper carries the imprimatur of

the U. S. Gevernment, which of course is forbidden by the Constitution from exercising

erbitrary (and/or capricious), prior-restraint censorship of citizens' views on public
issues.

Now, of course, we all know how controversial can be the subject of UFO's -= espec-

jelly if part of that subject concerns so-called crash-landed "flying saucers" and the

retrieved ocoupents thereof.

No-one, therefore, could be much surprised at Carswell's reaction to my display-
type ad, which reads as follows, and which derives from the ongoing research behind the

1980 book The Roswell Incident, by William L. Moore:

* Published by Citizens Against UFO Secrecy (CAUS) (Washington, D.C. Office: 3528
Marthe Custis Drive, Alexandria, VA 22302 -= USA; telephone: (703) 931-3941).
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J. ALLEN HYNEK 1910-1986

We must report, with regret, the passing of Dr. J. Allen Hynek,
Astronomer and former Air Force consultant to Project Blue Book. Dr.
Hynek died of a malignant brain tumor at Scottsdale Memorial Hospital
in Arizona on April 27th.

His credentials in the UFO field are well-known to long time
ists. More than anyone else, he brought respectability to the

of UFOs, especially during times when the full forcesof gov-
and the media were coming down hard on such research efforts.

ing the true scientist, Dr. Hynek kept his mind open and tried

evidence, with which he might come to some logical conclusions

Unfortunately, the evidence always proved to be very elusive.
itists equated "elusive" with "non-existent" and thus turned

the problem. But Dr. Hynek could not shrug off the tens of

s of eyewitnesses with simplistic labels like "kook", "drunk",

\orant." He gave the witnesses due respect and acquired fascin-

information in return, which eventually appeared in his books and
es. His recognition that through all the smoke and haze of mis-

mation, genuine nuggets of scientific knowledge could be obtained

S

t

Sin1 aA
UrUlduU

KH

U (
o
m
e
)

M
 
c
t
 
c
t
r

a K
H

=
)

3 a8
)

2
]

2

=
J

1
 
©

)

)

(s

3
0
.
 
0
n
F

UA
)

¢ Cc O

+ 
@ c
t

QGuUUUL

D
 

YU

=
|

OUS

“
O
M
 

m
M
 
O
r
t
a

I
w
e
r
w
H

—
t
y
 

c
t

3
 

=:

N
H
O
W

3 
b
e
 

O
O
 
@

5
)

X
I
o
O
a
o
 

F
r
:

o
O

, might be regarded as his greatest lesson to present and future
Ss of unexplained aerial phenomena.

To CAUS, Dr. Hynek's eventual endorsement of our position on

government duplicity to cover-up UFOs was a great boost. It told us
we were doing the right thing in our pursuit of evidence and that this
evidence was adequate to prove our point. Coming from the Air Force's
own former debunker, this meant much to us. And we will continue to
follow his desire for an answer to the UFO phenomenon.

Or. Hynek came into this world on Halley's Comet in 1910 and
we are grateful that he was able to claim the last empty seat on it in
1986 to take his ultimate trip into the cosmos.
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UFO/MILITARY ENCOUNTER IN BRAZIL

As we go to press, a major UFO wave in Brazil’ seems to be on-
going. So far, we have the following:

Ozires Silva, head of the state oil company, was preparing to
land his Brazilian-made Xingu aircraft at an air force base 66 miles
from Sao Paulo on May 19th. He suddenly saw three colored lights in

1
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Ground Saucer Watch, Inc., et al., v. CLA, et al., Civil Action 78-859 (D.D.C.)

VWOAY NEAR ON FOLA LAWSUTIT- (Washington, D.C.) On or about December 17, 1978,
~

the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) i3 scheduled to release the results of

its comprehensive search of fF les for UFO-related docusencs sade {n accordance

with a stioulation submitted in September (1978) by Peter Gersten, attorney

for Ground Saucer Watch (GSW).

The stipulation, submitted at the request of the CIA through U.S. Attorney

William Briggs, specified which components of the Agency the plaintiff, GSW,

wanted searched in line with the amended complaint Gersten filed in beh. che

Phoenix-based research group in August. (Following a July 7th Status Call

ference, GSW was granted permissicn by the Court to seek all CIA UFO documents

in an amended complaint.) By mid-September, the stipulation was made an official

court order by U.S. District Judge John Pratt and the CIA was given 90 days to

Search the stipulated components, make determinations of releasibility, and in-

dex. whatever documents it intended to withhold.

Prior to the stipulation, the CIA, in a letter to CAUS Director W. Todd

Zechel, indicated it had already located "1,000 additional pages" of UFO mater-

ials. Subsequently, U.S. Attorney Briggs, representing the CIA, indicated to

Peter Gersten that the Agency had found a "substantial" number of documents in

addition to the 1,000 pages previously mentioned--perhaps as many as 10,000.

‘
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On November 24, 1978, U.S. Attorney Briggs informed Gersten that the CIA

expected to comply with the 90-day stipulation and would produce by December

17th the documents considered releaseable, along with an affidavit detailing

the documents being withheld, including a list of exemptions claimed for each

item being denied. According to Gersten, "Once again, the U.S. Attorney indicated

that the documents are believed to be substantial in number, but refused--because

of the short period of time--to indicate the exact amount."

Gersten also disclosed that on November 22 he received three documents from

the Defense Intelligence Agency which had been forwarded to the Department of

Defense from the CIA, pursumt to the FOIA suit. Of the three DIA documents,

two had not been previously released and contained Intelligence Reports (IRs)

of civilian UFO sightings in Iran during June and July of 1978. The third doc-

ument was the previously-released "Iranian Report" of September 1976. All three

reports were originated by the U.S. Defense Attache's Office (USDAO) in Tehran.

(In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, only the originating

agency is empowered to declassify and/or release documents. Thus, whatever doc-

uments the CIA locates in its files that were originated by other agencies

must be forwarded to the pertinent agency for review and release.)

However, although the DIA documents revealed two UFO incidents most research-

ers were unaware of, the most significant disclosure was contained in IR 6 846 0392

78. Page two of the report makes reference to an evaluation performed on the now-

famous Iranian incident of September 1976, referring to an analysis conducted by

a DIA component coded as "DB-3B2. (This component as subsequently identified as

the "Directorate of Intelligence Research-Western Division" by Louis Foster,

FOIA Officer of the DIA.) At this point, it is not clear as to whether the eval-

uation was complete and/or that any conclusions were arrived at. Foster stated

he would release the evaluation document to CAUS, along with two other DIA IRs

originated in 1974 from a country not specified in the conversation.

Currently, a small amount of confusion exists as to how many of the doc-

uments the CIA has located were originated by Department of Defense components.

Gersten received a letter from Charles Hinkle, Director of Freedom of Information

and Security Review, DOD, stating that his office had received a number of doc-

uments from the CIA to be returned to the originator for clearance. Curiously,

however, Hinkle's letter identifies the originating agencies as the Defense

Intelligence Agency and the U.S. Army--no mention was made of the Air Force,

which seemingly would have transmitted a large number of UFO-related messages

to the CIA. Gersten queried the U.S, Attorney about the matter, but only managed
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to determine that the CIA forwarded "'at least 100 documents
of Defense,

" to the Department .
If this figure is accurate, and Gersten's estimate--based on commentsmade by the U.S, Attorney--that the CIA has located in excess of 5,000 documentsis equally correct, then it would seem the Agency's information channels pro-vided it with a large amount of purportedly uninvited UFO data.

Obviously, at this point it is extremely difficult to determine how
much information the CIA will release. Speculation about the forthcoming -event
consists mostly of expressions of distrust of the CLA, with many informed ob-
servers suspecting the really significant material will either be withheld or
"not found." Former CIA employees, in particular those who worked in the Office
of Scientific Intelligence (OSI) or the National Photographic Interpretation
Center (NPIC), cling to the position that the Agency had no interest or in-
volvement with UFOs beyond the Robertson Panel (January 1953).
noted, however,

It should be

that these individuals do not enjoy a reputation for being
candid or forthright about events they've been directly involved in. Therefore,

g y y
it is difficult to attach much eredibility to their comments.

Comment: The GSW FOTA lawsuit is probably one of the sost isportant events in

the history of UFOlogy, yet it receives very-lictle attenticn in the UFOlogical

press and has gathered little Support other than expressions of sympathy. In

the meantime, accusations of multiple crashed saucer recoveries and other un-

substantiated claims are made in a circus sideshow atmosphere, seemingly de-

Signed only to draw attention. Publicity seems more important than results

to these people; allegations are prolific but evidence is scarce. When offered

an opportunity to take part in an effort to bring their claims into court, as

part of an FOIA suit, they hastily back away. But they don't shy away from

publicity or from making more allegations.

CAUS wishes to thank and commend GSW Director William "Bill" Spaulding

for his support, both financially and morally, of the suit. Ground Saucer

Watch, although one of the smallest and least commercial of the major groups,

has financed this tremendous effort out of its own treasury, virtually without

assistance.

Unfortunately, the most difficult part of the lawsuit may lie just ahead.

If the CIA ascidian to withold or expurgate a large number of documents, it will
be up to GSW and Peter Gersten to force these documents to be released through

litigation, defeating the CIA's claimed exemptions by presenting arguments to

t
the court. It won't be easy--not many plaintiffs have ever prevailed agains

EN RO CNT CI tte | ate attendee
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Comment: The reason it took nearly two years to get to the bottom of this case

was because those persons who participated in the event or had knowledge of it

all felt the need to protect the names of the key individuals. Lt. Col. (USAF-

Ret.) Robert Friend believed he was under a caveat not to disclose the names

and, moreover, wouldn't and didn't speak about the incident until the Secretary

of the Air Force's office had cleared it. (This came about as result of Emenegger/

Sandler getting permission to use the case in their film.) Even after Jacobs

discovered the memo in Dr. Hynek's files (seemingly, Hynek "borrowed" the memo

from Project Blue Book files while serving as Scientific Consultant), Friend

felt obligated to protect the sources and swore Jacobs to secrecy about the names.

I was able to ascertain Lundahl's name from Col. Friend, however, through

a series of interviews. At first, Lundahl denied any involvement in the incident,.

but did say it hadn't happened as had been reported. Lundahl also felt obliged

to protect Cmdr. Larsen, knowing this was not an official experiment of any sort

and that Larsen considered it a personal experience. In addition, Lundahl's eventual

admissions rather impugned his top assistant for many years, Bob Neasham. There-

fore, Lundahl was understandably reluctant to discuss the event in any detail.

Be that as it may, it seems to me that the writers and producers who re-

ported the incident should have at least talked with one of the main witnesses

to make sure it had happened as described in Friend's memo. Had they done so,

and had they subjected this case to the kind of scrutiny all UFO incidents need

to be under, it would have never made its way into UFO folklore and I would

have been saved the expense and anguish of investigating it. WTZ

‘glia

FT. RILEY LANDING: HOAX OR DELUSION? - Another case headed for the UFO foklore

collection is one being currently promoted on radio shows across the country

by former soldier stationed at Fort Riley, Kansas, Aaron David Kaback, who claims

to have guarded a "flying saucer" that had landed at the base.

Kaback originally wrote to CAUS on June 29, 1978, stating: "This is probably

the hardest letter that I have ever written But (sic) I swear to God every word

of it is true.'' He then went on to describe how he had been on guard duty sometime

in November of 1965, standing sentry at the motor.pool, when the Duty Officer

came along at about 2 AM and ordered him into his jeep. The 0.D. drove Kaback:to

a remote area on the base, where they met three other enlisted men who had also

been pulled off their regular posts. The four men were taken to the rear of five-

ton truck parked there in the field. According to Kaback:"...we drove for about

10 mimites: and came to an area where there were three officers standing in the
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A Primer on UFOlogy as a

Public Issue

Citizens who are newcomers to the politics of UFO-
logy probably wonder what is the best means for ac-
quiring a capsule explanation of the issues and prin-
cipals involved in this sociopolitical drama of the
past 30-odd years. If you're one of those citizens,
you might find the answers to your questions by re-
viewing two recent media evynts of interest to UFO-
logists and ordinary citizens alike.

NYT

The first is the ground-breaking publication by
The New York Times Magazine (14 Oct 79) of an in-
depth article entitled "UFO Files: The Untold Story,"
by NYC-based freelancer Patrick Huyghe. Tracing the

record of the growing credibility gap between what

the Federal Government secretly collects/evaluates on
UFO's and what it publicly acknowledges/releases,
Fayghe's analysis leaves the reader with a bitter

taste over what essentially is a deliberate, contin-

uous UFO-data coverup by such agencies as the U. S.

Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), the Federal Bureau

of Investigation, the National Security Agency, the

military-service departments, the Department of De-

fense, and the State Department. Needless to say, a

substantial volume of documentation and commentary

digested by Huyghe in the course of his extensive re-

search had to be edited from the piece to conform to

the magazine's word-space limitations. But even so,

for a big-name medium like fhe New York Times to

sponsor sober coverage of such a journalistically

sensitive topic as UFOlogy marks a milestone in pro-
viding that investigative specialty its day in court.

(Xerographic copies of the article may be ordered

direct from the author -- 214 East 83rd Street - 5C,

New York, NY 10028 -- postpaid at $2.50 per copy.)

GSW

And speaking of UFOlogy's day in court: the other

media event occurred in Bronx, N. Y., on October 25,

1979, in the form of a press conference held by CAUS

legal director Peter A. Gersten. Curiously unattend-

ed by local print media representatives (including

The New York Times), the conference was called to pub-

licize the latest developments in the litigation of

Ground Saucer Watch, Inc. Vs. CIA; to highlight the

plans of Gersten to file (on behalf of CAUS) Freedom

of Information Act (FOIA) lawsuits against the Na-

tional Security Agency (NSA) and the Department of the

Air Force; and to dramatize the concern of CAUS mem-

bers and others that the Federal Government's appar-

ent mishandling of legitimate, hard-core UFO data
could endanger the national interest. To support his

intentions and contentions, Gersten distributed a

"press kit" composed, in part, of selected government

"The Lvidence Will Sneak for Ttself"

documents recently obtained via FOJA actions.

Among them was an NSA 1968 monograph, entitled

"UFO Hypothesis and Survival Questions," the

lead paragraph of which reads: "It is the pur-

pose of this monograph to consider briefly some

of the human survival implications suggested by

the various principal hypothesis /Sic.7 concern-
ing the nature of the phenomena loosely categor-

ized as UFO." (Xerogranhic copies of Gersten's

8-page press release (with index to the press

kit) may be ordered direct from CAI/S at the post-

paid price of $2.00 apiece.)

Vv vv
A A "ad A

Call for National Convoca-

tion on UFO Secrecy

A CAUS member in the Washington, D. C., area

has suggested that a coalition of UFO research

groups sponsor and conduct a day-long National

Convocation on FO Secrecy, to be held, appro-

priately enough, in Washington, D.C., to coin-

cide with the anniversary of the amended l. S.

Freedom of Information Act (which took effect on

February 19, 1975).

The convocation's objectives would be to --

® Foster wide-open, robust public discussion

on the policies and practices of Federal, State,

and local agencies in perpetuating official UFO

secrecy. This could include (1) a program of

speakers on specialized topics related to UFO

secrecy news management; (2) a panel of ex-

perts debating one or more of the issues involved;

and (3) the publication of the convocation's pro-

ceedings for sale to the general public.

® Provide a secure forum for heretofore unde-

clared witnesses to officially suppressed UFO data

in which their testimony can receive its day in

court without being subjected to the whims of re-

pressive, retributive authority. Presumably,

this might include confessions of l'FO secrecy by

past participants in official UFO research. Tt

also could include the coming forward of princi-

pals involved in cases of alleged retrieval/stor-
age of "crashed saucers."

® Formulate direction of and plans for an ag-

gressive campaign to end UFO secrecy and to co-

ordimte the releasé and publication of hereto-

fore secret UFO data in the possession of the U.

S. and foreign governments. This could include

a workshop on the mechanics of using the Freedom

of Information Act as the primry tool by which

to ferret desired data. It also could include

formation of a lobbying corps to bring legisila-



tive reform to the Executive Branch's continuing
efforts at maintaining UFO secrecy.

® Affirm and renew the resolve of concerned citi-
ini to counter any present or future instance of
FO secrecy perpetrated by any official in the cou-

rse of investigating UFO encounters or in the pro-

cessing/evaluating of UFO data submitted to govern-
ment agencies for analysis.

@ Honor the work of Major Donald E. Keyhoe (USMC,
Ret.), the "father" of anti-UFO secrecy, as the im-
petus for "citizens against UFO secrecy." This
could include a testimonial, "contributors' plate"
dinner in his honor (with "roasting"?), the proceeds

of which would be applied to special projects.

MANAGING THE PROJECT

of course, any undertaking of this magnitude

would require thorough planning, sound management,

adequate funding, and the dedication and hard work

of volunteers. Assuming those resources can be ac-
quired and marshaled within the next year or so, is

there anybody out there who'd be interested in be-
coming the Project Manager for this call to action?

And are there any persons able and willing to join

him/her in forming the cadre of planners and coordi-
nators necessary for developing and executing the

project? If so, please send your names and qualifi-

cations descriptors to CAUS headquarters immediately.

This is your chance to get involved, to help build

on our growing record of success in dispelling ig-

norance of (and/or apathy toward) the dangers of sus-
tained UFO secrecy.

VW
A
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Foreign Forum

It doesn't take long for U. S.-grown UFOlogists

to realize that official UFO secrecy is confined no

more to North America than is inflation. A subscrip-

tion for one or two foreign UFO journals soon bears

this out. Of course, in the Soviet Union and other

totalitarian nations, everything of political impor-

tance starts out a secret. There, even the fact

that UFO secrecy exists probably ought to be kept @

secret in the eyes of some government leaders.

(Which was the case here in the United States when

UFO's debuted upon modern man's consciousness; now,

with the evidence of Project Blue Book largely de-

classified, all those official pronouncements of a

policy of non-UFO secrecy have a distinctly hollow

ring.)

CAUS correspondents in Spain, for example --

having applauded American efforts at ridding the

Executive Branch of any hold-over UFO secrecy policy/
practices -- acknowledge their own government's poor

record in fostering a free-flow of vital UFO data to

the citizenry. In recent correspondence with CAUS,

sSese Carlos Fernandez Garcia, president of Spain's
Institute Reusense de Investigacion Ufologica, ob-

serves: "The reasons of my letter is to express my

solidarity with your efforts to get 8 planification
nf the information about UFO's; so kept in silence

and in secrecy by the governments. We all-studions
cf this phenomenor, know the risks that entrails the

countries of not submission of these objects.”

THE MEXICAN CONNECTION

Back on this side of the Atlantic, we find that

Mexico might be sitting on a powder keg of UFO data.

Case in point: Mexican embassy officials in Wash-

ington, 1P.C., have ignored CAUS inquiries about the

Mexican role in the ''.5.-led recovery of an alleged

flying saucer that crash-landed on Mexican soil on

December 8, 1950. According to UFO researcher W.

Todd Zechel, the military recovery team out of Cars-

well Air Force Base, Tex., managed to dupe the Mex-

icans into thinking that the saucer was nothing more

than an experimental American craft -~ and hence the

province/property of the border-crossing /. S. re-

trievers.

One easily can speculate on the Mexican embassy's

demonstrated reticence about the event. Maybe the

Mexican officials merely are embarrassed by this mo-

mentous intelligence scoop sprung on them by their

neighbor to the north; and so they wish not to re-

open that old wound in their international image.

Or maybe they're a party to a U.S.-engineered con-

spiracy to suppress all past/present/future data
about the recovery mission, with the understanding

that the Mexican government share the wealth of

knowledge derived from any on-going analysis of the

craft. Then, a third theory would be a hybrid of

the first two. Whichever theory survives the test

of time, you can be sure that the next UFC that

crash-lands in Mexico will receive not only royal

treatment by the natives, but also the careful at-

tention cf a Mexican-led recovery team, acting on

strict orders to resist interference from the greedy

gringos from Texas.

In the meantime, CAl'S researchers are trying an-

other approach for cracking Mexico's wall of se-

crecy surrounding not just the 1950 case but also,

presumably, any present or future body cf valid UFO

data. The results of this effort will be reported

at a later date.

A NOTE TO CANADIAN CAUSians

At least one Canada-tased UFO researcher is on

the trail of alleged European retrievals (hardware

and/or software). If any cf the incidents pans out,

it will dispel the notion that disabled UFO's some-

how prefer to land on our side of the globe. CAI'S

plans to pursue the secrecy aspect of these inci-

dents, and we commend our Canadian brethren for

their investigative prowess tc date.

vv

Carter's

vv vv

Broken Promise

LARRYW. BRYANT#

In today's trend toward single-issue candi-

dacy/recall on the part of the electorate, Presi-

dent Jimmy Carter's chances at reelection are

slim indeed.

If you objectively can point to a string of

broken campaign promises as the culprit in Mr.

One Time's decline and fall, you should include

among them his apparent failure to, in his words,

want of information and the attitude taken for many
oy



agake every piece of information this country has
bout UFO sightings available to the Public and the

scientists."
though he did ask his science/technolopy advi

- ae into the advisability of having rn Tart hl
aercnautics and Space Administration reopen a for-

1 federal Government examination of the UFO prob-
jen (an act comparable to asking the oil cartel to
report on the causes of worldwide inflation), Presi-
dent carter nonetheless lost the chance for a turna-
pout in the credibility of officialdom's reaction to,

zed handling of, that problem.

Bas his rene ging due to a grand scheme to suppress
vital UFO data from public view? Some of the hund-

reds of citizens who have bothered to write their

views to the President probably would think so.

TMs PULSE OF DISILWSTONMENT

Citizens’ letters to the President on UFO's --

representing all walks of life, all political/re-

ligious persuasions, all extremes of UFMlogical or-
ientation -- carry a popular message, best depicted *

ir. quotations from a few of the letters at random:

@ In your recent televised talk to the American

public, you stated that you were going to honor all

of your campaign promises. Mr. President, do you im

tend to honcr the above promise? Having researched

the problem of Government documentation regarding
UFO's, I am aware of quite a bit of such documenta-

tion currently being held by various Government ag-

encies ami departments. I would be more than will-

ing to submit specific details of the existence of
this documentation to you for any action you deem

appropriate.

@ I was surprised to learn about your intended

action concerning UFO's. The magazine U. S. News

& World Report states that the President himseif
would disclose information on UFO's that will as-

tound and surprise the American public. Is this in-

formation derived from the Project Blue Book or any

other governmental projects? Or is this new infor-

mation that has been kept from the public? As the

mapazine reports, Mr. President, you will disclose

tris information towards the end of the year. Is

this a true statement? J am concerned about UFO ac-

tivity in the U. S. amd their meaning of existence.

I would appreciate a letter of reply. May J thank

you for being concerred over this important matter.

® Mr. Carter, J have followed the UFO mystery for

over 25 years. In that time, I have seen USAF of-
ficers make comments about UFO sighters far worse

than the comment Paul Rand Dixon made recently about

Ralph Nader. YJ would hope that you will very quick-

ly make “every piece of information" the government
has about UFO's publicly available. I would hope

that this would include information as to just who
in the Federal Government is currently investigating

them. Officially, or at least for public consump-
tion, the USAF has been out of it since late 1969,

but there are a great many people who feel that
theirs was merely the overt investigation and that
covertly another agency (a special branch of the |
CIA has been mentioned by some researchers) has both

Carried out investigations of UFO reports and harried

sighters into not publicly reporting details of
their observations/encounters with UFO's. Your
assistance in piercing the "silence Curtain”
thrown up around UFO sightings for many years by
the USAF and other agencies will be greatly ap-
preciated.

@ T have read several books on 'FO's, and J am
convinced beyond any doubt that they are not were

figments of the imagination, but actually alien
spacecraft from other worlds. My own sightings con-
vinced me even more. I have read (in that same ar-

ticle) that you have seen a FO yourself. When T
first became interested in FO's I was very much a

skentic. But now T am completely the opposite. In

these books I have read about government cover-ups,

especially Air Force. J have read and 7 am con-

vinced that both the government and the Air Force

do in fact know that most UFO's are alien space-

craft. Of course, I am aware there have been many

hoaxes. JI have read that the Air Force has even

threatened people who have had sightings with good

evidence not to talk to the press or anybody about

their sightings. This should stop immediately!

Should good, decent citizens be intimidated when

they have the right to know the truth?! J am sure

that by now you know the truth about UFO's. of

course, I have heard theories that there would be

widespread panic, but J believe this is terribly
underestimating the common sense of the American

people. I believe if the government released, for

publication, all UFO information over the course

of the next few years it would not come as such a

shock. After all, in a recent nationwide poll, 15

million Americans say they have seen a UFO. I re-

alize UFO's are not a major national concern, so I

can't expect you to do anything about it right away.

I strongly believe that releasing all information

on UFO's is something vou can't put off. JI have

seen that in just your first month in office you

are a man of action, ami not afraid to do things
differently. For this reason I believe if you

don't do it, nobody will for a long, long time.

@ I do believe the time has come to lift the

lid off and release all the information the gov-

ernment has. Does the government in fact have an

intact alien spacecraft hidden at Wright-Patterson

A.F.3. along with its frozen occupants? As it

sta:ds now there is enough evewitness testimony to

say that something is or was hidden at the base.

T realize this inform tion would have to be re-

leased slowly because of tne effect it wa:ld have

on some people. But it would be a great step in

bringing back an open government -- not one shrou-

ded in secrecy. Reply wanted, please.

The Secretary of the Air Force's replies to

these honest expressions of anticipation and con-

cern generally have consisted of a form-letter re-

sponse that says, in effect, "Thanks for writing,

but we neither seek nor need vour advice/support

on this irksome matter /ésnecially for our vari-
ous mail processors along the way from White House

to Pentagon/." Little wonder that any registered-
to-vote recipient of that pat AF response would
be disinclined to renew his/her faith in the Car-
ter persona come election time.

Of course, it's possible that the Prestdency
e +



is not the fountainhead of official UFO secrecy.

Considering Carter's apparent overall naivetee on

other issues of national concern or commitment,

who's to say that, as regards the UFO controversy,

he's not merely accepting at face value the nut-off

answers of his intelligence advisors’

Whether RSer or bungler, President Carter has

left a sizable chunk of the electorate disillusion-

ed and dismayed over the nonfulfillment of his al-

Put, really, when you
think about it -- you who've seen previous aig
dents dodge the UFO issue, term after term -~ wna
VFO-oriented citizen actually ever has expected
Jimmy Carter to plunge into the politics of UFO-
logy?

leged campaign promise.

Mr. Bryant i the comniler-editor 
of an une

His
published book entitled Jinny Carter Answers

UFO Mail: Citizens’ Lettera to tie Presfdenton TFOs-

2

EDITORIAL

The Crashed Saucer Secret: How We're Getting iT | |

Why We'll Tell It aan
LARRY W. BRYANT

Now that its major issue is settled -- j.e., the right of a magazino to publish informtion gleaned
from unclassified sources -- the celebrated case of the U. $. Government Vs. The Progressive Magazine
raises questions about the Federal Government's possidle intervention in the present amd future efforts

of TFOlogy media to pudlicize the facts/myths surrounding the growing susricion that downed (FO hardware/
occupants have been retrieved/stored by U. S. officials.

If upon sifting through rumor after rumor, claim after claim, unsubstantiated fact after unsubstanti-

ated fact, a researcher stumbles across the crucial clue that unlocks Ali Raba's cave of UFO goodies,
what is he to do with that key to the ultimate mystery of UFO's’

A FOOT IN THE DOOR

Well, if the researcher is Leonard Stringfield of Cincinnati, Ohio, the nation's leading specialist in

the lore of “crashed saucers," he will proceed on a careful, methodical course of documentation until all

the pieces of the puzzle are put in their proper places. In Stringfield's case, this means numerous man-

hours of chasing fruitless leads, of enduring the sacrifice of his time needed for family matters, of re-

maining frustrated because of this or that missing element of data or lack of confirmatory evidence for

tre diversity of accounts relayed to him. It also means subjecting himself to abuse from persons w

can't accept the seriousness of his work or who resent his leadership role in it. And it means exnce:
one's published interim reports to the critical whims of other researchers and mass-media analysts+ ¥
too often forget that what the report offers is not the final solution to the UFO controversy, but 5 hee

\ SS
Mea means for arriving at that solution. 

\

Thus, if you're a Leonard Stringfield hot on the trail of retro-UFOlogy (the Mllection/evaluation of
historicel evidence gleaned from newly acquired evidence and testimony), you have every right to be an-

prehensive over whether your government is going to clamp down the secrecy 1id on your findings. Should

such ea governmental incursion into your private life occur, what recourse do you have to protect vour in-

terests as a free citizen and to assure that the public's right to know is maintained free of prior-re-
straint censorship?

HAVE NO FLAR 
-

If you follow the example of The Progressive's publisher, you'll enlist the aid of such publiG-dntere
est groups as Citizens Against UFO Secrecy and the American Civil liberties Union, both of which“stand<
ready to advise you of your legal rights and obligations when Big Brother comes calling. Am! xou' ly
on the glare of widespread publicity as a weapon to counteract any unconstitutional act that go

officials might be contemplating using against you.

With that knowledge and assurance in hand, you will remain in a strong
ed government control and to perservere in your efforts at being a conduit

position to withstam! unwarrant-
of information from, and among,

suurces heretofore entrenched in reticence.
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PAYDAY NEAR ON FOTIA LAWSUIT- (Washington, D.C.) On or about December 17, 1978,

the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) is scheduled to release the results of

its comprehensive search of files for UFO-related documents made in accordance

with a stipulation submitted in September (1978) by Peter Gersten, attorney

for Ground Saucer Watch (GSW).

The stipulation, submitted at the request of the CIA through U.S. Attorney

William Briggs, specified which components of the Agency the plaintiff, GSW,

wanted searched in line with the amended complaint Gersten filed in beh. «he

Phoenix-based research group in August. (Following a July 7th Status Call

ference, GSW was granted permission by the Court to seek all CIA UFO documents

in an amended complaint.) By mid-September, the stipulation was made an official

court order by U.S. District Judge John Pratt and the CIA was given 90 days to

search the stipulated components, make determinations of releasibility, and in-

dex whatever documents it intended to withhold.

Prior to the stipulation, the CIA, in a letter to CAUS Director W. Todd

Zechel, indicated it had already located "1,000 additional pages" of UFO mater-

ials. Subsequently, U.S. Attorney Briggs, representing the CIA, indicated to

Peter Gersten that the Agency had found a "substantial" number of documents in

addition to the 1,000 pages previously mentioned--perhaps as many as 10,000.
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On November 24, 1978, U.S. Attorney Briggs informed Gersten that the CIA

expected to comply with the 90-day stipulation and would produce by December

17th the documents considered releaseable, along with an affidavit detailing

the documents being withheld, including a list of exemptions claimed for each

item being denied. According to Gersten, "Once again, the U.S. Attorney indicated

that the documents are believed to be substantial in number, but refused--because

of the short period of time--to indicate the exact amount.”

Gersten also disclosed that on November 22 he received three documents from

the Defense Intelligence Agency which had been forwarded to the Department of

Defense from the CIA, pursumt to the FOIA suit. Of the three DIA documents,

two had not been previously released and contained Intelligence Reports (IRs)

of civilian UFO sightings in Iran during June and July of 1978. The third doc-

ument was the previously-released "Iranian Report" of September 1976. All three

reports were originated by the U.S. Defense Attache's Office (USDAO) in Tehran.

(In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act, only the originating

agency is empowered to declassify and/or release documents. Thus, whatever doc-

uments the CIA locates in its files that were originated by other agencies

forwarded to the pertinent agency for review and release.)

syver, although the DIA documents revealed two UFO incidents most research-

ers were unaware of, the most significant disclosure was contained in IR 6 846 0392

Page two of the report makes reference to an evaluation performed on the now-

famous Iranian incident of September 1976, referring to an analysis conducted by

a DIA component coded as 'DB-3B2. (This component as subsequently identified as

the "Directorate of Intelligence Research-Western Division" by Louis Foster,

FOIA Officer of the DIA.) At this point, it is not clear as to whether the eval-

uation was complete and/or that any conclusions were arrived at. Foster stated

he would release the evaluation document to CAUS, along with two other DIA IRs

originated in 1974 from a country not specified in the conversation.

Currently, a small amount of confusion exists as to how many of the doc-

uments the CIA has located were originated by Department of Defense components.

Gersten received a letter from Charles Hinkle, Director of Freedom of Information

and Security Review, DOD, stating that his office had received a number of doc-

uments from the CIA to be returned to the originator for clearance. Curiously,

however, Hinkle's letter identifies the originating agencies as the Defense

Intelligence Agency and the U.S. Army--no mention was made of the Air Force,

which seemingly would have transmitted a large number of UFO-related messages

to the CIA. Gersten queried the U.S. Attorney about the matter, but only managed
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to determine that the CIA forwarded "at least 100 docu
ments" to the Department

of Defense. If this figure is accurate, and Gerste
n's esti

ney--that the CIA has located in
 excess

t would seem the Agency's information 
ch

mate--based on comments

of 5,000 documents

made by the U.S. Attor
annels pro-

is equally correct, then i

purportedly uninvited UFO data
.

s extremely difficult to determine 
how

peculation about the forthcoming 
event

vided it with a large amount of

Obviously, at this point it i

much information the CIA will release. S

consists mostly of expressions of distrust of the CIA, with m
any informed ob-

servers suspecting the really significant material will ei
ther be withheld or

"not found." Former CIA employees, in particular those who 
worked in the Office

of Scientific Intelligence (OSI) or the National Photographic Interpretation

Center (NPIC), cling to the position that the Agency had no
 interest or in-

volvement with UFOs beyond the Robertson Panel (January 1953)
. It should be

noted, however, that these individuals do not enjoy 4 reputat
ion for being

candid or forthright about events they've been directly involve
d in. Therefore,

t eficult to attach much credibility te their comments »

nent: The GSW FOTIA lawsuit is probably one of the most importan
t events in

of UFOlogy, yet it receives very little attention in the UFOlogi
cal

gathered little support other than expressions of sympathy. 
In

press ana has

accusations of multiple crashed saucer recoveries and othe
r un-

c
t

@

substantiated claims are made in a circus sideshow atmosphere, seeming
ly de-

signed only to draw attention. Publicity seems more important than r
esults

to these people; allegations are prolific but evidence is scarce. When of
fered

an opportunity to take part in an effort to bring their claims into 
court, as

part of an FOIA suit, they hastily back away. But they don't shy away from

publicity or from making more allegations. ‘

CAUS wishes to thank and commend GSW Director William "Bill" Spaulding

for his support, both financially and morally, of the suit. Ground Saucer

Watch, although one of the smallest and least commercial of the major groups,

has financed this tremendous effort out of its own treasury, virtually without

assistance.

Unfortunately, the most difficult part of the lawsuit may lie just ahead.

If the CIA decides to withold or expurgate a large number of documents, it will

be up to GSW and Peter Gersten to force these documents to be released through
litigation, defeating the CIA's claimed exemptions by presenting arguments to

the court. It won't be easy--not many plaintiffs have ever prevailed against

w
a
e
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the CIA. In fact, the onus would be on Gersten to establish precedents.

Quite frankly, ultimate victory in the suit may depend upon the support

the effort receives from the UFOlogical community. Rumors and allegations ares

as usual, in excess; funds and encouragement are in short supply. If that is

reversed, than perhaps all UFO evidence can be made available for study and

the subject would soon be awarded the recognition it deserves.

dFaRAE

AIR FORCE, NSA AND FBI: EGG-ON-THE-FACE OVER CUBAN INCIDENT - ROBERT TODD: A

FRIGHTENED UFOLOGIST - As reported in JUST CAUSE past issues (#4&#5), an in-

cident reported to have occurred in the skies over Cuba in March 1967, in-

volving the "zapping" of a Cuban MIG-21 by a UFO, caused the Air Force and

National Security Agency (NSA) to:make threats against FOIA requester Robert

Todd when he attempted to obtain government records of the incident.

NSA, an agency that typically says only "no comment" when queried about

almost anything, reacted to Todd's threat to write to the Cuban government

about the incident (as had been suggested to him by the CIA) by sending two

FBI agents to his home in Ardmore, Pa., on July 28, 1978. The agents indicated

t .@
) Todd that a half-page statement describing the incident which had been pro-

1vided to him by a former NSA "security analyst" (actually, the NSA employee

yas a voice intercept operator and the statement was provided to Todd by Stan

riedman, who had been in contact with the source; Todd did not and does not

know the source) was classified "above SECRET," and that such information, if

transmitted to a foreign government, would be a serious violation of espionage

laws. Having been read his 'Miranda Rights" at the beginning of the interrogation,

Todd was admittedly frightened by the agents' visit and remains disturbed about

it even now.

However, Todd was not intimidated. Subsequent to the FBI visit, he wrote

to both the Air Force and NSA, asking them to declare which portions of the

"security analyst's" statement were classified, indicating that if such identi-

fication was made he would not disseminate or transmit the classified portions.

NSA responded to Todd's July 3lst letter on August 8th, stating, 'This agency

has located no record indicating that the incident related in the attachment

to your 14 July 1978 letter in fact occurred. However, information contained in

the attachment related to the alleged manner in which information about this in-

cident was obtained and handled is classified since, as you assert, its origin

is a former U.S. intelligence analyst. Any disclosure of such information by

a United States intelligence analyst was presumably an unauthorized disclosure

in violation of the law."
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"Since you have been informed that such information is classified, I call

your attention to the provisions of Title 18, U.S. Code, Section 798, prohibiting

the knowing unauthorized disclosure of classified information about or derived

by communications intelligence activities of the United States Government. You

are, of course, free to describe the incident in question to anyone (including

the Cuban government) as long as you do not disclose classified information

about U.S. Government activities or the manner in which information about the

incident was allegedly obtained."

Signed by Daniel Silver, General Counsel, the NSA letter amounted to a

lot of doubletalk and a refusal to flatly state that the "security analyst's"

statement was classified or identify which portions should not be disseminated.

And the Air Force didn't fare much better, almost matching NSA's doublespeak.

Responding to Todd's August 7th request for his FOIA case file (all doc-

uments generated as a result of his request), on September 14th, Col. James

Johnson, Executive Officer of the USAF's Office of the Judge Advocate General,

stated} "You have requested confirmation of the classification of the ‘state-

ment' attached to your letter of 14 July 1978 addressed to Mr. Nelson. You are

advised that the Air Force can neither confirm nor deny the authenticity of this

Statement, nor the existence of any records concerning the incident described

therein. However, if authentic I am advised the statement would be classified

Col. Johnson went on to state that the Air Force could release to Todd

only the letters he had sent and received, excluding the "security analyst's"
7

Statement; all of which Todd obviously already possessed. As for the rest of

the records, Johnson stated: "The following documents are also responsive to

your cequest, but are exempt from disclosure under 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (1) and

(b) (5). They are classified, in whole or in part, in the interest of the na-

tional defense. They contain discussion which, if disclosed, would reveal Air

Force intelligence gathering interests and practices. Further, they are pre-

decisional in nature, and contain opinions and recommendations. Since they

were prepared in reasonable anticipation of a civil action or proceeding, they

are also not subject to the access provisions of the Privacy Act."

"a, Memorandum for Record on USAFSS/DAD (*Air Force Security Service/

Directorate of Administration) letter of March 24, 1978.

b. HQ USAFSS/CS letter, 5 May 1978 to HQ USAF/JACL (Air Force Judge

Advocate General, Litigation Division*).

(*)=Acronym translations by CAUS Staff
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c. HQ USAF/JACL letter of 22 May 1978 to HQ USAF/SPIB (*Air Force Sec
urity

Police, Classification and Safeguarding Branch).

d. HQ USAF/SPIB letter of 25 May 1978 to HQ USAF/JACL.

e. HQ USAF/JACL letter of 19 June 1978 to the following Air For
ce offices:

£33 Intelligence, (tsp)
(3) Judge Advocate General (JA)

(4) Information (SAF /OL)

(5) Assistant Vice Chief of Staff (CVA)

(6) General Counsel (SAF /GC)

(7) Administrative Assistant to the Secretary (SAF/AA)

£, HQ USAF/JACL letter of 23 June 1978 to HQ USAF/IN (Air Force Intelligen
ce*)

HQ AFIS/INS (Air Force Intelligence Service, no translation available
for 'INS" *)

letter of 28 June 1978 to HQ USAF/JACL.

h. HQ USAF/JACL Memorandum of 29 June 1978.

HQ USAF/JACL letter of 21 July 1978 to HQ USAF/IN.

HQ AFIS/INS letter of 1 August 1978 to HQ USAF/JACL."

Comment: The reactions, actions and statements made by the Nation
al Security

Agency and the Air Force in this matter, when viewed collecti
vely, give every

indication of confirming the authenticity of the source's descript
ion of the

Informed observers and former intelligence employees c
an see no reason

-'s behavior other than an attempt to suppress inform
ation

an amazing UFO incident.

he former voice operator's statement, while arguably disclosi
ng a small

£ sensitive information about NSA and AFSS, certainly does
n't warrant

more than a pro forma attempt to plug a leak. However, NSA and AFSS chose to

‘ke Nixon's "plumbers," sending memos and agents in a nea
r-panic attempt

termine the source of the information.

ny
)
0 < ~

Having tracked down and spoken with the NSA source for 
the Cuban story,

the CAUS Director can vouch for the intercept opera
tor's s

h the source and Robert Todd have been shaken by
 the g

re intimidated to the point of foregoing their efforts

incerety and apparent

honesty. Bot 
overnment's

conduct, but neither a

to determine and disseminate the truth. CAUS vows to suppo
rt them in whatever

manner is necessary.
dH

0 MODEST START - In response to the plea issued in

e establishment of a special fund of at

least $5,000, by which we can retain the services of CAUS Le
gal Consultant

Peter Gersten, we are pleased to announce the receipt of $200 
from a long-

He prefers anonymity

.

LEGAL PURSUIT FUND OFF T

the last issue of JUST CAUSE for th

time polemicist in the struggle against UFO secrecy.


